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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE FIFTY-EIGHTH CONGRESS. 


SPECIAL 


SESSION OF THE SENATE. 





SENATE. 


THURSDAY, March 6, 1908. 


The PRESIDENT pa tempore (Mr. WILLIAM P. FRYE, a Sena- 
tor from the State of Maine) took the chair at 12 o’clock noon. 
PRAYER. 

Rev. F. J. PretryMan, of the city of Washington, offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, Thy name is the measure of our present good, 
the promise and prophecy and realization of all our hopes and 
aspirations. We seek Thee not as a by-play in the midst of life’s 
great drama, butas coming unto theone unchangeable and enduring 
and eternal substance of life. Times and seasons change in their 
constant ministrations of Thy providence, but Thou art the same. 
Life, and all the forms of it that we have known, is but a fleeting 
shadow. Thy years shall have no end. From everlasting to 
everlasting Thou art God. The path of duty and of a glorious 
destiny opens up toward Thee. Every other path is full of mys- 
tery and darkness and despair. But the way of the just shineth 
more and more even unto the perfect day. 

We look out upon the vast field of human endeavor, with its 
contrast of opinions and conflict of interests, and we are over- 
whelmed with a sense of the greatness of human. responsibility. 
oer 4 millions can not establish justice; our highest and best 
thoughts can not adjust relationships so vast and varied, but our 
hope is in Thee. Grant us Thy continued favor, that all of our 
work begun, continued, and ended in Thee may find its justifi- 
cation in Thy will and its merit in the establishment of Thy 


purpose. 
Grant Thy blessing upon the present session of the Senate of 
the United States, and may all of its deliberations secure to the 


people | and prosperity and establish brotherhood among 
men and nations, for Christ’s sake. Amen. 
PROCLAMATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
proclamation of the President of the United States convening 
the Senate in extraordinary session. 

‘The Secretary (Mr. CHARLES G. BENNETT) read the proclama- 

. tion, as follows: 

By THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
A PROCLAMATION. 


Whereas public interests require that the Senate should convene in ex- 
traordinary session: 

Therefore, I, Theodore Roosevelt, President of the United States of Amer- 
ica, do hereb laim and declare that an extraordinary occasion requires 
the Senate of the United States to convene at the Capitol, in the city of Wash- 
in , on the 5th day of March next, at 12 o'clock noon, of which all persons 
who shall at that time be entitled to act as members of that body are hereby 

uired to take notice. 
me under my hand and the seal of the United Statesat Washington, the 
2d day of March, in the year of our Lord 1903, and of the Independence of 
the United States the one hundred and twenty-seventh. 
ODORE ROOSEVELT. 
By the President: 


JOHN HAY, Secretary of State. 
| ORDER OF PROCEDURE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
names of the newly elected Senators. 

.° Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent, before the 
names of the newly elected Senators are called, to make a state- 
ment in behalf of the chairman of Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, which it is important to the public to understand. It 
will take but a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 


setts asks unanimous consent that he may make a statement in 
behalf of the chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask the chairman to allow me to present the 
a of Mr. Hopkins, the Senator-elect from the State of 

inois. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to make a statement before that is 


one. 

Mr. CULLOM. The credentials of all the other Senators-elect 
have been presented, and I should like to present the credentials 
at this time. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. HOAR. I prefer to proceed with my statement. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
setts will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. The Chairman of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. is 
obliged to be absent. He desired me to state in his behalf that 
he understands the orderly and constitutional method of proced- 
ure in regard to administering the oath to newly elected Senators 
to be that when any gentleman brings with him or presents a 
credential consisting of the certificate of his due election from the 
executive of his State he is entitled to be sworn in, and that all 
questions relating to his qualification should be postponed and 
acted upon by the Senate afterwards. 

If there were any other procedure the result would be that a 
third of the Senate might be kept out of their seats for an indefi- 
nite time on the presenting of objection without responsibility, 
and never established before the Senate by any judicial inquiry. 
The result of that might be that a change in the political power 
of this Government which the people desired to accomplish would 
be indefinitely postponed. 

I make this statement at the request of the Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Burrows]. 


The Senator from Massachu- 


CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. CULLOM presented the credentials of ALBERT J. Hopkins, 
chosen by the legislature of the State of Illinois a Senator from 
that State for the term beginning March 4, 1903; which were read 
and ordered to be filed. 

SWEARING IN OF SENATORS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
names of the newly elected Senators whose credentials are on file, 
four—— 

Mr. LODGE. Is it not necessary first to call the entire roll to 
show the presence of a quorum? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not, heretofore been 
done. The Chair examined the precedents in reference to that 
point this morning. 

Mr. BACON. As the question has been suggested, I ask that 
the roll be called. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be the old roll call, all 
the newly elected members, of course, being left out. The Chair 
is of opinion that the proceeding he proposes is the correct one— 
= have the newly elected Senators first sworn in and then a roll 


1. 

Mr. BACON. I have no disposition to press my individual 
view. I think, however, the suggestion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is correct. The Senatecertainly can not be in ses- 
sion for the p se of administering oaths to new Senators unless 
there is a quorum of the Senate present. This is a continuing 
body. Still I will not press it if it is the sense-of-the Senate that 
it should not be done, 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, it occurs to me that the 
President is entirely correct in his construction on this matter. 
If you order a roll call it must be a roll call of Senators. One- 
third of this Chamber would be left out of that roll call, because 
one-third come in each two years. 

So if a roll call is now had there must be a roll call of those 
who have already been sworn in as Senators. That is, you are 
going to require a quorum to be shown. A quorum of what? A 
quorum of men who have been sworn in as Senators, and you 
have only two-thirds of the membership of the Senate out of 
which to get that quorum. Butif you will allow the Chair to 
proceed as he has suggested, the oath will be administered to the 
Senators-elect, and you will find that you have a quorum, I have 
no doubt. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor from Georgia, if a quorum did not appear, would we have to 
disappear from here and go and not swear in the newly elected 
Senators? That certainly would be the case, or we would have to 
sit here until we could send and get a quorum of those who have 
been already sworn in. My experience here has taught me that 
a quorum is always supposed to be present, unless some Senator 
makes the point that there is none. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Car- 
olina, in the judgment of the Chair, is entirely right. The pre- 
sumption is that there is a quorum present, and until a sugges- 
tion is made that there is no quorum present it is not necessary 
to have a roll call. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I stated that I would not press 
the suggestion. It was based exclusively upon the fact that the 
Senator from Massachusetts had already stated that there might 
not be a quorum present. It was upon that that I predicated 
what I said. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not suggest the absence of a quorum. I 
merely madea parliamentary inquiry, which the Chair has decided. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
names of the newly elected Senators whose credentials are on 
file. calling four at a time, and as their names are called they 
will present themselves and take the oath required by law. 

The Secretary called the names of— 

6 Mr. ALuison, Mr, ANKENY, Mr, CLARKE of Arkansas, and Mr. 

LAY. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington. Mycolleague elect, Mr. ANKENY, 
is at his hotel, in the charge of physicians, so that he can not be 
here to-day. 

Mr. ALLIson and Mr. CLay were escorted to the Vice-Presi- 
dent’s desk by Mr. DoLLIVER and Mr. Bacon, respectively, and 
the oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. DitLinGHam, Mr. Fam- 
BANKS, Mr. FoRAKER, and Mr, Futon. 

The Senators whose names were called were escorted to the 
Vice-President’s desk by Mr. Proctor, Mr. BeveripGe, Mr. 
Hanna, and Mr. MItTcHELL, respectively, and the oath prescribed 
by law was administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. Gor- 
MAN, Mr. HANSBROUGH, and Mr. HEYBURN. 

Mr. BURNHAM. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. 
GALLINGER] is necessarily absent. 

Mr. Gorman, Mr. HanssprovueH, and Mr. HEYBURN were es- 
corted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. McComas, Mr. War- 
REN, and Mr. Dusolis, respectively, and the oath prescribed by 
law was administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. Hopkins, Mr. Kir- 
TREDGE, Mr. LATIMER, and Mr. Lona. 

The Senators whose names were called were escorted to the 
Vice-President’s desk by Mr. Cuttom, Mr. Gamez, Mr. Tr1- 
MAN, and Mr. Burton, respectively, and the oath prescribed by 
law was administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. McCreary, Mr. Moc- 
Enery, Mr. Mauuory, and Mr, NEWLANDS, 

The Senators whose names were called were escorted to the 
Vice-President’s desk by Mr. BLacksurn, Mr. Foster of Louisi- 
ana, Mr. TALIAFERRO, and Mr. STEwaRt, respectively, and the 
oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. OVERMAN, Mr, PENROSE, 
Mr. Perkins, and Mr. Pertvs. 

The Senators whose names were called were escorted to the 
Vice-President’s desk by Mr. Simmons, Mr. Kean, Mr. Barp, and 
Mr. MorGAN, respectively, and the oath prescribed by law was 
administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. Piatt of Connecticut, 
Mr. Piatt of New York, and Mr. Smoor. 

The Senators whose names were called were escorted to the 
Vice-President’s desk by Mr. ALpricu, Mr. Drprew, and Mr. 
KEARNS, respectively, and the oath prescribed by law was ad- 
ministered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. Spoonrr, Mr. Stone, 
and Mr. TELLER. - 


Mr. SPOONER and Mr. TELLER were escorted to the Vice-Presi- 
dent’s desk by Mr. QuARLEsS and Mr. Parrerson, respectively, 
and the oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 

The PRESIDEN T protempore. TheSecretary will call the roll, 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Depew, Hopkins, Overman, 
Allee, Dillingham, Kean, Patterson, 
Allison, Dolliver, Kearns, Penrose, 
Bacon, Dubois, Kittredge, Perkins, 
Ball, Elkins, Latimer, Pettus, 
Bard, Fairbanks, Lodge, Platt, Conn 
Bate, Foraker, Long, Platt, N. Y 
Berry, Foster, La. McComas, Proctor, 
Beveridge, Foster, Wash. McCreary, Quarles, 
Blackburn, ary McCumber, Simmons, 
Burnham, Fulton, McEnery, Smoot, 
Burton, Gamble, McLaurin, Spooner, 
Carmack, Gibson, Mallory, Stewart, 
Clapp, Gorman, Martin, Taliaferro, 
Clark, Mont. Hale, Millard, Teller, 
Clark, Wyo. Hanna, Mitchell, Tillman, 
Clay, Hansbrough, Morgan, Warren, 
Cockrell, Heyburn, Nelson, Wetmore. 
Cullom, Hoar, Newlands, 


Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President; my colleague [Mr. Monry] 
is absent from the Chamber because of sickness. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Seventy-five Senators have 
responded to their names. 

SENATORS PRESENT. 

The Senators-elect having been sworn and taken their seats in 
the Senate, the following Senators were present: 

Alabama—John T. Morgan and Edmund W. Pettus. 

Arkansas—James H. Berry. 

California—Thomas R. Bard and George C, Perkins. 

Colorado—Thomas M. Patterson and Henry M. Teller. 

Connecticut—Orville H. Platt. 

Delaware—J. Frank Allee and L. Heisler Ball. 

Florida—Stephen R. Mallory and James P. Taliaferro. 

Georgia—Augustus O. Bacon and Alexander 8. Clay. 

Idaho—Fred T. Dubois and Weldon B. Heyburn. 

Illinois—Shelby M. Cullom and Albert J. Hopkins. 

Indiana—Albert J. Beveridge and Charles W. Fairbanks. 

Jowa—William B. Allison and Jonathan P. Dolliver. 

Kansas—Joseph R. Burton and Chester I. Long. 

Kentucky—Joseph C. 8. Blackburn and James B. McCreary. 

Louisiana—Murphy J. Foster and Samuel Douglas McEnery. 

Maine—William P. Frye and Eugene Hale. 

Maryland—Arthur P. Gorman and Louis E. McComas. 

Massachusetts—George F. Hoar and Henry Cabot Lodge. 

Michigan— 

Minnesota—Moses E. Clapp and Knute Nelson. 

Mississippi—Anselm J. McLaurin. 

Missouri—Francis M. Cockrell. 

Montana—William A. Clark and Paris Gibson. 

Nebraska—Charles Dietrich and Joseph H. Millard. 

Nevada—Francis G. Newlands and William M. Stewart. 

New Hampshire—Henry E. Burnham. 

New Jersey—John Kean. 

New York—Chauncey M. Depew and Thomas C. Platt. 

North Carolina—Lee 8. Overman and Furnifold McL. Simmons, 

North Dakota—Henry C. Hansbrough and Porter J. McCumber. 

Ohio—Joseph B. Foraker and Marcus A. Hanna. 

Oregon—Charles W. Fulton and John H. Mitchell, 

Pennsylvania—Boies Penrose. 

Rhode Island—Nelson W. Aldrich and George P. Wetmore. 

South Carolina—Asbury C. Latimer and Benjamin R. Tillman. 

South Dakota—Robert J. Gamble and A. B. Kittredge. 

Tennessee—W illiam B. Bate and Edward W. Carmack, 

Texas— 

Utah—Thomas L. Kearns and Reed Smoot. 

Vermont—William P. Dillingham and Redfield Proctor. 

Virginia—Thomas 8. Martin. 

Washington—Addison G. Foster. 

West Virginia—Stephen B. Elkins. 

Wisconsin—Joseph V. Quarles and John C. Pymoner. : 

Wyoming—Clarence D, Clark and Francis E. Warren. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee of two Senators be pupetates to wait upon 
the President of the United States and inform him that a quorum of the Sen- 
ate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready to receive any communication 
he may be pleased to make. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Hoar and Mr, 
COCKRELL as the committee under the resolution. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the hour of the daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o’clock 
meridian until otherwise ordered. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION—SOUTH CAROLINA STATE CLAIM. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, pending the report of the com- 


mittee which has just been appointed, I 


tion of privilege. 
The PRESIDEN T protempore. The Senator from South Caro- 


lina is recognized for that purpose. 

Mr. TILE MAN. In the second or continued part of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL Recorp of March 3, which did not come from the 
Printer until late yesterday morning, I find a very remarkable 
speech, so remarkable—— 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. PETTUS. It is the universal custom, Mr. President, to 
transact no business until the President has been informed that 
the Senate is in session. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Chair shall so rule, I will very quietly 
subside and wait until we get into working order. Isimply wanted 
to save some time. It will take half an hour or more to go to the 
White House and return. I will await the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT oe tempore. The Chair knows of no par- 
liamentary rule which prevents a Senator from addressing the 
Senate under such circumstances. 

_ Mr. PETTUS. I¢ is not a parliamentary rule, I admit; but it 
is a custom of the Senate and a rule of courtesy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is the 
custom of the Senate, 


desire to rise to a ques- 


RECESS. 

Mr. TILLMAN (at 12 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.). 
move that the Senate take a recess for half an hour. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess 
(at 1 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate take a further recess for 
ten minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess 
(at 1 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. Hoar and Mr. CockreEtL, the committee appointed to wait 
— the President of the United States, appeared below the bar, 
an 

Mr. HOAR said: Mr. President, the committee who were ap- 
pointed to inform the President of the United States that the Sen- 
ate is in session, that a quorum is present, and that the Senate is 
ready to transact business and receive any communication he 
may think fit to make, have attended to that duty, and the Presi- 
dent replied that he would make to the Senate a communication 
in writing directly. 

(Sundry messages in writing from the President were com- 
ae to the Senate by Mr. B, F. Barngs, one of his secre- 

ries. ) 


Then I 


WORK OF THE SESSION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 

To the Senate: 

I have called the Senate in extraordinary session to consider the treaties 
concerning which it proved impossible to take action during the session of 
Co’ ustended. I ask your special attention to the treaty with the Re- 
public of Colombia, securing to the United States the right to build an isth- 
mian canal, and to the treaty with the Republic of Cuba, for securing a meas- 
ure of commercial reciprocity between the two countries. 

The great and far-reaching importance of these two treaties to the welfare 
of the United States andthe urgent need for their adoption require me to 
impose upon you the inconvenience of a at this e. 

HEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Waitt House, March 5, 1903. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION—SOUTH CAROLINA STATE CLAIM, 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I rose tomove that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business; but if the Senator from South 
Carolina to proceed I will withhold the motion. 

Mr. T . lI wish to speak. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. President, I rise to a question of privi- 
lege. In the ConGRESSIONAL RecorD of March 8—the continued 
part, which only came from the Printer late yesterday morning, 
and which, therefore, I did not read, or I should have taken oc- 
casion to comment on it before the adjournment of Congress—I 
find a very remarkable speech. I do not know that there has 
ever been a similar one—certainly if there has been I have not 
read it—delivered in either branch of Congress. I quote: 


Mr. Cannon. Gentlemen know that under the practice of the House and 
under the rules of the Senate the money pills can contain nothing but 
Heng one of then tli contelnstogioietiny lratant ie oo nee: 
con m, if mus unanimous consen 
of the two bodies; and the uniform practice has been, S far as I know, the 


invariable practice has been, with the exception of one amendment upon this 
bill, that when one body objected to legislation by the other upon 
an appropriation bill, the body proposing the 1 tion has receded, 





In this case the trouble in arriving at an agreement all clustered about 
oneamendment. There were many amendments of a legislative character 
Speen’ by Senate; there were mane amendments, covering hundreds 
of of dollars of claims, pure and simple, proposed by the Senate. 

One by one the | tive provisions and the claims disappeared ss the 
Senate receded, until we came to an amendment to pay the State of South 
Carolina $47,000. A word as to that. In May last, on the ormnibus elaira bill 
then @ basis was fixed for the adjustment of the accounts of Virginia 
and timore and South Carolina with the United States, growing out of 
the war of 1812-1815. 

The quis officers of the Treasury, in pursuance of that law, adjusted 
the accounts of Virginia. An indefinite appropriation was made to pay the 

ve States whatever should be found due by the auditing officers. 
Upon that basis and under that legislation the sum of $100,000 ix round num- 
bers has been paid to the State of open oe 

Under that same law, which is the law to-day, the anditing officers, in the 
adjustment of accounts, found due to the State of South Carolina the sum of 
84 cents. Now, the Senate of the United States, notwithstanding the law to 
which I have referred, proposed legislation on an pees bill to the 
extent of granting to the State of South Carolina $47,000. 

The House conferees objected, and the whole long delay has been over 
that one item. In the House of Representatives, without criticising either 
side or any individual member, we have rules, sometimes invoked by our 
Democratic friends and sometimes by ourselves—each responsible to the 
— after all said and done—by which a majority, right or wrong, mis- 

ken or otherwise, can 1 te. 

In another body there are no such rules. In another body legislation is 
had by unanimous consent. In another body an individual member of that 
body can rise in his place and talk for one hour,two hours, ten hours, twelve 
hours, It is a matter of oe a Senator on the Republican side, ina 
former Congress, talked to death a river and harbor bill. 

There comes a time constantly in the settling of bills when you must do so 
and so or so and so, else your bill can not pass, and this with reference to the 
great money bills. In my opinion, such a condition existed as to this bill and 
clustered about this one amendment. There was also an amendment put on 
the bill in that body involving legislation to the extent of granting to the 
State of Vermont $150,000 in adjustment of her war claims. 

The Senate receded, but your conferees were unable to get the Senate to 
recede upon this gift from the Treasury, against the law, to the State of South 
Carolina. By unanimous consent another body legislates, and in the expiring 
hours of the session we are powerless without that unanimous consent. 
“Help me, Cassius, or I sink!” 

Unanimous consent comes to the center of the Dome; unanimous conseni 
comes through Statuary Hall and to the House doors and comes practically 
to the House. We can have no legislation without the approval of both 
bodies, and one body, in my opinion, can not legislate without unanimous 
consent. There was the alternative. 

In my opinion this applied not only to the deficiency bill, but to the naval 
bill, an agreement as to the naval bill. Your conferees had the alternative 
of submitting to legislative blackmail at the demand, in my opinion, of one 
individual—I shall not say where—or of letting these great money bills fail. 
Now, what are we going to do about it? This bill contains many important 
matters—your a for public buildings, legislation lately had all 
along the line of the public service to the extent of $20,000,000. 

Now, I have taken the House into my confidence touching this matter, as 
itis my duty todo. Lam getting to be a somewhat aged man. I pray God 
that my life may be spared until an intelligent and a righteous sentiment, 
North and South, East and West, pervading both of the great parties will 
lash anybody into obedience to the right of the majority to rule—and major- 
ities and minorities shift back and forth. 

Ah, says somebody, did that work in reference to the matter of statehood, 
and did you believe in statehood? I did not believe in statehood, and I am 
putting now the strongest case against my own party, but a majority of the 
people, voiced in the Senate and the House, had the right to have its will 


ex i 

Gentlemen, I have made my protest. I doit in sorrcw and in humiliation, 
but there it is; and in my opinion another body under these methods must 
change its methods of procedure, or our body, backed up by the people, will 
compel that change, else this body, close to the people, shall become a mere 


tender, a mere bender of the pregnant hinges of the knee, to submit te what 
any one member of snother y may demand of this body as a price for 
le tion. 


And the reporter states that there were “‘ prolonged applause 
and cheers.” 

Mr. President, there are two issues involved here—one affecting 
the honor and dignity of this august body, which has been de- 
clared to be the grandest legislative assembly in the world, and 
the other affecting my official integrity, my official responsibility, 
and my personal character to songe extent. I would that those of 
my elders here, somany of whom are far better equipped and abler 
than I to speak for the Senate, felt called on to do so in this con- 
nection; but I will endeavor, even in my humble way, to show 
that this speech which I have just read is wholly indefensible, is 
more or less indecent, and an outrage. 

I will deal with the Senate’s case first, because it is of so much 
more importance than my own. I find in Jefferson’s Manual, on 
page 75, this language: 


It is highly expedient, says Hatsel, for the due preservation of the privi- 
leges of the separate branches of the legislature, that neither should encroach 
on the other, or interfere in any matter depending before them, so as to pre- 


clude, or even influence, that freedom of debate which is essential to a free 
council. They are, therefore, not to take notice of any bills or other matters 
copending. or of yotes that have been given, or of speeches which have been 
held, by the members of either of the other branches of the legislature, until 
the same have been communicated to them in the usual parliamentary 
manner. 

Here we have the broad, general principle of parliamentary law 
and of that comity which this distinguished writer says must ob- 
tain between two branches of a legislature, and I ask Senators to 
say whether or not it has not been grossly violated. There is one 
remarkable, phenomenal utterance here which shows to what ex- 
tent the power which has la , or appears to have lapsed, from 
the hands of the representatives of the people into the hands of a 
few men has made those men drunk. They have grown so tyran- 
nical—shall I sa ?—in theirmethods and in dealing with themselves 
and their own rights and privileges that the leader of the House, 
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the man charged with the great responsibility of the chairman- 
ship of the Appropriations Committee, and who is booked to be 
the next Speaker, has seen fit in the House to use this language: 

In my opinion another body under these methods must change its methods of 
procedure, or our body, backed up by the people, will compel that change. 

‘‘Our body,” the House of Representatives, will compel the 
Senate, not after the people shall have acted, not in aid of the 
people, but will go ahead and lead and do the thing with the as- 
sistance of the people, and ‘‘compel’’ the Senate to adopt such 
rules as the Chamber at the other end of the Capitol sees fit to 
demand that we shall adopt. It appears to be a large exhibition 
= charity to allow the ‘‘ people’’ to participate in this reforma- 

ion! 

There are other numerous disrespectful comments here upon 
the action of the Senate. The Senate asa whole is charged not 
only with dereliction of duty, but with surrendering to robbery, 
to ** blackmail.”’ 

I could go on at length and comment on this utterance, but I 
will leave that phase of the subject, because I do not think it 
needs any further discussion. Senators all realize that a most 
outrageous thing has been perpetrated. I do not care to speak at 
any further length on the indignity put upon us. I feel sure, 
from my experience with the great men with whom I have the 


honor to associate, that any such talk as that will pass us by as | 


the idle wind, and we will continue to do business in the consti- 
tutional way, after the manner of our fathers. The Senate which 
sits to-day is the lineal successor and the continuous successor of 
the first Senate, for the Senate never dies. It can say, with Ten- 
nyson’s brook— 
Men may come and men may go, 
But I go on forever. 

I will now address myself to the other phase which was the oc- 

casion of this outburst which relates to me personally. It is 





rather a long story, but Senators will pardon me if I go into it | 


fully, because the occasion is one of such gravity. The charge 
against the Senate is of such a character. affecting its honor and 
dignity, and the charge against me as a Senator—while my name 
is not mentioned, I am too clearly singled out to permit me to 


pass it over lightly, and I must furnish the absolute and indubi- | 


table evidence of the error into which Mr. CANNON has fallen and | 


the outrage which he has perpetrated in speaking of me in the 
manner in which he has. 

I will begin with reading an extract from the act approved 
March 3, 1899, to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to reimburse the 
governors of States and Territories for expenses incurred by them 


in aiding the United States to raise and organize and supply and | 


equip the Volunteer Army of the United States in the existing 
war with Spain,’’ approved July 8, 1898. and for other purposes. 
In that act I find this language, after providing for certain set- 
tlements: 

Provided, That when such unsettled account is caused by a default in pay- 
ment of principal or interest on any bonds or stock issued or guarantees ty 
any State, the ownership of which is vested in the United States, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury bo. and he is hereby. authorized and directed to insti- 
tute any act or proceeding which he may consider advisable against such 
State or its representatives to secure the payment of the principal and in- 
terest of said bonds or stocks. 


I now read from a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury: 


Under the proviso im this section, demand was made by this Department, 
November 8, 189), upon the State of South Carolina for payment of the in- 
debtedness of the State to the United States on account of State stocks due 
and unpaid, amounting to $248,750, as follows: 


State stock due and unpaid -- 


$125, 000 
Interest thereon ..............-. 


123, 750 





ONE w ocnc cn esce esececcecccesecccescces we ecces enccee wecvescocsccccee 248, 750 


Then follows that which I will incorporate in the Recorp to 
save time, a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, dated 
November 8, 1899, addressed to the Hon. William H. Ellerbe, gov- 
ernor of South Carolina, in which attention is called to this unpaid 
obligation of our State and a demand made that there shall be 
settlement. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., November 8, 1899. 


Sir: I have the honor to invite your attention to section 4 of the act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1899 (30 Stats., p. 1356), entitled “‘An act to 
amend an act to reimburse the governors of States and Territories for ex- 
penses incurred by them in aiding the United States to raise and organize 
and supply and uip the Volunteer Army of the United States in the exist- 
ing war with Spain,” etc., as follows: 

“Sc. 4. That the expenses incurred by the governors of States in carry- 
ing out the provisions of this act shall be paid to them, notwithstanding any 
unsettled accounts, claims, or indebtedness of the United States against 
their States, and without prejudice to such unsettled accounts: Provided 
That when such unsettled account is caused by a default in payment of 

rincipal or interest on any bonds or stocks issued or guaranteed by any 

tate, the ownership of which is vested in the United States, the Secretary 
of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to institute 
any act or proceeding which he may consider advisable against such State 
or its representatives to secure the payment of the principal and interest of 
said bonds or stocks.” * * * 

I inclose herewith a statement of the matured South Carolina State stocks, 
due and unpaid, belon to the United States, amounting to $125,000, with 
coupons attached for $123,750, a total of $248,750. 

In pursuance of the foregoing provision of law, I have now to request pay- 


ment of the indebtedness of the State of South Carolina to the United States, 
as shown by the inclosed statement. L. J. GAGE 


Respectfully, 
Secretary. 

Hon. WILLIAM H. ELLERBE, 

Governor of South Carolina, Columbia, 8S. C. 

_ Mr. President, as one of the representatives of the State at that 
time this communication was sent tome. I immediately began 
to investigate it, to look about and see the situation, and aftera 
long and laborious search into the archives of the Government, 
delving into accounts, searching records, looking up statutes, and 
going into decisions, and doing other various and multifarious 
labors, many of which I performed myself. but most of which 
were performed by the Senate’s assistant librarian, Mr. Baker, 
who is a South Carolinian and who pursued the investigation 
under my direction, I discovered that so far from South Carolina 
being in default and owing the United States anything, we were 
a creditor of the United States and that we were prepared to 
settle and pay $248,000, principal and interest of bonds in full, if 
we could get the same recognition that had been given to half a 
dozen other States under similar circumstances. 

I therefore secured the passage by the Senate of a resolution 
instructing the Secretary of aor to send an accounting 
between the State of South Carolina and the United States: called 
attention to this old claim of ours for the war of 1812, which had 
lain buried for these eighty years or more, and I have in my 
hands the report. I shall not read it, but will insert it in full. 

{Senate Document No. 320, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session. ] 
“ ACCOUNT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to res 
olution of the Senate of April 17, 1900, a statement of account between the 

United States and the State of South Carolina. April 30;1900.—Laid on the 

table and ordered to be printed. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, April 28, 1900. 

Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of th> resolution of the 
Senate of the United States dated April 17, 1900, as follows: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to adjust the accounts between the United States and the State of 
South Carolina on the following basis, and report what amount will be due 
said State June 30, 1900. 

“First. Take the amount due the State of South Carolina on July 19, 1882, 
for moneys expended in the war of 1812, as shown in a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury of January 9, 1900; calculate the interest on same to date 


| of the maturity of the bonds of South Carolina held by him as. custodian of the 


Indian trust fund, to wit, January 1}, 1881; deduct the amount due by the State. 
principal and interest, on bonds from the amount due the State by the United 
States, and calculate interest on_ balance to June 4), 1900, thus showing the 
amount, principal and interest, due the State at that date. 

* Second. Add to this amount the sum due the State of South Carolina for 
moneys expended in the war of 1836 and 1837, as shown bythe letter of the 
Secretary of tae Treasury February 20, 1900, calculating the interest on said 
amount up to June 3), 1900." 

In reply thereto I have the honor to report as follows: 

Amount due the State of South Carolina, July 19, 1882, for moneys 
expended in the war of 1812, as shown in the report of the Auditor 

for War Department of January 9, 1900, transmitted to the Senate 

by the Secretary of the Treasury January 15, 190) (Senate Doc. No. 

og2, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session). _...........-.....--....-... $77 , 028. 02 
Interest thereon, at 6 percent, from July 19, 1832, to January 1, 1881, 

the date of maturity of South Carolina bonds owned by the United 








States (formerly in the Indian trust fund) -.......-........22....-. 223,910. 96 
"800, 938. 98 
Deduct: : 
Principal of bonds of South Carolina, matured Janu- 
ary Pissl, owned by the United States -............. $125,000 
Add interest due thereon to January 1, 1881_........... 128, 750 
—- 248,750.00 
Balance due January 1, 1881 _..... eee Ce Se 52, 188. 98 
Add interest on balance from January 1, 1881, to June 30, 1900_..... 61,061.11 


118, 250.9 
Add interest to June 30, 1900, on claims of the State on account of 
Florida war, paid June 8, 1854, and September 30, 1855, in the sums 
of $17,786.05 and $1,583, respectively, on basis of reportof Auditor 
for War Department of February 19, 1900, transmitted to the 
Senate by the Secretary of the eee February 20, 1900 (Sen- 
ate Doc. No. 190, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session), as follows: 
Interest— 
On $17,786.05 from July 1, 1839, to June 8, 1854 ..-. $15,942. 28 
On $1,583 from omen 839, to September 30, 1855.. 1,543. 42 
Taking these amounts as a principal, the interest 
thereon to June 30, 1900, is as follows: 
On $15,942.23 from June 8, 1854, to June 30,1900... 44,058. 21 
On $1,543.42 from September 30, 1855, to June 30, insanh 
1 , 144. 


Total due the State June 30, 1900, as called for in Senate 
resolution of April 17, 1900 


Respectfully, 


The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

I will simply state for the information of those who are doing 
me the honor to listen that it is shown therein by the records of 
the Government itself, not from anything which we brought, 
that an adjustment of the accounts of South Carolina with the 
United States for the war of 1812 and the war with the Indians 
of 1836 left the United States indebted to us $178,000. Upon that 
basis I introduced a bill, Senate bill 4607, first session Fifty-sixth 
Congress, which was reported by the Senator from Maryland 
{Mr. McComas] from the Committee on Claims, taken up in this 


L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 
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body and passed without opposition, because the reports showed 

indabitably to the mind of any decent, honest man that South 

Carolina was entitled to this amount. 

The House would not pass it. We could not get them to even 
consider it under those liberal rules which appear to be in vogue 
over there and with which my friend the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the House is so much in love. Noth- 
ing appears to go except by the ‘‘ unanimous consent ”’ of a few of 
the leaders. The ‘‘unanimous consent’’ of the members has 
fallen into innocuous desuetude, so to speak, and the ‘‘ unanimous 
consent ’’ about which he speaks so affectionately is the unanimous 
consent of those who are in control. I am only saying that that 
appears to be the situation. I do not wish to criticise the House. 
I would not read a rule dealing with the comity between the two 
bodies and then turn around and transcend it, when I am endeavy- 
oring to show that it has been violated in a very improper man- 
ner by a member of the other body. I do not know what can be 
done. I suppose this will drop out of sight like a good many 
other contests between the two Houses and will go into the legis- 
lative record and disappear there. I would not discuss it but for 
the intemperate and angry words of the chairman of the House 
conferees. 

Now, what about this claim of South Carolina? Why did I 
press the settlement. Here [exhibiting] is the only instrument 
of the kind, I imagine, in the whole world. Under the guise of 
a conference report there was brought into the Senate and adopted 
as a part of that report, without our knowing it, a provision in 
this act from which I have read authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to have the Attorney-General sue the State of South 
Carolina and the State of Virginia to collect this debt due the 
Indian trust fund. I hold in my hand a document, from which I 
quote, ‘‘ In the Supreme Courtof the United States, October term, 
1900. The United States of America, plaintiff, v. The State of 
South Carolina, defendant. Summons to the defendant, W. H. 
Ellerbe, governor.’’ I thought the Constitution had forbidden 
the States to be sued, but I suppose the question whether or not 
the United States was estopped from suing one of its component 
parts had never been determined by the courts, and the gentlemen 
who authorized this suit felt willing to have the United States 
Supreme Court pass upon it: 

In the Supreme Court of the United States. October term, 1899. The United 
States of America, plaintiff, v. The State of South Carolina, defendant. 
No. —. Original. 

MOTION, 


Now come the United States of America, by the Attorney-General thereof, 
and moves for leave to institute an action in this court against the State of 
South Carolina upon the cause of action specified in the declaration hereto 
attached, and further moves the court to issue summons herein. 

JOHN W. GRIGGS, 
Attorney-General of the United States. 
JOHN K. RICHARDS, 
Solicitor-General, 
GEORGE HINES GORMAN, 
Special Attorney, 


In the Supreme Court of the United States, October term, 1899. The United 
States of America, plaintiff, v. The State of South Carolina, defendant. 
No.—. Original. 

DIsTrRicT OF COLUMBIA, 

County of Washington, ss: 

The United States of America, the plaintiff in this action, by John W. 
Griggs, the Atto>-ney-General thereof, complains of the State of South Caro- 
lina, the defendant herein, which has been summoned to answer the said 
plaintiff in an action of debt; and thereupon the said plaintiff demands of the 
said defendant the sum of $248,750, good and lawful money of the United 
States of America, which the said defendant owes to and detains from the 
said plaintiff. 

For that heretofore, to wit, upon the Ist day of January, inthe year of 
our Lord 1856, by its certain 125 writings obligatory, sealed with its seal and 
duly issued under and by virtue of a statute of the said defendant, the said 
State of South Carolina passed and ratified on the 19th day of December, in 
the year of our Lord 1855, known as coupon bonds, now here shown unto the 
==. of each of which the following, in all things material, is a true copy, 

wit: 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

State of South Carolina: 


The State of South Carolina will pay to I. D. Ashmore, or bearer, $1,000, 
with interest thereon at the rate of 6 percent per annum, payable semi- 
annually, on the first days of January and July, on the presentation of the 
proper coupons for the same hereto annexed, at the State treasury office in 
Charleston, where the _— sum will also be paid on the surrender of this 
bond on the Ist day of January, in the year 1&8], and not before, without the 
consent of the holder of this bond, which is issued in pursuance of an act of 
the general assembly of the State of South Carolina, ratified on the 19th day 
of December, A. D. 1855. 

In witness whereof the governor of the State has hereunto subscribed his 
name and caused the seal of the State to be hereunto affixed, the Ist day of 
January, A. D. 1856, 

By the governor. 

T. H. ADAMS, 
Governor, 
I. PATTERSON, 
Secretary of State. 


I. D. ASHMORE, 
Comptroller-General, 


Countersigned by— 


[State of [sEAL] Sonth Carolina.] 

Whereby the said defendant acknowledged itself to be held and firmly bound 
unto the plaintiff in the principal sum of $125,000, payable at the said treasury 
office in the city of Charleston, in the State of South Carolina, on the lst day 
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of January, A. D. 1881. and in the sum of $123,750, interest on said principal 
sum at the rate of 6 per cent per annum, payable semiannually or the first 
days of January and July of each year, from the date of said bond until the 
maturity thereof, likewise payable at the office of the State treasury, in the 
city of Charleston and the State of South Carolina, as witness its certain 4,125 
writings obligatory, each for the sum of $30, and attached to the said bonds 
known as coupons. And whereas the said plaintiff at the dates when said 
bonds became due, as aforesaid, and upon the several dates when said cou- 
pons became due, as aforesaid, duly demanded of the said defendant the said 
sum of $248,750, yet the said defendant hath not poe the same to the plaintiff, 
either in whole or in part, but so to do hath wholly neglected and refused, 
and still doth neglect and refuse, to the damage of the plaintiff in the sum of 
$50,000, and therefore they bring this suit. 
JOHN W. GRIGGS, 


Attorney-General of the United States. 

Joun K. Ricwarps, Solicitor-General. 

GEORGE HINES GORMAN, Special Attorney. 

I recollect that, in endeavoring to get an adjustment of these 
claims which were pressed here by the Senator from Virginia and 
myself, I offered an amendment providing for an adjustment and 
an accounting, and it was ruled out on the point of order that it 
was legislation such as Mr. CANNON has spoken about, and we 
could get no redress. But the Senate did incorporate a certain 

roviso in one of its bills, I have forgotten which. Here 
Texhibiting] is the debate. I had endeavored earnestly to get the 
Senate to permit the State of South Carolina simply to have a 
settlement and let a report come as to what that settlement in- 
volved. The Senatesaid, ‘‘ Wecan not dothat, but we will order 
the Attorney-General to stop the suit.’’ Then I protested in this 
language, which I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of May 
81, 1900: 

i President, I shall object to anything except to the repeal of the pro- 
vision— 

The first proposition was to order that they should be sus- 
pended temporarily— 
authorizing suits against the States, because, if we have to besued, I prefer 
to trust the Supreme Court of the United States to recognize the claims of 
the States, which have been declared to be valid by the Secretary of the 
Treasury and bY previous acts of Congress, rather than attempt to get jus- 
tice here. I will not consent to anything other than a repeal absolutely of 
the provision authorizing the suits to be begun. Otherwise let the suits go 
on. 

The authority to sue was repealed, and there it was dropped, 
but I did not stop trying to get the just dues for my State which 
had been shown to exist in regard to the war of 1812. For forty 
years South Carolina had been out of court, so to speak, a pariah, 
an outcast, with no voice here, with no one to speak for her, with 
nobody to ask that she should receive recognition or justice; 
and if this claim is old, older than almost any other claim on the 
book, you might say, it is because of that fact and the conditions 
growing out of the civil war. 

But what about the claim other than the reports I have pro- 
duced? I have the records here from the various bureaus of the 
Treasury, the Auditor for the War Department, and Secretary 
Gage. And how did it come that Mr. Cannon could say that the 
accounting officers found that they owed us 34 cents? I will ex- 
plain. In the omnibus claims act, to which he has made allusion, 
after providing for an accounting between the United States and 
the States of Virginia and South Carolina upon the basis of the 
claim of the State of Maryland, which was settled in 1858, and 
the States of Maine and Massachusetts, which claims were settled 
in 1872, those States receiving, respectively, some $280,000, I think, 
in one case and six hundred and odd thousand dollars in the case 
of the other two, here comes in a proviso: 


Provided, That in the settlement of these claims any bonds or other evi- 
dences of debt of either of the said States or of said city of Baltimore held 


| by the United States on any account whatever shall be credited as offsets to 


the United States, as of the dates, respectively, at which the accounts will be 
completely or most nearly balanced, @fid the balance found due on such date, 
after deducting the principal and interest on said bonds or other evidences 
of debt to such date, shall be paid to or by said States and city of Baltimore, 
and the said bonds or other evidences of debt shall be returned to the States 
issuing the same. 

That proviso was put in there at the instance of the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. MarrTIN] for the purpose of securing an ad- 
justment which would be very liberal to Virginia. He did not 
know, and it was not his purpose, to have that provision of law 
work an outrage or an injury or a wrong to South Carolina: but 
such it did. The proviso which is here spoken of had this effect. 
In adjusting the accounts between the United States and Virginia 
for her claim in the war of 1812, it was found that Virginia’s 
bonds became due, I think, in 1894, and that if the two ‘accounts, 
both bearing interest, were brought down to that date even, Vir- 
ginia would owe the United States a balance of more than $100,000. 

But in order to adjust the account at that date when the two 
would ‘‘ come nearest together,’’ as the proviso specified, the ac- 
counting officers of the War Department adjusted the two ac- 
counts, went back of the date of the maturity of the Virginia 
bonds, brought the debt ont even, declaring that Virginia owed 
the United States nothing and that the United States had received 
all due it on the bonds, and sent the settlement to the Secretary, 
and there it stays. It is now under advisement or revision by the 
Comptroller of the Treasury, who is waiting for some testimony 
or evidence, 
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I here submit a copy of the statement of settlement made by 
the Auditor for the War Department in the case of Virginia and 
in the case of South Carolina: 

Clerk's statement of settlement. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 
The United States to State of Virginia. 
For the amount found due under the provisions of the act of May 
27, 1902 (Public, No. 124), as follows: 
ls oi cacti ah aieiiennianmutatdeaeed, 
Interest from July 1, 1814, to February 11, 1894 


$298, 369. 7 
1, 425, 212.79 
1, 728, 582. 53 


From which deduct as follows: 
Principal of bonds held by United States__........... $594, 890. 00 
Interest from January 1, 1861, to February 11, 1894__.. 1, 181, 669. 33 





1,776, 469. 33 
69, 816. 00 


1, 706, 653. 33 
Add as offset amount out the State on Treasury 
settlement No. 7554 of 1 16, 923. 70 


Less interest at 4 per cent for three years on $581,800. 





Balance due State February 11, 1894___...........-.--........ 


Clerk’s statement of settlement. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 
The United States to State of South Carolina. 


For the amount found due the State of South Carolina upon ° re- 
adjustment of the claim of said State for and on account of ad- 
vances and expenditures made during the war of 1812 & 1815 
wee Great Britain, as provided in the act of May 27, 1902, as fol- 

ows: 
Principal due State July 19, 1832 ................--............... 
Interest from July 19, 1832, to February 19, 1899, at 6 per cent_. 


Principal and interest February 19, 1899_...................... 

From which deduct offsets against said -— viz: 
Principal of State bonds held by United States. _....... $125, 000. 00 
259,750.00 


{Interest July 1, 1860, to February 19, 1899, —- four years 
Principal and interest due United States...................... 


(July 1, 1887, ‘to June 30, 1871) 

Balance due South Carolina February 19, 1899 4% 

From this decision I, as the State’s representative in the Senate, 
having had charge of this matter from the beginning, appealed 
and asked for a rehearing, which was granted by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

In our case, what was the situation? Beginning in 1832, when 
the last accounting was had with all the States, we found that 
South Carolina had a balance of $75,000 in round numbers due it 
then. Calculating interest on that of date 1881, when our bonds 
became due, we found that the United States had inits own Treas- 
ury money belonging to the State of South Carolina to the full 
amount of every dollar of the face value of the bonds and the 
matured interest, and that there was still a balance; and the fig- 
ures are here to show it. Ihave the report of the Comptroller 
of the Treasury, sent to the Appropriations Committee, in which 
he states that if the accounts of South Carolina and the United 
States are adjusted as of the date of the maturity of the bonds, in 
1881, the United States would receive full compensation, princi- 
pal and interest, for its bonds, and that there would be this bal- 
ance of $47,000 due us. Why could henot adjust it on that basis? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Read it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Connecticut asks me to 
read it. I was going to print it, but I will take pleasure in read- 
ing it: 


Appeal No. 8724. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASU RY, 
Washington, February 21, 1908. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Str: In accordance with your request of the 7th instant, I have reexam- 
ined the account of the State of South a with the United States, set- 
tled by the Auditor for the War D per Certificate No. 21221, dated 
January 31, 1 The certificate of the “Auditor i isas follows 

72 certify that I have examined and settled the claim of the State of South 
Carolina and find that there is due from the United States the sum of four 
dollars and nine om cents ($4.96), for this sum being the amount found due 


the State of South Carolina, upon a readjustment of the claim of said State 


for and on account of advances and expenditures made during the war of 

— to 1§15 with Great Britain, as provided in the act of May 27, 1902, as fol- 
Ows: 

Principal due State July 30, 1GBB..... ..... 2.25.0. 620s. oc cccescceoesecccese $77, 028. 02 


Interest from July 19, 1832 to February 19, amp (66 years, 7 months, 
at 6 per cent) 


Principal and interest February 19, 1899 _...............-...... 
From which deduct offsets against said State, viz 


ieincion * State bonds — by Voie’ States 
Interest Ju 4 1, 1860, to aa on 899, less 4 years 
Gass. to June 80. ect clan Tae a 


ane and interest due United States ...................---.-.... 
Balance duc South Carolina February 19, 1899................. 


807, 726. 94 


4.96 
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The settlement of the said claim was authorized by the act of May 27, 1902 
(32 Stat., =), which provides as follows: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasur 7 Meena , and he is hereby, directed to re- 
ote | and na per 9 out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise opr 
a of the States of Virginia, South Carolina, and ee 
timore a and on account of advances and expenditures made b id States 
and the city of Baltimore in the war of 1812 to 1815 with Great Britain, and 
in compe a eres oe said le on ~¥ oy teen dag. of the Treasury 
app. iy poe e, as applied o gress to claim of the 

State of Ma d, namely, interest shall be calculated up to the time of an 
payment ani this interest the payment shall be first applied, and if it 
exceeds the interest due the balance shall be applied to dimi the wt 
pas if the pa t fall short of the interest the balance of interest shall not 
added tet ¢ principal so as to produce interest. Second, interest shall be 

allowed on such sums only on which the State either Fors ee or lost in 
terest by the transfer of 2 interest-bearing fund, or such h of time 
only as the State or city paid or lost interest aforesaid: hat in the 
settlement of these claims any bonds or other ae of debt of either of 
the said States or of said city < of Baltimore held by the United States on any 
account whatever shall be credited as offsets to the United States, as of the 
dates, respectively, at which the accounts will be completely or most neatly 
balanced, and the balance found due on such , after wen 
ee and interest on said bonds or other evidences of debt to such date, shall 

bone to or by said States and city of ae and the said bonds or other 
evidences of debt shall be returned to the States issuing the same.’ 

The Stateof South ning presented tae on account of ones with 





Great Britain aggre gatin .072.43. The accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury allowed the State ot lows: 
December 6, 1826, catheunind TE dhin~ comusninsiedcavegmehaalia $149, 300. 67 
Feb: 3, 1827, EERO BOOED s ccccncuvednwdcses ditchbbectamh 9, 333. 71 
July 18, 1822, settlement No. 12441: 
Princi iidnideunbitednadtibaaningbnitehtnine ounce baienncdunea shikai 72,847.15 
TES wpckntnenscndcnnnntene cnrishospounscchsanegewbssensséoccene 126, 087. 
Es sinctniettiintaiiithiaien tinea wnrncdmitatitiniananndpinninadnieiinttiiiod 357, 518. 62 
The State was debited as follows: 
December 6, 1826, settlement 5928, to amount twice paid_.......... $3, 081.'70 
December 6, 1826, s settlement 5928, to amount received from sales 
during war credited in accounts of State quartermaster-general 552. 68 
December 6, 1826, to warrant 8552, October 24, 1821.................. 114, 000.00 
December $ 1826, to warrant 8580, October 90, 1821.................. 15,000.00 
December ee Ne warrant 9458, June 15, 1922... 777222 26,000. 09 
July 18, 1832, ement 12441, warrant 1035, June 16, ides bien anechdip 8,000.00 
July 18, 1832, settlement 12441 ordnance stores issued in ------ 41,625.08 
July 18, ois settlement 12441, balance (paid by wares No. 1828, 
Taly 19, 1882) ~~... 22222 0-2 e enon nee ennennn nnn enne cncneeceenneeeee 154, 259.16 
357, 518.62 


officers should be allowed. Interest was also claimed by the State upon ne 
ground that the money ——— was drawn from bank where it would have 
produced an income for the Sta 

Whereupon the adjustment —" settlement of the said claims of the State 
inst the United States was authorized by theactof March 22, 1832 (4 Stat., 
# ), which provided as follows: 

“Be it enacted, etc., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to liquidate and settle the 
claim of the —— < of — Carolina against the United States for interest 

upon mone’ — nded by her for military stores for the use and 
benefit of the ‘Suited Sta = s on account of her Tailitia whilst in the serv- 
ice of the Unites States during the late war with Great Britain, the money 
so = nded having been drawn by the State from a fund upon which she 
was then receiving interest. 

“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, in ascertaining the amount of 
interest to be paid as aforesaid to = State of South Carolina, interest shall 
be computed upon sums expended or the State for the use and benefit of the 
United oie: as atorennie onal and which have been or shall be repaid to South 
Carolina C) 

*Sxc. 3. Vand be it further Polaiien. That the following claims of the State 
of South Carolina against the United States, which have been heretofore 
disallowed, in consequence of their not someas 5 wanees - Segrulations of the 
Government, shall be adjusted and settled, tha 

“First. The cost of — cannon balls’ caiman or ‘procured by thesaid 
Onto for her military defense during the late war, and rejected by the in- 
officers of the United mr in consequence of their not being con- 
to the neers fixed a A ak - War: Provided, That 
the balls so rejected shall belong to the U 

**Second. e amount paid by the State = ae ‘Carolina for the trans- : 

ee of military stores, and of her troops, in the service of the 

Enited tates, as aforesaid; or recognized by them as having been called out 

for that pa , over and above the panes of wagons allowed to each 
e Army of the United Sta 

ara.” The pay or compensation ene by the said State to the pay- 
master 0: omg To. at sak Sihones, ames the —_ 
spectively employ n ma superintending disbursemen r the 
militia in the service of the United States as aforesaid. 

“Fourth. The sum of $7,500 for blankets purchased by the oe. bay the 
use of a portion of her tia whilst in the service of the United 

“Fifth. The value of the present contract — of the seater ceed 
or procured —— e State of South Carolina for her militia ae the late 

war, when in the service of v United States: ella pm | That said muskets 
shall become the property of the United States: wt a os also. any 
a of the said amount may be received in onan a present contract 
“ BEC. 4. And be it further enacted, That the several items hereby eves 
and the amount of interest as aforesaid, shall, when ooo be 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise operons 

The last settlement above referred to (No. lof July 18, 1832) was made 
in pursuance of the act = uoted. By this settlement the balance found 
due the State was foun $154,259.16, which was pee to the State by 
warrant No. 1328, dated J «1 19, 1832. This amount included an ae? sy of 
$126,037.09 for interest. The total pr rincipal allowed the State on the three 
settlements was 481.53. Deducting from this last-named amount the sum 
of the first t os charged to the State, supra ($3,081.70+-$552.68=$3,634.38), 
leaves which was expended by the — from her own funds to 
“= ee a States in the war with Great Britain 

ot ee 27, ean ——, a for the ment of theslaim 
expenditures made by the said State, ex- 
rides that ofnterest shall be allowed on such sums only on which 

_— = interest or lost interest by the transfer of an interest- 

such length of time only as the State paid or lost interest 
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money for the 
t she lost in- 


Ned to, neither did she, borrow 
paruore - ted. ine. eee eee rege ge Sp ete 
ere evidence that the whee amount of the expenditures 


The State was not com 
indica 


Ita from the 
of the Htate of South Carolina on account of the war with Great Britain, for 
which remuneration was claimed of the United Sta was taken from the 
amount of $276,289.87 drawn from bank in various sums from June 18, 1812, to 
January 6, 1818; ae was drawn from the State Bank from June 13, 1 to 
guaee 2, = t atk te donon =~ —— from the Bank of South 

m Augus' uary L 

The State dL interest at the rate of 6 per cent from March 1, 1815, on 
her entire expenditures for aiding the United States in the war with Great 
Britain beca had the funds so used not been withdrawn from bank, they 
would have produced an income for the State of not less than 6 per cent. 

The Bank of the State of South Carolina was established on behalf of and 
for the benefit of the State by act of its legislature of December, 1812, and 
commenced operations the ensuing August. It was created as a department 
of the State, and was charged with the payment of the public debt of the 
State. The income of the bank was to be considered as a tofthe annual 
revenue of the State, subject to the pleasure of a b 

from 4 to 16 per cent 


It is shown that from 1815 to 1847 the State deriv 
profit on the ave capital invested in the bank, and that froma period 
to the bank going out of existence the State had been paying interest at 
a ~ me =e cent on a greater sum than remained due the State from the 
It thus @ that under the terms of the act of 1902, supra, the State is 
entitled to interest at the rate of 6 percent on the amount actually expended 


from funds withdrawn from bank and expended for the benefit of the 
United ot a een the computation thereon to be made as 











ee by ac 
¢ account will therefore he stated as follows: 
Payment 
Principal. | Interest. | by United 
States. 
Interest Mar. 1, 1815, to Oct. 24, 1821 ....... $227, 847.15 | 990, 873.04 |............ 


Payment by United States Oct. 24, 1821---_|" 23,126.96 | 90,873.04 | $114, 000.00 





204,720.19 |.........-.- 

Interest Oct. 24, 1821, to Oct. 30, 1821 .......!......--...- BR Rilicccdvadunes 

Payment by United States Oct. 30, 1821....| 14,795. 28 204. 7: 15, 000. 00 
| 189,924.91 |............ 

Interest Oct. 30, 1821, to June 15, 1822 ._....)...-..-----. TUE Bic ncusisontacc 

Payment by United States June 15, 1822...| 18,877.82 7,122.18 26,000. 00 
SS 3, Bee 

Interest June 15, 1822, to June 16, 1832__....|.......-...- S BURGER TD | nccccenccee 
Payments by United States June 16, 1832: | 

Cn SE nln ntanemasadaounne a 

ETE GI cerndctcccccesauseces 41,625.08 | 44,625.08 | 44,625.08 
58,081. 68 | 

Interest June 16, 1832, to July 19, 1832 ......|.-....-....- SRT tesmctesenetet 

Payment by United States, July 18, 1832 ..| 95,286.72 | 58,972.44 154,259.16 

Balance due State July 19, 1882_............ Re cians 

Interest July 19, 1832, to Jan. 1, 1881 _....... RIE Bored focdcncl oncaie adiene 

Interest Jan. 1, 1881, to Dec. 28, 1896........ NE Stitt cmenwnlcemuentnace 
REE Tebticgcnssen 

Total due State Dec. 28, 1896_......... 368, 687.84 |...........- onceres dianigtilines 








It is noted here that the Auditor for the War Department in his settle- 
ment, supra, starts with a principal due the State of $77,028.02 on July 19, 1832, 
instead of the sum of Fo. .37, as Shown above. 

This action of the Auditor is based upon a report from his office made to 
Con . (See Senate Document No. 232, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session. ) 
The principal difference betweer. the account as stated in said report and 
as stated above results from an error in said report in stating the interest 
allowed in settlement of July 18, 1882, supra, the amount being stated as 
$125,476.04, instead of the correct amount, as shown by papers with said set- 
tlement, of $126,037.09, with a qrvemenSes error in the principal, the total 
amount allowed being stated the same with the exception of a clerical error 
of 5 cents. 

The statement of the Auditor is followed in the above statement except as 
to the inaccuracies referred to. 

The United States holds $125,000 in 6 per cent bonds of the State of South 
Carolina, which were dated January 1, 1856,and due January 1, 1881. Interest 
on these bonds was not paid after July 1, 1860, excepting four years’ interest 
which was paid from July 1, 1867, to July 1, 1871. 


After deducting the interest paid, the total interest due the United 


States at the maturity of these bonds was therefore ............. 123, 750. 00 

SD Or CII Bde ods cembon nldées boceen dddenccuncen 125, 000. 00 
Total amount due on bonds a TA Dili dhs ibe cdsieniitiennes 248,750.00 | 

Interest January 1, 1881, to December 28, 1896, on $125,000 -......... 119, 987.50 





Total amount due on bonds December 28, 1896.......-........ 868, 687.50 


Had settlement been made on January 1, 1881, the date of the maturity of 
the ae, = account between the State and the United States would have 
m as follows: 


Total due the State January 1, 188], supra ...............-.....-.... 5. 
Total due the United States January 1, 1881, supra-................ 248, 750. 00 


Balance due the State from the United States January 1, 
1881 47,245. 77 


But by the act of 1902, supra, interest is required to be computed on these 
bonds as well as on the amount due from the United States the date at 
which the accounts will be completely or most nearly balanced. The account 
will therefore stand as follows: 


Total due the State December 28, 1806, supra ...........-.-...-...-. $368, 687. 84 
Total due the United States December 28, 1896, supra-............. 368, 687.50 
Balance due the State from the United States December 28, s 


held in the case of United States v. North Caroli 
not liable to pay interest on its debts unless its 


The Supreme Court 
(136 U. 8., 211) that a State is 








consent to do so has been manifested by an act of its legislature or by a law- 
ful contract of its executive officers. 

Under this decision the State of South Carolina could not be charged with 
interest after the date of maturity of her bonds, that being the limit of time 
for w she had agreed to pay interest. 

Neither could the United States be charged with interest from the time of 
the war of 1812 on the amount expended by the State for the benefit of the 
United States. 

Therefore the interest allowed and charged the State in accordance with 
the act of 1902 is independent of contract. Congressauthorizes the allowance 
of interest and spect es that interest is to be charged. The State, to receive 
the benefit of the allowance, must accept the charge. The whole statute 
must stand her 


together. 
The balance due the State of South Carolina under the act of May 27, 1902, 


onyee. is therefore 34 cents, instead of $4.95 as found by the Auditor, 
m examination and revision of the account above indicated,I find a 
debit difference of $4.62 as shown by certificate of difference of even date 


herewith, which be forwarded to the Auditor for the War Department, 
who will restate the account in accordance therewith. 
Auditor’s certificate No. 21221, dated January 31, 1903, will be returned di- 


rect to him. 
Respectfully, R. J. TRACEWELL, Comptroller. 


Norr.—I desire to add for the information of Congress that the chief of the 
division of bookkeeping and warrants for the Treasury Department reports 
a balance due the United States from the State of South Carolina of $340,479.89, 
as appears by settlement No. 9249}, dated October 6, 1900, now on file in the 
office of the Auditor for the War Department, which represents a charge 

against said State by said settlement on account of the value of ord- 
nance, ordnance stores, clothing, camp and garrison equipage, taken from 
Frederic C. Humphrey, military storekeeper, by force of arms, by Colonel 
Cu ham, of the Seventeenth Infantry, South Carolina militia, December 
30, 1860, while acting under orders of the then governor of South Carolina. 

The above amount was not taken into consideration in this revision for 
the reason, among others which naturally suggest themselves, that the tak- 
ing of these military stores was a tortuous and wrongful act by the State of 
South Carolina, an aa sustained thereby by the United States are not 
a —- matter to be used as a set-off in settling matters contractual in their 
nature. 

However, as the whole matter of the respective claims of the State of 
South Carolina, and of the United States against the State of South Carolina, 
are now brought to the attention of Congress, it is suggested that such legis- 
lation be had as will forever put all these matters at final rest. 

R. J. TRACEWELL, Comptroller. 


I want Senators to see that not only was I fortified by equity 
and justice, but I was fortified by law. I hold in my hand the 
one hundred and thirty-sixth volume of the United States Reports, 
in which, on page 211, there is the syllabus in the case of The 
United States v. North Carolina, and I will read briefly. It was 
decided in May, 1890. 


A State is not liable to pay interest on its debts, unless its consent to do 
so has been manifested by an act of its legislature or by a lawful contract of 
its executive officers. 

On bonds of the State of North Carolina, expressed to be redeemable on a 
day certain at a bank in the city of New York, with interest at the rate of 6 
per cent a year, payable half yearly, ‘from the date of this bond and until 
the principal be paid, on surrendering the proper coupons hereto annexed,” 
and issued by the governor and treasurer of the State under the statute of 
December 22, 1852, chapter 10, which provides that the principal of such bonds 
shall be made payable on a day named therein, that coupons of interest shall 
be attached thereto, and that both bonds and coupons shall be made payable 
at some bank or place in the city of New York or at the public treasury in 
the capital of the State, and makes no mention of interest after the date at 
which the principal is payable, the State is not liable to pay interest after 
that date. 

Now, the act of Congress, the omnibus claims bill, had the pro- 
viso requiring interest to be computed on both of these items, the 
debt which the State of South Carolina owed the United States 
and the debt which the United States owed us, until such time as 
they got “‘ nearest together,”’ and thesame in the case of Virginia. 
In the case of Virginia that meant that the computation should 
be made before the bonds became due. Inourcase it meant that 
we should pay interest, contrary to the decision of the Supreme 
Court, eighteen years after the bonds became due. Virginia was 
treated with generosity and liberality; and she deserved it, God 
knows; she was cut up; her fi were desolated and destroyed; 
a large slice of her territory Was taken off and formed into an- 
other State, and yet the State debt remained behind to be borne 
by the old Commonwealth; and if there is any State in the Union 
deserving of liberality it is Virginia. South Carolina does not 
want any liberality. We ask only justice according to law; and 
when Congress provided in this act that the accounts should bear 
interest after the bonds matured, and it was shown that the 
United States had money in its possession to settle in full, I con- 
tend it was not right or equitable to ask or require her to pay in- 
terest in that way. 

The Committee on Appropriations examined it fully and were 
led to put upon the appropriation act the item to which Mr. Can- 
NON objected so strenuously, simply because it meant to do a 
long-delayed act of justice to South Carolina and to undo the 
wrong which had been perpetrated upon her unintentionally by the 
chairman of the Committee on Claims or the Senator from Vir- 

inia, because neither of them was aware of it, and I did not 

ow it. And that is the situation and the cause of all this out- 

ery of blackmail, the cause forthe charge that the Senate forced 
the House to make a “‘ gift to South Carolina of $47,900.” 

Mr. President, I do not know that I care to say anything more, 
but I will say this: Of all the members of the other branch of 
Congress with whom I have come in contact, I know of no man 
for whom I have greater respect than I have for JoserH G. 














‘CANNON. 


I have known of instances in which his watchfulness, 
his untiring energy, his grasp of our fiscal affairs have saved this 


country millions and millions of dollars. This is recognized so 
universally that he has become known throughout the country 
as the watchdog of the Treasury, and we all realize that it is 
necessary to have a watchdog there, because, from my limited ob- 
servation around here, there are a great many schemes on foot to 
get somebody’s hands into Uncle Sam’s pockets. 

Now,I am not complaining of Mr. CaNNon that. with his 
numerous and necessarily arduous duties, overwhelmed as he was 
with the work of this committee of conference and that commit- 
tee of conference, and the other, he should feel that he could not 
afford to take the time to investigate and must stand on the broad 
general proposition that new legislation on appropriation bills 
was unlawful, contrary to the rule, and that he would not sub- 
mit to it. 

He speaks here about the ‘“‘ unanimous consent of the two 
Houses,’’ having, as I said, come to think himself, possibly, as 
the other House when it comes to dealing with appropriation 
bills. As I understand, the Senate conferees time and again 
offered in the deadlock the other night to have a disagreement 
reported and let them come to the Senate and see whether the 
Senate would recede by vote, and let the House conferees go to 
the House and see whether the House would demand that they 
should stick. : 

That is the orderly way of dealing with these matters, and 
whenever either House has voted to have its conferees fall down, 
s0 to speak, the Senate has always receded. It is very rarely the 
other House. Why did not the rule obtain Tuesday night? I 
have heard—I do not know whether it is true or not, and I would 
not like to assert it—that in the determination to secure the 
**unanimous consent of the House,’’ I might say, through the 
instrumentality of three or four mouthpieces, and only three or 
four, the House had not only lost control of debate in a measure, 
but had lost control of the possibility of governing appropriation 
bills, and they had to adopt the report of the committee of con- 
ference or have the bill fail. 

Now, that is what I have heard. I do not know whether it is 
true or not. Imakenocharges. Butif the House, in its desire 
to do something with its own members, which it had a right to 
do, saw fit to gag itself, if it had been gagged—and I would not 
say it had—so that it could not speak, and decided to tie its hands 
and legs so that it could not walk or move, are we to be threatened 
and hectored and abused because of it? Surely Shakespeare’s 


words apply here: 
Man, proud man! 
Drest in a little brief authority, 
* * * os 
Plays such fantastic tricks 
As makes the angels weep! 


I have been called a ‘“‘legislative blackmailer.’’ My “‘legisla- 
tive blackmail ’’ consists in this: In this very bill making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies there is claim after claim of States, 
and I find here the following items: ° 


Sxc. 4. For refunding to States expenses incurred in raising volunteers, 
certified to Congress at this session in House Document No. 304 and Senate 
Document No. i84, as follows: 

To the State of Kentucky, $1.323,999.25. 

To the State of Wisconsin, $458,677.90. 

To the State of Maine, $228,186.94. 

To the State of New Hampshire, $172,928.27. 

To the State of Connecticut, $506,590.59. 

To the State of New Jersey. $479,833.20. 

To the State of Rhode Island, $31,289.71. 


Then followed the Vermont item, which Mr. CANNON demanded 
should go out, and which the Senator from Vermont tells. me 


* ca * 
before high heaven, 


was simply to permit an accounting and to pay sums like these | 


to his State, due his State, acknowledged to be due, but which 
were held up by some technicality of settlement in the Depart- 
ment. But they went out. They will come back again. Then 
follows this item: 

To pay the State of South Carolina for balance found due from the United 
States to said State, according to the computation made by the Comptroller 
of the Treasury up to January 1, 1881, as stated in his letter to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, dated February 21, 1903, $47,245.77, and interest upon the 
same at 4 per cent per annum until paid. 

There Mr. CANNON felt that the honor and dignity of the House 
were involved to prevent South Carolina from receiving ‘‘ a gift.’’ 
In his speech he states that Virginia has already had $100,000. 
He is wholly inerror. Virginia has not receivedacent. Virginia 
does not want a cent. Ali Virginia asks is an exchange of re- 
ceipts, and to get even. The rule applied in the Virginia case 
simply meant to give Virginia $150,000 in round numbers, and to 
take from us $100,000 in round numbers. That is about the sum 
and substance of it. 

I convinced the Committee on Appropriations that a wrong was 
being done my State. I had no redress other than to put it on 
this appropriation bill or to go through the long and tedions and 
tiresome persuading process of begging somebody at the other 
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' had recourse to an act of the legislature to refund the 
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end of the Capitol to recognize this just claim. 'The committee 
agreed that it was just and right and proper to put iton. Then 
the watchdog of the Treasury—tired out, weary, sleepless for 
hours—came in and shut his massive jaws down on this claim, 
and said, *‘ Whenever you all get ready to rub that out we will 
agree.”’ 

Mr. HALE rose. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator will permit me. 
speaking metaphorically. 

Mr. HALE. Oh! 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam only picturing to myself just what oc- 
wees because I was not in the committee room, and I do not 
cnow. 

Then what did Ido? What ought I to have done? It has been 
eighty-odd years since South Carolina spent her money in defense 
of the national flag. Every other State in the same category has 
had its money and has gone—some of them fifty years ago. The 
Palmetto State was left out in the cold. I simply shut my jaws 
down on the proposition that I would have that money or I would 
have an extra session; and I was in a position under the rules of 
the Senate to enforce it, thank God. If the Senate changes its 
rules I may never get an item again; but, thank God, I have only 
one more, and that is for the reimbursement of money expended 
in the war of 1836 with the Indians. There are about $60,000 due 
South Carolina on that account. I ought to get that some day, 
but having levied ‘‘ legislative blackmail,’ according to my dis- 
tinguished friend, I suppose the State will have to wait until the 
eighty years comearound. That is the limitation at which South 
Carolina may hope to get consideration. I suppose. 

Now, while I am talking of State claims, I have a very inter- 
esting historical document right here [exhibiting]. It isa report 
prepared by the agent of the State of South Carolina in 1856-57-58, 
which was sent to Congress but not adjudicated, for claims due 
that State and proven to exist—clean, honest expenditures by 
South Carolina during the Revolutionary war, the State having 
spent more than $200,000. The book is so old that it is getting to 
be ancient. I have not had the effrontery to even let my friend 
the chairman of the Committee on Claims see it. 

Iam surprised that there should be such a disposition in the 


I am only 


| minds of some people to always use a microscope, or rather a tele- 


scope, when they look South. When any claims come up from 
that quarter you turn the little end right around that way and 
the big end to your eye; not here, as Senators are demurring, let 
me say, but at the other end of the Capitol. This body has always 
been liberal; when anybody could convince it that.a proposition 
was just itwentthrough. Iam only speaking about what appears 
to exist at the other end of the Capitol, 

I may misunderstand the temper of those members and it may 
be that I am doing them an injustice, but I am only speaking of 
what appears to exist and from my own experience. It would be 
unparliamentary for me to charge that they are sectional in their 
contemplation of such things. They are growing more liberal 
every day. The trouble about it is that all these good claims will 
disappear and be mixed up with bad ones and the taint of the bad 
ones will get on them all, so that when they have grown so old 
nobody knows anything about them some Congress will come 
along some day and take the good, bad, and indifferent, and they 
will all go into the pot and none of them will get paid. I only 
ask my good friend from Wisconsin and others over that way to 
examine this record to see. While I have never expected to pre- 
sent it, still they will see that the money is due and it is one of 
the equities involved in this case. 

Now, there is another equity. I have shown that upon the let- 
ter of the law, the plain statute, the reports of the Treasury De- 
partment, South Carolina was justly entitled to this $47,000. I 
wish to call your attention to a phase of this question. These bonds 
which are held by the United States Government were bought in 
the open market in 1858. The Government at that time had 
money belonging to the Indian trust fund in the Treasury which 
was idle. South Carolina’s credit was then the highest, or as 
high as that of any State in the Union. She had been able to get 
money in London and Amsterdam when very few American States 
could get credit. South Carolina had always paid its honest 
debts. At the time when the reconstruction acts went into effect 
our State had valuable assets, dollar for dollar, that were worth 
some six or seven million dollars. The reconstruction govern- 
ment of the carpetbaggers, I reckon I can say, stole it; it disap- 
peared anyhow. Then they began to issue bonds—bonds for rail- 
roads, bonds to the moon, bonds for everything—until they 
brought the State’s credit so low by the issue of twenty-five or 
thirty million of obligations that you could not have hawked its 
bonds about New York for three cents on the dollar. 

Along in 1874 in their desperation, not being able to wring 
from us enough taxes to supply their saturnalia of robbery, they 
ebt, to 
consolidate it; and they provided that such and such a class of 
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bonds of those that were legally issued should be received at the 
treasury and new bonds issued in place of them to the amount of 
50 cents on the dollar. In other words, they repudiated half the 
State’s obligation, ante-bellum and post-bellum. Along with 
their dishonest transactions, none of which was any benefit to 
the State, they repudiated every ante-bellum debt which was 
clean and honest and which we recognized and were anxious to 
pay. They put them all down to 50 cents on the dollar, includ- 
ing those bonds which the United States holds, which were issued 
to build our new statehouse in 1856. Every other creditor has 
been forced by the act of the reconstruction legislature to accept 
this settlement. 

The white people, when they recovered control of the State gov- 
ernment, found themselves bankrupt. They found the treasury 
empty, they found the State’s finances in hopeless entanglement 
and confusion. We appointed a commission to go through the 
whole thing to sift out the dishonest and fraudulent issues of 
bonds from among the valid ones and to try to pay 50 cents on the 
dollar, principal and interest, for everything which was lawful. 
We have abided by that decision ever since. 

Now, the United States is the only creditor of the State of South 
Carolina holding bonds that has ever received 100 cents on the 
dollar and. interest since that carpetbag consolidation act. All 
the others had to take 50 cents. When these bonds became due 
in 1881 they demanded payment of our State treasurer. He noti- 
fied them about the refunding act and sent them a copy of it, and 
said, ‘‘Send your bonds down here and we will send you new 
bonds to the amount of 50 cents on the dollar now selling so and 
so. or pay you in full, whichever you want.”’ 

Of course the United States was not going to take any 50 
cents on the dollar, although its Government had been instru- 
mental in disrupting and destroying the government which had 
issued those bonds, and brought about this chaos in our finances. 

So there is an equity there if you want any excuse for a little 
“legislative blackmail.’’ But Ido not ask that. I simply want 
you to mete out the same justice to my State that has been given 
to all the others. Baltimore got her money, and Maine got hers 
and has forgotten it. Maryland had been here for hers for years 
about the time Iwas born. Virginia made a present, soto speak, 
of aclear receipt involving a gift of $150,000; thatisall. If the Vir- 
ginia account had been adjusted upon the basis of waiting until 
the bonds were due, the State would have had to pay the balance. 
But Congress said, ‘* We want to be liberal to Virginia; we want 
her to get out of debt.”’ The truth was, the Government got 
Virginia out of debt and made her a present, and brought South 
Carolina out even by taking from her $100,000. 

Now, was I justified in threatening to filibuster? Idonot know 
whether I was or not, but I am not sorry for it, and I thank God 
that I had the nerve to stand up for justice to South Carolina. 

Now, apologizing to the Senate for trespassing so much on its 
time, I hope I have made it clear to everyone, even to Mr. CANNON, 
that he was in error, and that he did me an injustice personally, 
and that he has done the Senate a great wrong in speaking of it 
as he has. In his cooler moments, when he has had time to get 
over the excitement and strenuosity under which he had been labor- 
ing for a week, I know he will regret it. Ihopeit may make him 
less obstinate in the desire to have his own way. 

So far as Iam concerned, I have no malice orill will. He called 
me bad names. He called the Senate bad names. He has cast an 
imputation upon all of us, but I reckon that we will survive it 
and that the Senate will continue to do business at the old stand 
long after Mr. CANNON has gone and long after all of us have gone, 
and I doubt very much whether this effort to stop legislation by 
**unanimous consent ’’ will cause any change inourrules. Unan- 
imous consent in this body means that each of 90 men must agree 
to a vote or speak. In the other end of the Capitol it means that 
10 men must agree or nothing can be done, and the other 376 are 
voluntarily or involuntarily helpless to do anything. The people 
will have to decide which is the better way. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I shall take but a little of the time 
of the Senate. I should let this matter pass, disagreeable as it is, 
into oblivion, as it will pass, saying nothing, but from the fact 
that I had charge, by designation of the Senate, of the two appro- | 
hina oe bills that are referred to in this speech which was made 

uesday night in another body and which the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] has quoted—the naval appropriation bill 
and the great deficiency appropriation bill, both bills of exceed- 
ing importance and dealing with very important branches of the 
Government. 

__ So far as the naval appropriation bill goes, the conference upon 
it was conducted in good nature. There were great differences 
between the two Houses which had to be reconciled, and they 
were reconciled. Neither House got everything that it wanted. 
The House yielded in some things to the wishes of the Senate, and | 
the Senate yielded to the wishes of the House; and on the main 

item upon which the conference came almost to a deadlock—the 
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size and kind of the ships that are provided in the appropriation 
bill to be built for the United States Navy and the increase of 
officers—the compromise resulted in both classes of ships being 
placed upon the bill together with a large increase in officers. I 
do not know that out of that conference there was any element 
left of acrid temper or resentment. I do not suppose that either 
House felt that it had got its wish, but it felt that in fair confer- 
ence the wisest thing to be done was done. 

There was no “legislative blackmail’’ in the Committee on 
Naval Affairs by the conferees of the Senate or by the conferees 
of the House. It was what takes place every year upon the naval 
appropriation bill. The two Houses are at odds, and an adjust: 
ment is made that settles the differences in the interest of the 
country. 

So there was no necessity whatever for that conference to be 
brought into the speech in another body that has been quoted 
from by the Senator from South Carolina. 

As far.as the deficiency appropriation bill goes, the Senator from 
South Carolina never visited the committee room in which the 
conference upon the deficiency appropriation bill took place. I 
think I am right in that. If not 

Mr. TILLMAN. Absolutely. 
ations Committee room. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Iowa, who was one of the con- 
ferees, will bear me out in this. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina did not obtrude himself. If it is he who is alluded to in the 
speech to which I have referred, which was delivered in the House 
on Tuesday night, it is just and fair to say for him that the delib- 
erations, and I may say the conflicts, which arose in the commit- 
tee room upon the South Carolina and other items were not in 
any way disturbed, or added to, or subtracted from by anything 
which the Senator from South Carolina did in the committee 
room. 

The Committee on Appropriations—the whole Committee on 
Appropriations—placed this item of $47,000, with interest from 
the time when the accounts for and against most nearly matched, 
upon the appropriation bill, and the Senate passed it. Many 
things in the last few days crowded upon the mind, so that the 
memory may be fallible, but I do not remember that any question 
was raised about it. We felt—when I say ‘‘we’’ I mean the 
whole committee and the Senate—that we had done by South 
Carolina what had been done for Maine, and Massachusetts, Mary- 
land, and Illinois, and Connecticut, and Rhode Island, and other 
States, and that it was fair, even-handed justice. 

Now, when we came to the deliberations of the conference room 
there were other things in controversy upon which we had con 
flicts. Yonder room, Mr. President, in the northwest corner of 
this Capitol, has been the scene of many an animated conference 
before now between the conferees of the two Houses. Time and 
again I have sat there with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLomM], the Senator from Mis 
souri [Mr. CocKRELL], and the Senator from Colorado [Mr 
TELLER] and the House conferees until the morning sun shonc¢ 
upon the eastern front of this great building, in controversy over 
items. Often it has seemed as if # biil would fail, but it never 
has. There have been acrimonious discussions, feeling has been 
aroused, temper has been displayed. 

I myself have done and said things in conference over which, 
when Congress ended and I went to my quiet place, I found 
nothing but the residuum of regret. I do not think any con- 
feree has gone through with such conflicts without afterwards 
jhhaving that feeling. But we. have always come out, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and we have submitted # what has been agreed upon. and 





I never went into the Appropri- 


| it has never been thought wise or prudent or desirable that be- 
| cause of it one House of Congress should arraign the other. 


It 
has never been thought and never been said before that the proc- 
esses of one House are processes of ‘* blackmail,’ that they have 
become so insufferable that the other House will preach a cru- 
sade against the House whom fault is found with, and will abol- 


| ish the methods of the other House, with the threat that the 


people will stand behind the House that makes that threat. 
I am glad to say, Mr. President, it has never taken place before. 
I read the speech delivered in another body Tuesday night with 


| the greatest amazement and sorrow; all the more because it comes 


not as the impassioned and unconsidered utterance of some new 
man who has not had long service and whose feelings get the bet- 
ter of his judgment, but because it was said by a very distinguished 
man, a remarkably able man, who has served almost the lifetime 
of a generation in the House, who has earned every advancement 
that has attended his career, and who has the good wishes and 
the hopeful forecast in the greater future that will open before 
him, I venture to say,of every member of this body, and by none 
more than by me. I read the speech with all the more sorrow 
and surprise because such a man had delivered it. 

Mr. President, there is not a man in the sound of my voice, 
there is no American citizen, who will read the debate and 
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acquaint himself with the facts who will not declare unreservedly 
that such language as this should not have been used. I quote 
from the speech: 

Your conferees had the alternative of submitting to legislative blackmail 
at the demand, in my opinion, of one individual—I shall not say where—or of 
letting these great money bills fail. 

No man can read that and not say that it is improper and a 
breach of the privileges, which, if they are not in the written law, 
stand by practice and the judgment of all good men as the comity 
between the two Houses. 

I quote again from the speech: 

I do it in sorrow and in humiliation, but there it is; and in my opinion an- 
other body under these methods must change its methods of procedure, or 
our body, backed up oa people, will compel that change, else this body, 
close to the people, shall become a mere tender, a mere bender of the preg- 
nant hinges of the knee, to submit to What any one member of another y 
may demand of this y as a price for legislation. 

Mr. President, I go further than this. I can not believe that 
the distinguished Representative who uttered these words is an 
exception to the regret which every man must feel when he reads 
these charges and this arraignment of the Senate. I can not be- 
lieve that he is an exception to that feeling. I believe to-day, sir, 
that when on the next morning he took down the REcorD and 
read these words which he had uttered under more or less excite- 
ment he regretted it, too, and there I am willing to leave it. 

Mr. President, the words will not remain; the speech will be 
forgotten. It will pass to the oblivion to which it should be con- 
signed. The man who made it will go on to higher places, and 
in his life he will have a hundred things to which he can turn in 
pride, but he will never have anything but regret at having spoken 
as he did. The words will go out of our memories and the two 
Houses will remain; they will go on legislating. Each will have 
its methods and its rules. This body will not be compelled by the 
other body, and there will be no attempt to compel the other 
body. Comments now and then will be made, but each body will 
go on under its own rules. Out of it will continue the life and 
the prosperity of the Republic. Great measures will be enacted, 
measures for the benefit not of party, but for the whole people, 
for the present and the future. They will repose, Mr. President, 
in silence upon the statute books. 

Their passage and their embodiment as a part of the accepted 
laws of the Republic will not be attended with threats and noise 
and tumult and clamor. There on the statute books they will 
stay; there they will receive the reverence of the people and the 
obedience of the people. 

Speech is not everything—not by any means! It is evanescent. 
Intemperate speech is all the more fleeting. The great river of 
legislation will flow on silently, bearing upon its bosom beneficent 
results for the people. Intemperate speech will not arrest it nor 
disturb it. Its majestic strength can not be so ruffl 

The shallows murmur, while the deeps are dumb. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I only wish to add a few words 
to what has been so well said by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hae], the chairman of the conference committee on the bill 
about which this controversy has arisen, and also to commend and 
approve every word which has been said by that Senator respect- 
ing the remarkable speech made in the other House at the close 
of the last session. 

I was a member of the conference committee on the part of the 
Senate on the deficiency bill, and so far as I can remember that 
bill was considered in the main by the conferees on the part of 
both Houses in good temper. The bill came to the Senate, as I 


remember, on the 24th day of February, when it was referred to | 


the Committee on Appropriations. It was a very voluminous 
bill; it embraced many items, and it included, as nearly every 
other appropriation bill which has been presented to the Senate 
from the other House during this session included, legislation. 
The committee considered the bill as rapidly as possible and re- 
ported it to the Senate on the 28th day of February, only a few 
days before final adjournment. In my experience on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations we have never sought to go behind an 
appropriation bill as =, to us in order to inquire whether 
a certain item in the bill was passed by the other House in viola- 
tion of its rules. We have always taken it for granted when an 
item of legislation appeared here upon an appropriation bill com- 
ing from the other House that it had been passed in accordance 
with their rules. 

For illustration, in the sundry civil appropriation bill, which 
came here a few days ago, there was a legislative proposition in- 
volving an addition to the Capitol building —— two or three 
million dollars—a pure matter of legislation. We had no power, 
nor had we the disposition, to inquire whether that legislation was 
put on in the other House in violation of its rules or in accordance 
with its rules. It is always taken for granted here that the other 
House proceeds in accordance with its rules, because we read in 
this fundamental law of ours that these two Houses, respectively, 
shall make their own rules of procedure, and that neither House 





is to be lectured as to what its rules are or ought to be, much 
less is it to be supposed that one House can compel the other to 
oe which are suited to the House which makes the com- 
plaint. 

So, when I saw in the remarks which have been referred to, 
which were made in the other House in the closing hours of the 
last session, that we were notified that if we did not voluntarily 
change our rules of procedure the other House, composed of 386 
members as against our 90 members, would force us to change 
our rules, and that that course would meet the approval of the 
American people, I thought such a statement was contrary to 
the comity that should prevail between these bodies. If I were 
to say here respecting the House of Representatives which is to 
convene here next December, that if they did not modify their 
rules of procedure we would raise an issue with them whereby 
they should be compelled to change their rules, I should think, 
Mr. President, that an utterance of that character would not be 
in accordance with that comity which should prevail between the 
two Houses, who coordinately, with the approval of the Presi- 
dent, create the legislation which is to govern a great people. 

The very essence of the organization of our Government in this 
particular was that Congress should consist of two Houses, and 
that those Houses by the spirit and the letter of the Constitution 
should be independent bodies; that they should each make their 
own rules and decide for themselves their course of procedure. 

Mr. President, I think it is fitting that we should say not once, 
but always, that the rules of procedure of this body shall be set- 
tled by the body itself in accordance with its own best judgment. 
We are proceeding now under rules which have been practicall 
the rules of this body since it was organized in 1789. Although 
we have modified and changed our rules in various particulars, 
the rule which was then established, and which is complained of 
in the speech to which reference has been made, is to-day the rule 
of this Senate, as it was when the Senate was first organized. 
We may change our rules, and perhaps we ought to change and 
modify them in some respects, but here they are; and this ar- 
raignment made in the other House is an arraignment of the 
rules we have established, because it is insisted that our jurisdic- 
tion over appropriation bills ceases when we cross the Rotunda of 
the Capitol or even perhaps when we get to the center of it. 

As I understand our duty here, and as I understand the Consti- 
tution of our country, although it is within the province of the 
House of Representatives to initiate certain bills, namely, revenue 
bills—appropriation bills are not named in the Constitution, al- 
though by courtesy and by comity the House of Representatives 
has originated appropriation bills practically from the beginning 
of the Government—when those bills come here they are our bills 
as well as bills of the House of Representatives. There can not 
be a single claim passed without our assent and our consent. We 
can make amendments upon those bills as we choose to make them. 

If we have rules which we do not strictly enforce, that is our 
business and not the business of any other y that I know of. 
Under our rules the Committee on Appropriations recommended 
to the Senate a great many changes an ditions to the deficiency 
ee, bill, as they make recommendations for additions 
and changes respecting all the other bills which come to them 
from the House of Representatives. 

Among other changes we made in the deficiency appropriation 
bill were two respecting State claims; and I may say here, in pass- 
ing,so far as those State claims are concerned they do not stand 
and ought not to stand upon any technicality as between the two 
Houses. There is a comity between this great Governmént of 
ours and the States of the Union whereby the proper adjustment 
of State claims should be made, and made as speedily as the situa- 
tion and the circumstances will allow. We have been making 
appropriations for the payment of State claims year by year for 
more than twenty years, and during the last two years it has been 
sought to finally close up all such claims. 

When the deficiency bill came to us from the House of Repre- 
sentatives it contained a large number of State claims. We in- 
serted two State claims which were not included in the bill as it 
came from the other House, one of them the claim of the State 
of Vermont and the other that of the State of South Carolina. 

We believed—I think I can say it was the unanimous judgment 
of the Committee on anon tan the settlement pro- 
posed in.the bill for the State of South Carolina was a just and 
proper settlement, and the Senate adopted the suggestion of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

When we got into conference on the deficiency bill we found 
these two items in dispute, as well as many other items. The 
differences between the two Houses were gradually narrowed 
down until finally the only two items in dispute were the two 
State claims to which I have referred. 

I need not and will not discuss the arguments which were pre- 
sented by the conferees on the part of the House regarding those 
claims. We could not agree to them. We said to the House 
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conferees, ‘“‘If you are op to these claims, we will agree 
upon every other item in the bill which has been in difference, 
and we will disagree upon these two items.’’ This has been the 
ancient custom of conferees of this body upon appropriation bills. 
I remember only two years _ we had five or six conferences 
upon contested questions on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 
It has been the custom to endeavor to bring the two Houses to- 
gether as rapidly as possible, and then to deal as best we can with 
the items in dispute. Why do we do that? We do it in order 
that the two Houses, without the dictation of the conferees, shall 
have an opportunity of saying whether they will agree to the 
particular items in dispute or not. 

The House of Representatives, when the deficiency appropria- 
tion bill went to them, disagreed to the Senate amendments en 
bloc, and did not consider any item in the bill. They at once ap- 
pointed a committee of conference. When our conferees met the 
conferees appointed by the other House we said to those gentle- 
men, ‘‘ We will close this bill in every item except the items which 
you disagree to; and we will take those items into the Senate and 
you may take them into the House of Representatives, and it is 
probable that one or the other House will recede; but let us not 
arbitrarily undertake to bind the two Houses upon items that are 
seriously in dispute.”’ 

The House conferees would not do that. Why not? Was it on 
account of the rules of the Senate? No; the primary cause, as I 
believe, was that they knew that under the rules of that House 
they were in such a situation as that they could not take this bill 
back with any item in disagreement; and, therefore, if this bill 
had failed, it would have failed not on account of the rules of the 
Senate, but on account of the situation in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, whereby they could not pass the bill. Therefore 
whatever constraint was put upon them was put upon them not 
by the Senate conferees, but by the House conferees themselves, 
knowing that under the situation in the other branch that great 
bill would fail. 

It was said in the speech to which we are now alluding that 
the deficiency bill involved many items of great importance, and 
therefore they could not wait to submit the matter to the House 
of Representatives. Why could they not wait? We could have 
waited. We had more than twelve hours remaining of the ses- 
sion, and during a time as limited as that I have seen, as many 
of the older Senators have seen, appropriation bills pass. I have 
seen them pass even in the very last hours and moments of a ses- 
sion. It was my experience some years ago, as chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee, to receive the sundry civil bill about 
the hour of midnight of the closing day of the session. That bill 
was considered by the Committee on Appropriations in great 
haste between that time and the small hours of the morning; it 
was reported to this body, considered, and ,and it was not 
finally enrolled until the very last moments of the dying hour of 
that Congress. Therefore, whatever was done about this bill was 
not done because of the rules of the Senate or because of the action 
of the Senate, for conference committees have over and over again 
made partial reports, agreeing as to certain items and disagreeing 
as to others, and they have come back and made other partial re- 
_ as to disagreed-to items many times before a final decision 

been made. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Im regard to the procedure on this bill 
especially, I want to recall to the Senator’s attention a matter 
that occurred when the last section in relation to the appropria- 
tions for the Department of Commerce and Labor was put on at 
the instance, as we were informed, of members of the other 
House, who stated that they never otherwise would be able to 
get it through there, and we assisted them in facilitating legisla- 
tion, necessary legislation, by adding those items as amendments 
when they were a change of existing law, or rather they were 
legislation pure and simple, and nobody objected to that. 

r. CULLOM. That is true also in reference to the public- 
buildings bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TrLL- 
MAN] is right as respects the new Department of Commerce and 
Labor, and the same thing was also true in relation to the public- 
buildings bill. 

When we brought in here the general deficiency bill we inserted 
in it a general provision relating to appropriations for public 
buildings before the bill regarding them had d either House. 
When we came to consider the details upon the deficiency bill it 
was necessary for us to expand that appropriation into just such 
provisions as we thought would meet the views of the conference 
committee on the of the House Public Buildings Committee. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator a question. Is it 
not true that there were items put in the bill in the Senate at the 





request of the members of the other House or of the House con- 
ferees, which, after being put in at their request here, were dis- 
agreed to en bloc with the others? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is true. 

Mr. HOAR. So that this criticism comes as to the rules of the 
Senate when the House is in the attitude of dissenting to what 
is put in a bill on its own request. 

Mr. ALLISON. They dissented to all our amendments. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. That was pro forma. 

Mr. ALLISON. You may callit proforma. It was pro forma 
because that is the usual custom of the House. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I wish tosay that, in regard to 
the public-buildings bill, it was introduced in this body expressly on 
the suggestion of members of the other body because of their pe- 
culiar position; and they objected, too, to the items in that bill en 


bloc. 

Mr. ALLISON. They asked us to put that on, which we did, 
and then adjust it in conference, but they changed it in many 
respects in conference. 

Mr. President, I have made these recitals and this statement 
for the purpose of showing that the speech to which reference is 
being made placed the consent of the conferees upon the part of 
the House to the amendment relating to the claim of the State of 
South Carolina, not upon the ground stated as respects our rules 
and the repugnance of the House to them, for our rules would 
have permitted the orderly proceeding which has prevailed in this 
Chamber since my experience, at least, in the two bodies. There- 
fore whatever of dereliction there was in regard to this item— 
for it was finally the only item that was seriously disputed—w hat- 
ever occurred concerning this item occurred because the House, 
for reasons of their own and for reasons not arising in this body, 
could not adopt the orderly and usual proceeding and the orderly 
and usual method of legislation by taking the item into the House 
and into the Senate and having the judgment of the two Houses 
u it. 

M50, Mr. President, I am pained to see what seems to me to be a 
violation of the rules of the House itself, a statement made there 
as to what occurred here at that time, which influenced the 
House regarding these appropriations; and it is also stated in the 
report that at the conclusion of the speech there were ‘‘ loud and 
prolonged cheers.”” Why? Because the Senate had been held up 
on the gibbet of public opinion as respects its rules compared 
with the rules of the House of Representatives, so saintly in 
their nature and character. 

I wish to put the position of the Senate and its conferees where 
it ought to be in the Recorp. I regret as much as any Senator 
can t that the House of Representatives, instead of being in- 
formed of the actual situation, was led to put the blame upon the 
rules of the Senate, which we have made and which we have 
acted under for more than a hundred years, and which, when 
they need change, if they do, will be changed by the Senate of 
the United States and not by any coordinate body. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. TELLER. I hope the Senator will withhold that motion, 
as I desire to say a word in regard to this matter. 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I was one of the members of 
the conference committee on the deficiency bill. Soon after I 
came out of the committee a Senator said to me that he under- 
stood that the claim which had, been put in the bill over which 
the controversy had existed was without foundation. I want to 
say that there was no question of controversy in the committee 
as to the validity of that claim. The membersof the Senate com- 
posing that committee gave careful attention to that question, 
and asserted to the House conferees that they knew it was a just 
and valid claim. 

I myself have had a good deal of experience with State claims, 
both as a member of the Committee on Appropriations and the 
Committee on Claims. No controversy arose as to the merits of 
this claim. The controversy was that it was legislation, and, 
therefore, it was against the rule of the House and the rule of 
the Senate that it should be placed on an appropriation bill. It 
was a question whether or not it was pure legislation; but if it 
had been it would have been entirely proper for this body to have 
incorporated the claim in the bill whenever it saw fit to suspend 
its rules in regard to putting general legislation on an appropria- 
tion bill. I have seen it done more than a hundred times in my 
service in this body. The House has the same right to contest 
that as it has any other action of ours, and no greater right. 
The House has a rule which says that legislation shall not be put 
on an appropriation bill, and we have a rule of the same kind. 
If we suspend our rule, the House of Representatives could con- 
test that action, not on the ground that it was a violation of our 
rule or a violation of their rule—for it has nothing to do with 
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- their rules—but on the ground that it was indefensible either in 


principle or policy. 

I think I should not exaggerate if I should say that the House 
of Representatives in the last twenty-five years have sent to this 
Senate I presume from fifty to one hundred pieces of legislation 
in violation of theirown rule. They violate it whenever they see 
fit. They do not violate it in the proper sense, but for the time 
being they suspend it. 

I recall some occasions when the House sent here in appropria- 
tion bills important items involving controversies and which 
were carried on for many weeks, the Senate resisting them. The 
Senate did not resist them upon the ground that our rule or theirs 

rovided against such items of legislation. While we might have 
invoked that principle, we resisted on the ground that it was im- 
proper legislation, and that the House was putting on an appro- 
priation bill legislation that they did not believe they could other- 
wise pass, thus forcing the Senate either to let the appropriation 
bill be defeated or to permit the enactment of a law which the 
judgment of the Senate did not approve. 

The danger of such an occurrence justifies the rule; but I have 
myself seen very many cases where there was a justification for 
the abrogation of the rule, temporarily at least, by either body, 
or by both bodies. 

Mr. SPOONER. A failure to abrogate the rule might some- 
times be vital to the Republic. 

Mr. TELLER. As the Senator from Wisconsin suggests, a 
failure to abrogate the rule might be vital to the Republic. In 
the expiring hours of Congress, when we did not want an extra 
session—which is always to be avoided, I think, if possible—such 
an abrogation might be necessary. It has been necessary. I re- 
call a number of cases where urgent demands were made for 
legislation that could not have been secured for many months in 
any other way. I recall, as the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations will recall, the occasion where there was a wrong 
decision as to a statute that we had enacted. It was enforced by 
the Interior Department in such a way as to be a great burden on 
the land seekers and home makers in the West. We made an 
attempt to repeal that act pro tanto, so as to remove the restric- 
tion, which had actually prevented the entry of homestead or 
peer pieces of land in the United States. There were a 

undred and forty or a hundred and fifty thousand complainants. 
The House resisted, because it was legislation. We continued 
the effort until the House yielded and the legislation was enacted. 

Mr. President,the statutes are full of legislation on appropriation 
bills, originating here and originatingin the House. If weshould 
bind ourselves that under no condition whatever would we put 
upon an appropriation bill what might be called legislation, we 
would simply be without the full legislative power. The House 
must originate the appropriation bills. When they send them 
over here with legislation to which they adhere and we are power- 
less to prevent it unless we allow the bill to fail, the House ought 
not to complain if we sometimes exercise the same right. 

Mr. President, I do not care to go into any question as to the 
remarks of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of 
the House. Enough has been said upon the subject. I havea 
very kindly feeling for the gentleman and I do not desire to say 
anything unfair, and I am sure, as far as I am concerned, I only 
feel that they were inappropriate and out of place. I presume it 
will not happen again, and very likely so, although since I have 
been in the public service I have heard things of the same kind, 
emanating sometimes from that branch and sometimes from this, 
which, if we desire to maintain the good relations that the two 
legislative bodies must maintain, ought never to have been said. 
Yet there is nothing to be done that I know of except to forget it 
as soon as possible, 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REFERENCE OF MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I move that the various remon- 
strances or protests in regard to the election of certain Senators 
who have been sworn in to-day—I have not all of them in mem- 
ory just at this moment—shall be referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. I make this motion at the request of 
the chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BurnHAMinthechair). The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 


sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 8 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p- oan eee Senate adjourned until Monday, March 9, 19038, at 12 
o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 5, 1903. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


William D. Crum, of South Carolina, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Charleston, in the State of South Carolina, in 
place of Robert M. Wallace, deceased. Mr. Crum was nomi- 
nated for this position at the second session, Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress, but failed of confirmation. 

DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Page Morris, of Minnesota, to be United States district judge 
for the district of Minnesota, commencing July 1, 1903. An 
original appointment under the act of Congress approved Febru- 
ary 4, 1903, entitled ‘‘An act providing for an additional district 
judge in the district of Minnesota.”’ 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

William Michael Byrne, of Delaware, to be United States at- 
torney for the district of Delaware. A reappointment, incum- 
bent’s commission having expired March 4, 1903. 

ASSISTANT TO THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


William A. Day, of the District of Columbia, to be assistant to 
the Attorney-General, as provided in the act of Congress ap- 
proved March 38, 1903, entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1903, and for prior years, and for other purposes.”’ 

ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


Milton D. Purdy, of Minnesota, to be Assistant Attorney-Gen- 
eral, as provided in the act of Congress approved March 3, 1903, 
entitled ‘An act making oo to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes. 

POSTMASTER, 
MISSOURI. 

Samuel J. Wilson, to be postmaster at Macon, in the county of 
Macon and State of Missouri, in place of Samuel J. Wilson. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. 


SENATE. 
MonpDaAyY, March 9, 1903. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington, 

RvussE._i A. ALGER and JuLius C. BurRRows, Senators from the 
State of Michigan; JoHn W. DANIEL, a Senator from the State of 
Virginia; CHARLES H. DieTRIcH, a Senator from the State of Ne- 
braska; JOHN F. DRYDEN, a Senator from the State of New Jer- 
sey, and H. D. Monry, a Senator from the State of Mississippi, 
appeared in their seats to-day. 


NAMING OF A PRESIDING OFFICER, 


Mr. KEAN called the Senate to order, and the Secretary read 
the following communication: 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE UNITED STATES SENATE, 


Washington, D. C., March 5, 1908. 
To the Senate: 


I hereby name Hon. Joun KEAN, Senator from the State of New Jersey, 

to perform the duties of the Chair during my absence. 
WM. P. FRYE, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. KEAN thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer, and 
directed that the Journal be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Thursday last, when, on — of Mr. LopGe, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


SWEARING IN OF SENATORS, 


Mr. LODGE. There are, I believe, several Senators-elect to be 
sworn in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague, the Senator-elect from Mis- 
souri [Mr. STtong] , the Senator-elect from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE], 
and probably others have not yet been swornin. 1 ask that their 
names be called and that the oath of office be administered to 
them. 

Mr. LODGE. That is the point I made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The names will be called. 

The Secretary called the names of— 

Mr. ANKENY, Mr. CLARKE Of Arkansas, Mr. GALLINGER, and 
Mr. STONE. 
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Mr. FOSTER of Washington. My colleague, the Senator-elect 

from Washington, Mr. ANKENY, is ill at his hotel, and can not be 
resent. 

' The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senators whose names have 

been called and who are present will present themselves at the 

desk. 

Mr. GALLINGER and Mr. Sronr were escorted to the Vice- 
President’s desk by Mr. LopGe and Mr. CocKRELL, respectively, 
where they were joined by Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas, and the oath 
prescribed by law was administered to them. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the pleasure of the 
Senate? 

Mr. CULLOM. In the absence of any business in legislative 
session, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. 


PANAMA CANAL TREATY, 


The Senate, in executive session, having under consideration the ratifica- 
tion of the convention with the Republic of Colombia for the construction 
of the Panama Canal (the injunction of secrecy having been removed from 
the remarks of Mr. MORGAN thereon)— 


Mr. MORGAN said: 

Mr. PRESIDENT: On my part I will open the discussion of this 
treaty with Colombia by stating that I will vote for a treaty with 
Colombia for the purpose of acquiring the right to construct a 
‘canal at Panama, and the right to the exclusive control of all 
possible canal routes across the part of the Isthmus that belongs 
to Colombia, and of all railroad routes across that Isthmus on the 
terms and conditions prescribed in the act of Congress approved 
June 28, 1902. 

To be entirely definite and exact as to those terms and condi- 
tions, I will here copy that act. Linsist on the terms and the spirit 
and purpose of this law. 


ACT FOR CONSTRUCTION OF PANAMA CANAL. 
[Public—No. 183.] 


An act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of 
the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States is hereby au- 
thorized to acquire, for and on behalf of the United States, at a cost not 
exceeding fort millions of dollars, the siete privileges, franchises, conces- 
sions, grants of land, right of way, unfin hed work, plants, and other prop- 
erty, real, personal, and mixed, of every name and nature, owned by the 
New Panama Canal Company, of France, on the Isthmus of Panama, and all 
its maps, plans, drawings, records on the Isthmus of Panama and in Paris 
including all the capi stock, not less, however, than sixty-eight thousand 
eight hundred and sixty-three shares of the Panama Railroad Company, 
owned HF or held for the use of said canal company, provided a satisfactory 
title to all of said yo can be obtained. 

Src. 2. That the President is hereby authorized to acquire from the Re- 
public of Colombia, for and on behalf of the United States, upon such terms 
as he may deem reasonable, perpetual control of a strip of land, the territory 
of the Republic of Colombia, not less than 6 miles in width, extending from 
the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean, and the right to use and dispose of 
the waters thereon, and to excavate, construct,and to perpetually maintain 
ogress, and protect thereon a canal, of such — and capacity as will 
afford convenient passage of ships of the greatest tonnage and draft now in 
use, from the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean, which control shall include 
the right to perpetually maintain and operate the Panama Railroad, if the 
ownership thereof, or a controlling.interest therein, shall have been acquired 
by the United States, and also jurisdiction over said strip and the ports at 
the ends thereof to make such police and maser ree and regulations as 
shall be necessary to preserve order and preserve the public health thereon, 
and to establish such judicial tribunals as may be agreed 
may be necessary to enforce such rules and regulations. 

he President may acquire such additional territory and rights from Co- 
lombia as in his judgment will facilitate the general pu hereof. 

Sec. 3. That when the President shall have arran secure a satisfac- 
tory title to the property of the New Panama Canal Company, as provided 
in section 1 hereof,and shall have obtained by treaty control of the necessary 
territory from the Republic of Colombia, as provided in section 2 hereof, he 
is authorized to pay for the Rropert of the New Panama Canal Company 
$40,000,000, and to the Republic of mbia such sum as shall have nD 
agreed upon, and a sum sufficient for both said purposes is hereby appro- 
priated, out of any money in the T not otherwise appropriated, to be 
paid on warrant or warrants drawn by the President. 

The President shall then through the Isthmian Canal Commission herein- 
after authorized cause to be excavated, constructed, and completed, utiliz- 
ing to that end as far as practicable the work heretofore done by the New 
Panama Canal Company, of France, and its predecessor company, a ship 
canal from the bean Sea to the Pacific Ocean. Such carial shall be of 
sufficient capacity and depth as shall afford convenient passage for vessels 
of the largest to: and greatest draft now in use, and such as may be 
reasonably anticipated, and shall be supplied with all necessary locks and 
other appliances to meet the necessities of vessels passing through the same 
from ocean to ocean; and he shall also cause to be constructed such safe and 
commodious harbors at the termini of said canal, and make such provisions 
for defense as may be necessary for the safety and protection of said canal 
and harbors. That the President is authoviued for the purposes aforesaid to 
ceuploy such persons as he may deem necessary, and to fix their compensa- 


on. 

Sxc. 4. That should the President be unable to obtain for the United States 
a satisfactory title to the —— of the New Panama Canal Company and 
the control of the n tory of the Republic of Colombia the 
rights mentioned in sections 1 and 2 of this act, within a reasonable time and 
ce reasonable terms, then the President, having first obtained for the 

nited States tual control by treaty of the necessary territory from 


upon thereon as 


0 
Costa Rica and Nicaragua, upon terms which he may consider reasonable, 





for the construction, presen maintenance, operation, and _ protection of a 
canal connecting the Caribbean Sea with the Pacific Ocean, by what is com- 
monly known as the Nicaragua route, shall, through the said Isthmian Canal 
Commission, cause to be excavated and constructed a ship canal and water- 
way from a point on the shore of the Caribbean Sea near Greytown, by way 
of A> Nicaragua, to a point near Brito on the Pacific Ocean. 

Said canal shall be of sufficient capacity and depth to afford convenient 
passage for vessels of the largest tonnage and greatest draft now in use, and 
such as may be reasonably anticipated, and shall be supplied with all neces- 
sary locks and other appliances to meet the necessities of vessels passing 
through the same from ocean to ocean; and he shall also construct such safe 
and commodious harbors at the termini of said canal as shall be necessary 
for the safe and convenient use thereof, and shali make such provisions for 
defense as may be necessary for the safety and protection of said harbors 
and canal; and such sum or sums of money as may be agreed upon by such 
treaty as compensation to be paid to Nicaragua and Costa Rica for the con- 
cessions and rights hereunder provided to be acquired by the United States, 
are hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to be paid on warrant or warrants drawn by the President. 

The President shall cause the said Isthmian Canal Commission to make 
such surveys as may be necessary for said canal and harbors to be made, and 
in making such surveys and in the construction of said canal may employ 
such persons as he may deem necessary, and may fix their compensation. 

In the excavation and construction of said canal the San Juan River and 
Lake Nicaragua, or such parts of each as may be made available, shall be used. 

Sec. 5. That the sum of ten million dollars is et appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, toward the project 
herein contemplated by either route so selected. 

And the President is hereby authorized to cause to be entered into such 
contract or contracts as may be deemed necessary for the proper excavation, 
construction, completion, and defense of said canal, harbors, and defenses, 
by the route finally determined upon under the provisions of thisact. Ap- 
propriations therefor shall from time to time be hereafter made, not to ex- 
ceed in the aggregate the additional sum of one hundred and thirty-five 
millions of dollars should the Panama route be adopted, or one hundred and 
eighty millions of dollars should the Nicaragua route be adopted. 

Sec. 6. That in any agreement with the Republic of Colombia, or with the 
States of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, the President is authorized to guarantes 
to said Republic or to said States the use of saidcanal and harbors, upon such 
terms as may be agreed upon, for all vessels owned by said States or by citi- 
zens thereof. 

Sxc. 7. That to enable the President to construct the canal and works a 
purtenant thereto as provided in this act, there is hereby created the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission, the same to be composed of seven members, who 
shall be nominated and appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, and who shall serve until the completion of said 
canal, unless sooner removed by the President, and one of whom shall be 
named as the chairman of said Commission. Of the seven members of said 
Commission at least four of them shall be persons learned and skilled in the 
science of engineering, and of the four at least one shall be an officer of the 
United States Army, and at least one other shall be an officer of the United 
States Navy, the said officers respectively being either upon the active or the 
retired list of the Army or of the Navy. Said commissioners shall each re- 
ceive such compensation as the President shall prescribe until the same shall 
have been otherwise fixed by the Congress. In addition to the members of 
said Isthmian Canal Commission, the President is hereby authorized, through 
said Commission, to employ in said service any of the engineers of the United 
States Army, at his discretion, and likewise to employ any engineers in civil 
life, at his discretion, and any other persons necessary for the proper and 
———_ prosecution of said work. ; 

he compensation of all such engineers and other persons employed under 
this act shall be fixed by said Commission, subject to the approval of the 
President. The official salary of any officer appointed or employed under 
this act shall be deducted from the amount of salary or compensation pro- 
vided by or which shall be fixed under the terms of this act. Said Commis- 
sion shall in all matters be subject to the direction and control of the Presi- 
dent, and shall make to the President annually and at such other periods as 
may be required, either by law or by the order of the President, full and 
complete reports of all their actings and doings and of all moneys received 
and expended in the construction of said work and in the performance 
of their duties in connection therewith, which said reports shall be by the 
President transmitted to Congress. And the said Commission shall further- 
more give to Congress, or either House of Congress, such information as may 
at any time be required either by act of Congress or by the order of either 
House of Congress. The President shall cause to be provided and assigned 
for the use of the Commission such cffices as may, with the suitable equip- 
ment of the same, be pagtemaey and proper, in his discretion, for the proper 
discharge of the duties thereof. 

Src. 8. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to borrow, 
on the credit of the United States, from time to time, as the proceeds may 
be required, to defray expenditures authorized by this act (such proceeds 
when received to be used only for the purpose of meeting such expenditures), 
the sum of $130,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, and to pre- 
pare and issue therefor coupon or fégistered bonds of the United States in 
such form as he may prescribe,and in denominations of $20 or some multiple 
of that sum, redeemable in gold coin at the pleasure of the Uttited States 
after ten years from the date of their issue, and payable thirty years from 
such date, and bearing interest payable quarterly in gold coin at the rate of 
2 ta cent perannum; and the bonds herein authorized shall be erempt from 
all taxes or duties of the United States, as well as from taxatioz in any form 
by or under State, municipal, or local authority: Provided, That said bonds 
— be disposed of by the Secretary of the Treasury at not ‘less than par, 
under such regulations as he may prescribe, giving to all citizens of the 
United States an equal opportunity to subscribe therefor, but no commis- 
sions shall be allowed or paid thereon; and a sum not exceeding one-tenth of 
1 per cent of the amount of the bonds herein authorized is hereby appropri 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
the expense of pours: advertising, and issuing the same. 

Approved June 28, 1902. 


I have prepared a substitute for this treaty, which I believe is 
@ full. liberal, and almost a too indulgent or slack compliance 
with that law, on which I will ask the action of the Senate at a 
proper time. 

TREATY AS PROPOSED TO BE AMENDED. 

That my objections to the present treaty may be accurately 
stated and my proposed substitute may be distinctly understood, 
I will insert in my remarks a cepy of the treaty before the Sen- 
ate, in which the parts of it I object to are included in brackets. 
and the new matter that I propose to insert is printed in italics 


ey ee 
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(Confidential.—_Executive.—Fifty-seventh Congress, second session. ] 


February 3, 1903.—Ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in confidence 
for the use of the Senate. 


[Omit the part inclosed in brackets and insert the part printed in italics. ] 


Amendments proposed by Mr. MorGAN to the convention with Colombia for 
the construction of a ship canal to connect the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, 
signed January twenty-second, nineteen hundred and three. 


The United States of America and the Republic of Colombia, being desirous 
to assure the construction of a ship canal to connect the Atlantic and Pacific 
Oceans and the Congress of the United States of America having an 
Act approved June 28, 1902, in furtherance of that object, [a copy of which is 
hereunto annexed,] the high contracting parties have resolved, for that pur- 
me », to oe a Convention and dave accordingly appointed as their 

eni 4 
: The President of the United States of America, John Hay, Secretary of 

tate, an 

The President of the Republic of Colombia, Thomas Herran, Chargé 
d’ Affaires, thereunto specially emgonmes by said government, 
who, after communicating to each other their respective full powers, found 
in good and due form, have agreed upon and concluded the following Articles: 

ArRrTiczie I. 


The Government of Colombia authorizes the New Panama Canal Company 
to sell and transfer to the United States its no ee es, properties, and 
concessions, as well as its interests in the Panama Rai and all the shares 
or part of the shares of that company [; but the public lands situated out- 
side of the zone hereinafter specified, now coreeeenas to, the concessions 
to both said enterprises shall revert to the Republic of Colombia, except any 

property now owned by or in the assion of the said companies within 
nama or Colon, or the ports and terminals thereof. ]} 

[But it is understood that Colombia reserves allits rights to the special 
shares in the capital of the New Paname Canal Company to which reference 
is made in Article IV of the contract of December 10, 1890, which shares 
shall be paid their full nominal value at least; but as such right of Colombia 
exists solely in its character of stockholder in said Com y, no obligation 
under this provision is im upon or assumed by the United States. | 

The Railroad Company and the United States [as owner of the enterprise] 
shall be free from the obligations to Colombia ee oe taitrond, con- 
cession, excepting as to the payment at matu ity yy the Railroad Company 
of the outstanding bonds issued by said Railroad Company, which may have 
been hypothecated by Colombia, 


ARTICLE II. 


The United States shall have the exclusive right in perpetuity, [for the term 
of one hundred years, renewable at the sole and absolute option of the United 
States, for periods of similar duration so long as the United States may de- 
sire,| and without further compensation or indemnity, to excavate, construct, 
maintain, —penete control, own, and SS ritime Canal or canals 
with or without locks from the Atlantic to the ific Ocean, to and across 
any part of the territory of Colombia, such canal to be of sufficient depth 
and capacity for vessels of the largest tonnage and greatest draft now en- 
gaged in commerce, and such as may be reasonably anticipated, and also the 
same rights for the construction, maintenance, operation, control, and_pro- 
tection of the Panama Railroad and of railway, telegraph and telephone \ 
canals, dikes, dams and reservoirs, and such other auxiliary works as may 
be necessary and convenient for the construction, maintenance, protection 
and operation of the canal and railroads, and for commercial uses and pur- 
poses. 

ARTICLE III. 


To enable the United States to exercise the rights and privileges granted 
by this Treaty the Republic of Colombia ts to that Government the use 
and control [for the term of one h years, renewable at the sole and 
absolute option of the United States, for periods of similar duration so long 
as the Uni States may desire,] of a zone of territory along the routeof the 


canal to be constructed, five kilometers in width on either thereof meas- 
ured from its center line, incl therein the nec auxiliary canals, 
not ex ing in any case fifteen from the main and other works, 


together with ten fathoms of water in the Bay of Limon and the Bay of 
Panama in extension of the canal and the canal zone, and at least three 
marine miles a een oe water mark from each terminus of the canal] 
into the Carib Sea and the Pacific Ocean respectively. So far as neces- 
sary for the construction, maintenance and operation of the canal, the 
United States shall have the ea use, occupation of] right to pro- 
tect, fortify, use and y the up of small islands in the Bay of Panama 
named Perico, Naos, Culebra and Flamenco, [but] and the same shall [not] 
be construed as being within the zone herein defined [nor governed by the 
special provisions applicable to the same}. 

This grant shall in no manner invalidate the titles or rights of private land 
holders in the said zone of territory, nor shall it interfere with the rights of 
way over the public roads of the Department; provided, however, that noth- 
ing herein contained shall operate to diminish, impair or restrict the rights 
elsewhere herein nted to the United States. 

This grant shail [not] include the cities of Panama and Colon, [except so 
far as lands and other property therein are now owned by or in possession 
of the said Canal Company or the said Railroad Company; but all the stipu- 
lations contained in Article 3 of the Treaty of I between the contract- 
nq partie shall continue and apply in full force to the cities of Panama and 
Colon and to the accessory community lands and other property within the 
said zone, | and the territory (thereon} thereof shall be neutral territory, and 
the U: States shall continue to guarantee the neutrality thereof, and the 
sovereignty of Colombia thereover, in conformity with the above mentioned 
Article % of said Treaty, except as to the acts of citizens of Colombia, so long 
as this treaty shall continwe in force. 

In furtherance of this [last] provision [there shall be created a Joint Com- 
mission by the Governments of Colombia and] and asa matter of right the 
— States [that] shall establish and enforce sanitary and police regula- 

ons, 
ARTICLE IV. 

The rights and privileges granted to the United States by the terms of 
this convention shall not affect the nent sovereignty of the Republic 
of Colombia over the territory wi whose boun such rights and 
privileges are to be exercised, except to the extent that is otherwise especially 
provided in this treaty. 

The United States freely acknowledges and this political sov- 
ereignty and disavowes any intention to impair it in any way whatever or 
to increase its territory at the ex of Colombia for of any of the sister 
republics in Central or South . but on the contrary, it desires to 
strengthen the = of the republics on this continent, and to promote, de- 
velop and main their prosperity and independence]. 


ARTICLE V. 


The Republic of Colombia authorizes the United States to construct and 
maintain at each entrance and terminus of the proposed canal a port for ves- 


sels the same, with suitable light houses and other aids to navigation 

and the United States is auth to use and occupy within the limits of 
the zone fixed by this convention, such parts of the coast line and of the lands 
and islands adjacent thereto as are necessary for this including the 
construction and maintenance of breakwaters, dikes, jetties, embankments, 
coaling sta’ docks and other appropriate works, and the United States 
undertakes the construction and maintenance of such works and will bear 
all the expense thereof. The ports when established are declared free, and 
their demarcations shall be clearly and ar oo 

[To give effect to this Article,) The United States will give special atten- 
tion and care to the maintenance of works for drainage, sanitary and healthful 
Pp along the line of the canal, and its dependencies, in order to prevent 
the invasion of epidemics or of securing their mpt suppression should 
they appear. With this end in vie# the United States will organize hospitals 
along the line of the canal, and will suitably supply or cause to be supplied 
the towns of Panama and Colon with the necessary aqueducts and ° 
works, in order to prevent their becoming centers of infection on account of 
their proximity tothecanal. — 

The Government of Colombia will secure forthe United States or its nomi- 
nees the lands and rights that may be required in the towns of Panama and 
Colon to effect the improvements above referred to, and the Government of 
the United States or its nominees shall be authorized to im and collect 
equitable Water rates, during fifty years for the service rendered; buton the 
expiration of said term the use of the water shall be free for the inhabitants 
of Panama and Colon, except to the extent that may be necessary for the 
operation and maintenance of said water system, including reservoirs, aque- 
ducts, hydrants, supply service, drainage and other works. 


ARTICLE VI. 


The Republic of Colombia agrees that it will not cede or lease to any for- 
eign Government any of its islands or harbors within or adjacent to the Bay 
of Panama, nor on the Atlantic coast of Colombia, between the Atrato River 
and the western boundary of the Department of Panama, for the purpose of 
establishing fortifications, naval or coaling stations, military posts, docks or 
other works that might interfere with the construction, maintenance, opera- 
tion, protection, safety, and free use of the cana] and auxiliary works. In 
order to enable Colombia to comply with thisstipulation, the Government of 
the United States agrees to give Colombia the material support that may be 
required in order to prevent the occupation of said islandsand ports, guar- 
anteeing there the sovereignty [and independence and integrity] of Colombia. 

ARTICLE VII. 

The Republic of Colombia includes in the ee ing grant the right without 
obstacle, cost, or impediment, to such control, consumption and general 
utilization in any manner found necessary by the United States to the exer- 
cise by it of the grants to, and rights conferred upon it_by this Treaty, the 
waters of the Chagres River and other streams, lakes and lagoons, of non- 
navigable waters, natural and artificial, and also to navigate all rivers, 
streams, lakes and other navigable water-ways, within the jurisdiction and 
under the dominion of the Republic of Colombia, in the Department of Pan- 
ama, within or without said zone, as may be necessary or desirable for the 
construction, maintenance and operation of the canal and its auxiliary canals 
and other works, and without tolls or coarges of any kind; and to raise and 
lower the levels of the waters, and to deflect them, and to impound any such 
waters, and to overflow aay iands necessary for the due exercise of such 
grants and ts to the United States; and to rectify, construct and im- 
prove the na tion of any such rivers, streams, lakes and lagoons at the 
sole cost of the United cee any such water-ways so made by the 
for personal, agriculty Siosohet semeniie puvpenss, et tha Uniend Geataneiedl 

or or purposes. es 
fone the ht to use without cost, any water, stone, clay, earth or other 
me gay belonging to Colombia on the public domain that may be needed 
t 


All damages caused to private land owners by inundation or by the devia- 
tion of water co or other ways, arising out of the construction or 
operation of the shall in each case be a: and settled b 8 joint 
commission appointed the Governments of the United States and Colom- 

but the of the munities so upon shall be borne solely by the 
United States. Andno part of the on said canal or on the Panama Rail- 
road, or on any auxiliary relating thereto, shall be prevented or impeded 
by such proceeding, or pending such proceedings to ascertain such damages. 
ARTICLE VIII. 


The Government of Colombia declares free for all time the ports at either 
entrance of the Canal, including Panama and Colon and the waters thereof 
A Sh A tee 

mbia c é orage, ouse, W 0 
or quarantine d nor any other charges or taxes of any kind shall belovied 


or im by the Government of Colombia any vessel or i 
thro prthe nal or belonging to or employed by the United Sta directly 
or in tly, in m with the construction, maintenance and opera- 


tion of the main Work or its auxiliaries, or upon the cargo, officers, crew, or 
passengers of any such vessels; it being the intent of this convention that all 
vessels and their crews, and rs, shall be permitted to use 
and pass through the and the ports l g thereto, subject to no other 
demands or impositions than such tolls and charges as may be imposed _ by 
the United States for the use of the Canal and other works. [It being under- 
stood that such tolls and charges shall be governed by the provisions of 
Article ENE) 

The ports ing to the Canal, including Panama and Colon, also shall be 
free to the commerce of the world, and no duties or taxes shall be ee 
except upon merchandise destined to be introduced for the consumpt: of 
the rest of the Republic of Colombia, or the tment of Panama, and 

essels touching at the of Colon and Panama and which do not 
cross the Canal, ided such vessels belong to nationalities other than the 
signatory powers to this treaty. 
the said shall be free and open to all, the Government of 
Colombia may estab in them such custom houses and guards as Colombia 
may deem necessary to collect duties on importations destined to other por- 
tions of Colombia and to prevent contraband trade. The United States s 
have the right to make use of the ports at the two extremities of the Canal, 


inel and Colon, as placesof anchorage, in order to make repairs 
for , unloading, depositing, or transshipping cargoes either in transit 
or for the service of the Canal and olher works. 


pow concessions or p’ granted by Colombia for the o tion of 
t+ houses at Colon and Panama shall be subject to Se on, indem- 
nification and payment in the same manner as rovi by Article XTV in 
nee property therein mentioned; but Colombia shall make no ad- 
ditional grant of any such privilege nor change the status of any existing 


ARTICLE IX. 


There shall not be imposed any taxes, national, municipal, daqertmneninl 
or of any other class, the canal, the vessels (heh Seay wee tugs and 


other vessels employed in the service of the canal, the railways and auxiliary 
works, store houses, work shops, offices, quarters for laborers, factories of 
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all kinds, warehouses, wharves, mac’ and other works, property, and 
effects eerie tnandener ‘or the 
service of the or and their 0. or i 


railroad em: 
whether situated within the cities of Panama and Colon, or any other p. 


authorized by the visions of this convention. 
Nor shall anape Gainupaaae 


f whate i a ee 
of w ver species u rs, r vi 
in the service of the canal and To Reedeeces. 

ARTICLE X. 


It is agreed that my and telephone lines, when established for canal 
pu may also, under suitable regulations, be used for public and pri- 
vate beslanae in connection with the systems of Colombia and the other 
American ublics and with the lines of cable com es authorized to 
enter the ports and territories of these Republics; but official dispatches 
of the Government of Colombia and the authorities of the Department of 
Panama shall not pay for such service higher tolls than those required from 
the officials in the service of the United States. 


ARTICLE XI. 


The Government of Colombia shall permit the immigration and free ac- 
cess to the lands and workshops of the canal and its dependencies of all em- 
ployees and workmen of whatever nationality under contract to work upon 
or seeking segment or in ae we connected with the said canal and its 
dependencies, with their respective families, and all such persons shall be 
free and exempt from the military service of the Republic of Colombia. 
But ail immigration into said canal zone, with a view to settlement there, shall 
be subject to the exclusive control of the United States. 


ARTICLE XII. 


The United States may import at any time into the said zone, free of cus- 
toms duties, imposts, taxes,or other charges, and without any restriction, 
any and all vessels, dredges, engines, cars, machinery, tools, explosives, ma- 
terials, supplies, and other articles necessary and convenient in the construc- 
tion, maintenance and operation of the canal and auxiliary works, also all 
provisions, medicines, oping, suagties and other ee hecessary and con- 
venient for the officers, emp yess, workmen and laborers in the service 
and employ of the United States and for their families. If any such articles 
are disposed of for use without the zone [excepting Panama and Colon) and 
within the territory of the Republic, they shall be subject to the same im- 
port or other duties as like articles under the laws of Colombia [or the 
ordinances of the Department of Panama}. 


ARtTicie XII. 


The United States shall have authority to protect and make secure the 
canal, as well as railways and other auxiliary works and dependencies, and 


to preserve order and line among the laborers and other persons who 
may con ate in that cain and to make and enforce such police and sani- 
jane regulations as it may deem to preserve order and public 
health thereon, and to t navigation and commerce through and over 
, ca railways, other works and dependencies from interruption or 

I. The Republic of The Ser establish judicial tribunals within said 
zone, for the determina’ ; ng to its laws and judicial procedure, of 


certain controversies hereinafter mentioned. 

Such judicial tribunal or tribunals so established by the Republic of 
Colombia shall have exclusive j i in said zone of all controversies 
between citizens of the Republic of Colombia [, or between citizens of the 
— of Colombia and citizens of any foreign nation other than the 


II. Subject is, the eeneral sgverstenty of Colombia over said zone, the 
United States may establis:: judicial tribunals or military courts or 
tribunals, which have jurisdiction of [certain] other controversies 
{hereinafter mentioned] to be determined according to the laws and judicial 
procedure of the United States, with such rights 4 and such powers of 
pardon, and with such to — and execute all orders ents and 
decrees, as shall be rendered by such courts or by the civil or military tribunals 
of the United States. 

Such judicial tribunal or tribunalsso established by the United States shall 
have exclusive jurisdiction in said zone of all controversies between citizens 
of the United States, and between citizens of the United States and citizens 
of any foreign nation other than the Republic of Colombia; and of all contro- 
versies in any wise growing out of or relat to the construction, mainte- 
nance or operation of the canal, railway and other pa and works. 

(Ill. The United States an mbia engage jointly to establish and 
maintain spon. said zone, judicial tribunals having civil, criminal and admi- 
ralty jurisdiction, and to be com of jurists appointed by the Govern- 
ments of the United States and Colombia in a manner ter to 
upon between said Governments, and which tribunals 
of certain controversies hereinafter 
and misdem arising in 
ee ee to such laws and procedure as shall be hereafter agreed 


upon eclared by the two governments. 
Such joint judicial tribunal shall have exclusive nm in said zone 
of all controversies between citizens of the United States and citizens of Co- 


lombia, and between citizens of nations other than Colombia and the United 
States; and also of all crimes, felonies, misdemeanors committed within 


of 
two Governments hereafter, and 
arises, [shali upon and establish the laws and lures which shall 
go vern such joint judicial tribunal and which shall be applicable to the per- 
hich such tribunal shall have j nm, and also shall 
ee eyes ond seepmerene of such court and estab- 
lish their powers and duties; and further] make adequate vision by 
Lee agreement for the pursuit, capture, imprisonment, detention, 
and very within said zone fo the authorities of Colombia, or of the United 
States, at any ye required in the canal zone, or in Colombia, of persons 
charged with the commitment of crimes, felonies or misdemeanors without 
said zone; and for the pursuit, capture, imprisonment, detention and deliv- 
ery without said zone of persons charged with the commitment of crimes, 


felonies and misdemeanors within said zone. 


ARTICLE XIV. 

7 wae of Be canal, the yoibeaye and ~ 5d Puliecie are Sotuned of 

a u an consequence all areas nd and water necessary for 
Receusternation, maintenance, and operation of the canal and other specified 
works may pocmprons thes, in conformity with the laws of Colombia, except 
that the ind y shall be conclusively determined without eppel, by a 
a commission appointed by the Governments of Colombia an nited 
The indemnities awarded by the Commission for such expropriation shall 
be borne by the United States, but the appraisal of said and the assess- 
ment of damages shall be upon their value before the commencement 
of the work upon the 


| 








ARTICLE XV. 


The blic of Colombia grants to the United States the use of all the 
ports of Republic open to commerce as places of refuge for any vessels 
employed in the canal enterprise, and for vessels in distress having the 
right to through the canal and wishing to anchor in said ports. Such 
—-_ be exempt from anchorage and tonnage dues on the part of 


ARTICLE XVI. 


The canal, when constructed, and the entrance thereto shall be neutral in 
perpetuity [, and shall be opened upon the terms provided for by Section I 
of Article three of, and in conformity with all the stipulations of, the treaty 
entered into by the Governments of the United States and Great Britain on 
November 18, 1901]. 

ARTICLE XVII. 

The Government of Colombia shall have the right to transport over the 
canal its vessels, troops, and m=nitions of war in such vessels at all times 
without paying charges of any kind. This exemption is to be extended to the 
auxiliary railway for thetransportation of persons in the service of the Re- 
public of Colombia or the Department of Panama, or of the police force 
charged with the preservation of public order outside of said zone, as well as 
to their baggage, munitions of war, and supplies. 

ARTICLE XVIII. 

The United States shall have full power and authority to establish and 
enforce regulations for the use of the canal, railways, and the entering ports 
and auxiliary works, and to fix rates of tolls and charges thereof [, subject to 
the limitations stated in Article XVI). 

ARTICLE XTX. 


The rights and privileges granted to the United Stafes by this convention 
shall not affect the sovereignty of the Republic of Colombia over the rea! 
estate that may be acquired by the United States by reason of the transfer 
of the rights of the New Panama Canal Company and the Panama Railroad 


Company lying outside of the said canal zone, but no right, privilege, or power, 
conceded to the United States by this treaty, shali ever be affected by this 
article. 


ARTICLE XX. 


If by virtue of any existing treaty between the Republic of Colombia and 
any third power, there may be any privilege or concession relative to an 
interoceanic means of communication [which especially favors such third 
power, and! which in any of its terms may be incompatible with the terms 
of the present convention, the Republic of Colombia agrees to cancel or 
modify such treaty in due form, for which purpose it shall give to the said 
third power the requisite notification within the term of four months from 
the date of the present convention, and in case the existing treaty contains 
no clause permitting its modification or annulment, the Republic of Colom- 
bia to procure its modification or annulment in such form that there 
shall not exist any conflict with the stipulations of the present convention. 


ARTICLE XXI. 


The rightsand privileges granted by the Republic of Colombia to the United 
States in the preceding Articles are understood to be free of all anterior debts, 
liens, trusts, or liabilities, or concessions or privileges to other Governments, 
corporations, syndicates or individuals, and consequently, if there should 
arise any claims on account of the present concessions and privileges or 
otherwise, the claimants shall resort to the Government of Colombia and 
not to the United States for any indemnity or compromise which may be re- 
quired, and Colombia agrees to protect and indemnify the United States 
against all such demands. 

ARTICLE XXII. 


The Republicof Colombia renounces and grants to the United Statesthe par- 
ee to which it might be entitled in the future earnings of the canal 
e 


under Article XV of the concessionary contract with Lucien N.B. Wyse now 
owned by the New Panama Canal Company and any and all other rights or 
claims of a pecuniary nature arising under or relating to said concession, or 


arising under or relating to the concessions to the Panama Railroad Company 
or any extension or modification thereof; and it likewise renounces, confirms 
and grants to the United States, now and hereafter, all the rights and prop- 
erty reserved in the said concessions which otherwise would belong to Colom- 
ia at or before the expiration of the terms of ninety-nine years of the con- 
vessions granted to or held by the above-mentioned party and companies, and 
all right, title and interest which it now has or may hereafter have, in and 
to the lands, canal, works, property and rights held by the said companies 
under said concessions or otherwise, and acquired or to be acquired by the 
United States from or h the New Panama Canal Company, or the Old 
Panama Canal Company, including any property and rights which might or 
may in the future, either by lapse of time, forfeiture or otherwise, revert ta 
the blic of Colombia under any contracts of concessions, with said Wyse. 
the Universal Panama Canal Company, the Panama Railroad Company and 
the New Panama Canal Company. 

The aforesaid rights and property shall be and are free and released from 
any present or freversionary interest in or claims of Colombia and the title 
of the United States thereto upon comfummation of the contemplated pur- 
chase by the United States from the New Panama Canal Company, shall be 
absolute, so far as concerns the Republic of Colombia, excepting always the 
rights of Colombia specifically secured under this treaty. 


ARTICLE XXIII. 


If it should become necessary at any time to employ armed forces for the 
safety or protection of the canal, or of the ships that make use of the same, 
or the ways and other works, the Republic of Colombia agrees to provide 
the forces necessary for such purpose, according to the circumstances of the 
case, {yas if the Government of Colombia can not effectively comply with 
this o tion, then, with the consent of or at the request of Colombia, or of 
her Minister at _W: m, or of the local authorities, civil or military, the 
United States shall employ such force as may be necessary for that sole pur- 

; and as soon as the necessity shall have ceased will withdraw the forces 
so employed. Under exceptional circumstances, however, on account of un- 
foreseen or danger to said canal, railways and other works, or to 
the lives and peeuerty of rsons employed upon the canal, railways, and 
other wor Government of the United States is authorized to act in the 
interest of their protection, without the necessity of obtaining the consent 
beforehand of the Government of Colombia; and it shall give immediate ad- 
vice of the measures adopted for the purpose stated; and assoon as sufficient 

bian forces shall arrive to attend tothe indicated purpose, those of the 

United States shall retire) at the request of the United States, and the United 

States shall have the right, at all times and in its discretion, to use its police 
and its land and forces for these purposes. 
ARTICLE XXIV. 

The Government of the United States agrees.to complete the construction 
of the liminary works nec , together with all the auxiliary works, 
in the shortest time [possible; and within two years from the date of the 
exchange of ratification of this convention the main works of the canal proper 
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shall be commenced, and it shall be opened to the traffic between the two 
oceans Within twelve years after such period of two years. In case, how- 
ever, that any difficulties or obstacles should arise in the construction of the 
canal which are at present impossible to foresee, in consideration of the good 
faith with which the Government of the United States shall have proceeded, 
and the large amount of money expended so far on the works and the nature 
of the difficulties which may have arisen, the Government of Colombia will 
prolong the terms stipulated in this Article up to twelve years more for the 
completion of the work of the canal] that may be convenient. 

But in case the United States should, at any time, determine to make such 
canal practically a sea level canal, then [such period shall be extended for 
ten years further] the United States shall make such changes in the plan of the 
canal without in any manner affecting any of its rights or powers under this 


treaty. 
ARTICLE XXV. 


As the price or compensation for the right to use the zone granted in this 
convention by Colombia to the United States for the construction of a canal, 
together with the proprietary right over the Panama Railroad, and for the 
annuity of two hundred and fifty thousand dollars gold, which Colombia 
ceases to receive from the said railroad, as well as in compensation for other 
rights, privileges and exemptions granted to the United States, [and in con- 
sideration of the increase in the administrative expenses of the Department 
of Panama consequent upon the construction of the said canal,] the Govern- 
ment of the United States binds itself to pay Colombia the sum of [ten] 
seven million dollars in gold coin of the United States on the exchange of the 
ratification of this convention after its approval according to the laws of the 
respective countries, and also an annual payment [during the life of this 
convention] for the period of sixty-two years of two hundred and fifty-thousand 
dollars in like gold coin, beginning nine years after the Cate aforesaid. 

The provisions of this Article shall be in addition to all other benefits as- 
sured to Colombia under this convention. 

But no delay nor difference of opinion under this Article or any other or 
provision of this treaty shall affect nor interrupt the full operation and effect 
of this convention in all other respects: 


ARTICLE XXVI. 


No change either in the Government or in the laws and treaties of Colom- 
bia, shall, without the consent of the United States, affect any right of the 
United States under the present convention, or under any treaty stipulation 
between the two countries (that now exist or may hereafter exist) touching 
the subject matter of this convention. 

If Colombia shall hereafter enter as a constituent into any other Govern- 
ment or into any union or confederation of States so as to merge her sover- 
eignty or independence in such Government, union, or confederation, the 
rights of the United States under this convention shall not be in any respect 
lessened or impaired. 

ARTICLE XXVII. 


The joint commission referred to in Articles III, VII, and XIV shall be es- 
tablished as follows: 

The President of the United States shall nominate two persons and the 
President of Colombia shall nominate two persons and they shall proceed to 
a decision; but in case of disagreement of the Commission (by reason of their 
being equally divided in conclusion) an umpire shall be appointed by the two 
Governments, who shall render thedecision. In the event of death, absence, 
or incapacity of any Commissioner or umpire, or of his omitting, declining, 
or ceasing to act, his place shall be filled by the ona of another per- 
son in the manner above indicated. All decisions by a majority of the Com- 
mission or by the umpire shall be final. 

ARTICLE XXVIII. 

This convention, when signed by the contracting parties, shall be ratified 
according to the laws of the respective countries, and shall be exchanged at 
wees within a term of eight months from this date, or earlier if 

Ossi bie. 
” In faith whereof, the ‘tive plenipotentiaries have signed the present 
convention in duplicate and have hereunto affixed their respective seals. 

Done at the city of Washington the 22d day of January, in the year of our 
Lord nineteen hundred and three. 

(Signed) JOHN HAY. [SEAL.] 
(Signed) TOMAS HERRAN. [sEAL.] 
ADDITIONAL AMENDMENTS. 

Additional amendment 1. 

ARTICLE —. It is agreed between the high contracting powers that noth- 
ing that is contained in this treaty shall be held or construed in any manner 
to alter, amend, modify, repeal, or change the a legal construction of 
the act of Congress approved June twenty-eighth, nineteen hundred and two, 
entitled “An act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the 
waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,’ under which act an agreement is 
authorized to be made with the New Panama Canal Company and treaties 
are authorized to be made with Colombia and with Nicaragua and Costa 


Rica. 
Additional amendment 2. 


ARTICLE —. It is agreed by the high contracting powers that respect for 
the rights of the citizens of the United States under their Constitution and 
for the present humane state of the Christian religion, in which the ordi- 
nances and prescriptions of the Spanish Inquisition have no place or toler- 
ance, that the provisions of the concordat of 1888, between His Holiness Pope 
Leo XIII and the Government of Colombia, and the laws enacted by Colom- 
bia, or that shall be hereafter enacted in furtherance or execution of said 
concordat, shall not apply to any citizen of the United States in Colombia, 
or to any person who l be in the service of the United States, or to any 
officer, agent, or servant of the United States who is in any way en in 
the construction or operation of a canal or the Panama Railroad under the 
provisions of this treaty. 


In this way I have set forth the language and provisions of each 
separate article of the treaty to which I object and the full text 
of atreaty for which I am willing to vote, so that there can beno 
misunderstanding as to my personal attitude on this subject, and 
that the misconceptions and injurious and false statements as to 
| attitude and p that I have suffered may cease. 

voted for the canal law of June 28, 1902,which gives a certain 
preference to the Panama route over the Nicaragua route, because 
the Senate had declared such a preference in adopting the Spooner 
amendment. I did not believe that an appropriation to construct 
an isthmian canal could be obtained on any other terms, and I did 
not see or believe that it was my duty to set up my individual 
judgment against that of a majority of the Senate on the ques- 
tion of the choice of canal routes. 


Maron 9, 


ACT NOT COMPLIED WITH IN TREATY. 

I now consider that choice as being settled if the conditions 
upon which it is based, in the express language of the statute, can 
be substantially complied with in a reasonable time. As those 
terms and conditions are not complied with in this treaty in good 
faith, but are disregarded and reversed or abandoned, neither my 
sense of duty nor my self-respect will permit me to support it. 

I trust that I am not stating a principle of action that is new or 
strange in the Senate, or one that is not deserving of the respect 
of the Senate, when I say I feel constrained to do what I believe 
to be right, rather than what a majority may think is expedient. 

In yielding my judgment to that of the slight majority of six in 
the Senate, as to the choice of canal routes, I did not and can not 
yield my own conviction that a grave mistake, if not a fatal one, 
has been made in the selection of the Panama route. Yet, I yield 
that judgment without reserve, but with great reluctance, for the 
purposes of a fair treaty with Colombia. 

In this belief I am well assured that I have the earnest support 
of a vast majority of the American people, and I know that, 
almost without exception, I am sustained by the large number of 
the ablest engineers and canal constructors of the entire world. 

SUPERIORITY OF NICARAGUA ROUTE, 

As to the superiority of the Nicaragua route over that of the 
Panama there can be no dispute in respect of our sea power, in 
the operations of our war fleets, and as to the coastwise trade of 
the United States; and also as to our commerce between the 
oceans in sailing vessels, and as to length of voyages and the differ- 
ence of time between our North Atlantic coasts and our North 
Pacific coasts, and as to the economy of sail power over steam 
power in the as of grain, timber, ores, and, indeed, 
all the coarser and cheaper articles of ocean-borne commerce. As 
to the climate and healthfulness of the Panama and Nicaragua 
routes, and as to their capacity for local contributions to com- 
merce, the advantages of the Nicaragua route are so great and so 
conspicuous that it is a most serious disadvantage to the com- 
merce and the health of all commercial nations to force them to 
traverse the Panama route with their ships of commerce. 

INFERIORITY OF PANAMA POPULATION, 

As to the population of the respective countries which these 
routes traverse, we have the opportunity to fill up the canal zone 
in Nicaragua with a population, whether native or foreign, of our 
own selection, which will be orderly, industrious, thrifty, peace- 
able, and easy to control, while in Panama we have the dic rate 
problem of getting rid of a large element already there who are 
as degraded, dissatisfied, turbulent, mixed, and filthy and as dan- 
gerous to the _— requisite for a canal zone as can be found in 
any place in the world. 

As to political conditions involving the peace of the country, 
Costa Rica and Nicaragua are far the safest States on the Amer- 
ican Isthmus, as they are the most commercial, the best educated, 
and most civilized people of all those States. 

As to the element of safety for a canal, with reference to popu- 
lar outbreaks or the smoldering fires of insurrection and political 
jealousies, I claim, with entire confidence, that at no place in the 
world can such security be found for an interoceanic canal as 
exists in the San Juan basin and on Lake Nicaragua; that region, 
for two-thirds of the length of the line of the canal, being the 
practical boundary line between Costa Rica and Nicaragua. 

Neither of these States will have any ownership or control of 
the canal or the zone set apart for it, nor of any rental arising 
from it; yet they are both perpetual beneficiaries of the commerce, 
industries, capital, and population that it will pour into these 
States in rich abundance. Both of these States are therefore the 
interested protectors of the canal as against each other; and the 
United States, as the owner of the canal in perpetuity, is bound 
by its own interests as well as by necessity, and will be bound by 
treaty obligations if this route becomes the alternative, to protect 
the sovereignty of both these States against all foreign powers 
and againsteach other. We will stand Vobaien them as a power- 
ful umpire of all disputes that involve the canal and as the chosen 
guardian of their national peace and security, and, above all, to 
see that justice is done. 

Such guaranties, when compared with those we must give, for 
the sake of self-protection among the warring factions that exist 
and have always existed and will continue to exist in Panama, 
are as the word of friendly advice and admonition ina contented 
household to the work required to suppress a vendetta in a com- 
munity of lawless and revengeful combatants. 

COLOMBIA'S INTEREST IN CANAL PURELY MERCENARY. 

Colombia has fourteen departments, thirteen of them on the 
continent of South America, among the Andean range of moun- 
tains, and the other, Panama, on the Isthmus, which is as distant 
from Bogota as Juneau, in Alaska, is from San Francisco, and 
much more distant in point of time for a journey by land or sea. 
Colombia proper has no commerce with Panama, and will have 
none that is ever to be a matter of profit to either. 
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Colombia’s interest in the canal will consist almost ee 
in the price she is to get for the concession and the annual stipen 
we are to pay her, and her natural policy and design will be to 
fin ons and excuses for an increase of that income, by new 
keer ee geese 
pany. we give her any ac power or 
control in the canal, whether it is 2 ag power, military po 


agreements, as she has done and the 
Panama Railroad 


wer, 


hygienic control, or judicial authority, it will be used not only in 
t to our free and rightful use 


ss , but as an 
oO the property, with a view to an increase of the profits of her 


bargain counter, out of which she made $5,000,000 out of the 
Frenchmenin sales of extensions of canal and-railroad concessions 


that were being worked, at enormous expense, for her sole ulti- 
mate benefit. 

These considerations, with others of still greater importance, 
have convinced me of the advantages of the Ni route 
over the Panama route, and I have not in the least ged my 

ons, though I have yielded my ee to the majority in 

e Senate upon the conditions prescri in the canal law of 
June 28, 1902, as I believe it to be my duty to do. 

COMPARATIVE COST OF THE TWO ROUTES. 

As to the cost of the canal on the respective routes my opinions 
are already fully vindicated. 

The Isthmian Canal Commission, headed by Admiral Walker, 
following its prelimin report to the President, made six 
months earlier, made its report in favor of the Ni 
route on November 16, 1901. In that report, on page 261, they 
sum up the cost of the two canals as follows: 

The cost of constructing a canal by the Miceragus route and of completing 
the Panama 


without including the cost of acquiring the concessions 
from the different Governments, is ted as follows: 


For a proper comparison there must be added to the latter the cost of 
acquiring the rights and of the New Panama Canal Company. This 
Commission has estimated t. ue of these in the project recom by it 
at $/.0,000,000. 

The project so recommended by the Commission is stated in the 
following words: 


After considering all the facts devel by the Sprestigntton made by the 
Commission and the actual situation as it now stands, =e having in view the 


terms offered by the New Company, Commission is of 


the opinion that “‘the most practical and feasible route for an isthmian canal 
to be under the control, management. and ownership of the United States” 
is that known as the Nicaragua route. 

When the Commission, composed of nine wise men—the pick 
of the country—among whom was an ex-Senator who was a law- 
yer, stated in their report that they had ‘estimated the 
value of these (the rights an eee of the New Panama Canal 
Company) in the project recommended by it (as above copied) 
at $40,000,000,’’ I understood them to mean that 
here to their recommendation of the Ni route, if the 
canal company should be willing to take the $40,000,000 for their 
— and property. 

y submit that this does not adrait of any 
other construction, and when the Hepburn bill passed the House 
and did not provide for an Isthmian Canal ission, I con- 
cluded that the changed front on their recommen- 
dation without any change of the facts or any change of their 
recommendation in favor of the Nicaragua route as made in 
eee report, following their preliminary report made to the 
ent. : 

It was beyond question that the estimated value of the canal 
property and rights of the Panama Canal Company,at $40,000,000, 
was included as an element in their recommendation of the Nicara- 
guan route, and its subsequent offer to the United States at the 
at sum by the French company could not, logically or rationally, 
change their recommendation from Nicaragua to Panama. 

The facts were not changed, but the recommendation was 
entirely reversed, without assigning any new fact or reason that 
they had not already reported to the President on two occasions, 

Instead of recommen an offer of $40,000,000 to the canal 
company for their rights and property, they ‘‘estimated the 
valve of these in the project recommended,’’ which project was 
the Nicaraguan route. . 

' When the canal company offered to take $40,000,000 for their 


they would ad- 


hts and p , the Commission should have said to the offer 
of Monsieur Bé, if they meant to adhere to their reports and to 
the facts stated in them, 


We have estimated this 940,000,000 in our report to the President and have 
decided to recommend the Nicaragua on the basis that ous yights and prop. 
cost 000,000, and that closes the incident. We have advised 
Ni route is the ferable coe, even if you 
sell your rabies and interests for $40,000, 
The estimated cost of the Panama Canal is put by our Commis- 


Alek Ce innit entbinacewedescasccdsccctcchsosas 
Add, for the cost of the property..................-..---.---------+ ¥ tt: 000: 00 
ON aire ee tidtbciddncen consis vicdice ce Lacu tees 184, 288, 858 


Deduct this sum from the estimated cost of the Nicaragua 
XXXVII-——2 


Canal, which is estimated at $189,864,062, and the balance in favor 
of the Panama route is $5,630,704. 

Three million dollars of this supposed advantage is swept away 
by the increase of the price of the concession, from $7,000,000, 
which Colombia to take for it when the canal bill was 
pending in the Senate, and the rest of it has disappeared in the 
more than $3,000,000, which is the value of the lands ‘‘ outside 
the canal zone,’’ which we give to Colombia in the first article of 


the treaty. 
103 of the final report of the Isthmian Canal Commis- 


On 
sion the following statement, which is remarkable for its 


obscurity and the looseness of it. It is as follows: 

The ie > drawings, and records are unusually complete, and their value 
is great, though not capable of accurate estimate. In the judgment of the 
Commission, a fair allowance for these would be $2,000,000. 

Summing up the foregoing items, the total value of the property is found 


to be: 

i A ee $27, 474, 088 

Se I EN TN oo, occccccccuccccecs dasccqeauses save 6, 850, 000 

Maps, GrawWings, GNG TOCOTAS -.....2. 2222000. ccee cence cocece caccccecce 2,000, 000 
i ieiiiiendiiin i ne ntinnnenaadbeahencrs badasbsecaiadeunps i. ae 


to which add 10 per cent to cover omissions, making the total valuation of 
the Panama Canal $40, 000, 000. 


This account does not “‘add up” by $43,564, but it allows for 
** omissions ’’ $3,324,033. 
Admiral Walker, in his deposition before the Committee on 
Interoceanic Canals, testified as follows: 
ADMIRAL WALKER’S STATEMENT. 


The CHAIRMAN. In some part of your final report you state that the 
value of the work, excavation and embankment, whatever work has been 
done there, the value of it at present, to be used in the completion of the 


, is $21,000,000. 
Admiral WALKER. It is about $40,000,000. 
The CHAIRMAN. No: = say $21,000,000. 
Admiral WALKER. The total value of the Panama Canal property we 
sum apt $36,324,083, to which we add 10 per cent, making it practically 


¢ CHAIRMAN. Before that, in the same report, you say that the value 
of the work done there in the way of removal of earth, etc., as it stands at 


,000. 
YW ekER. $27,474,000. : 


Adm: 
The CHAIRMAN. But at a previous place you stated that $21,000,000. I 
want to find that place. 
Admiral WALKER. If it is here we can find it. 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes; it is here. 
Admiral WALKER. I think what you refer to is on page 101. 
I ncvcindnase Caeidasctan obccssetcnaaTcpstcocnsecscene $21, 020, 386 
EE dad deiednce ccuceneatinSandeewdaind cesssd eesunnsuakeuss 178, 186 
ed ining sind Seibelbn dbs Sabeds shadetiavanednntntn 1, 386, 456 
ND a ciinndcicdedsidaginecesscutinnwcedeucatayntin 300, 600 
thd casita etn wtiicas caciatentikbensakensasanheuniiet 22, 895, 028 
To which is added for contingencies the usual 20 per cent, or...... 4, 579, 005 
nc cc nncnsdccnsdwcccescenssesoccese conten 27,474, 083 


The CHAIRMAN. The value of the items of actual work done there is 
summed up here on page 101 at $21,020,386 for canal excavation and $178,186 


for the Chagres diversion, 396,458 for the Gatun diversion, and for the 
railroad diversion, 4 mil 000. railroad diversion does not mean 
al y taken place, does it? 


a diversion that has 

Admiral WALKER. Yes, sir; it has already taken place. That isa part of 

the cost of the canal. They were obliged to divert the railroad in order to 
on the work of excavation through the Culebra cut. 

CHAIRMAN. But, as I understand it, we are not trying to find out 
what it cost the French to build the canal or any part of it, or the railroad 
or any pert of it, but we are irying to find out what it is worth to us. 

A WALKER. Yes; exactly. 
The CHAIRMAN. Well, why should it be worth $300,000 to us to divert that 


? . 
Admiral WALKER. Because it was necessary to divert it, and it has, been 
diverted, and the cost of diverting it is estimated at $300,000. The reason for 
that, Senator, is that the t Culebra cut comes through like that, we will 
say [indicating]. Now the railroad comes along down here on the right- 
hand side and goes around this hill, and then, crossing this cut right here 
Uineitoeting], goes on here. # 

It had to be gotten out of the way, so they have brought the railroad down 
here [indica ] and carried it off, still on the right-hand side of the canal, 
away down to the westward, to cross lower down. It wasin the way of the 
canal and had to be taken out of the way. 

The CHAIRMAN. When that canal is completed, your plan is to return the 
railroad to that berme or bench? 

Admiral WALKER. Probably: a That has been suggested; the railroad 
would ——, be run through the cut. 

The IRMAN. So that we would pay for having diverted it $300,000, and 
then we would have to put it back at our own expense. 

Admiral WALKER. Any changes or improvements we make after we own 
it, of course, we would have to Rey for; but it is necessary to divert it here 
now and it has been diverted. The work has already been done. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, including that and these other diversions, the 
whole sum of value to us of this canal, as you estimate it, is $22,895,028. 

Admiral WALKER. Plus the contingents. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, I want to get at the “plus the contingents.” Why, 
after aera ae property at its actual present value, do this Commission 
put on oe ,005 for contingents? 

Admiral WALKER. Because in making an estimate ou a great pies of 
work it is not an exact statement of the cost, but itisanestimate. That is, it 
is an opinion, and it is customary among engineers, in estimating on all engi- 


nee work, to add to their estimates a percentage for unforeseen things— 
fi things, all kinds of things—that meg Sere up in the future. 
tor Is there not a great erence, though, Admiral 


between estimating on a great work to 
a work already done? 

Admiral WALKER. If we could get at the exact figures of a!l the work 
that had already been done, of course we should not haveto estimates on it 
atall. We d give the exact figures. 


done and estimating the value o 
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Senator MrrcHEe.u. But is not that the fact here? acertain plant 
which you = there, which it is suggested that the United Biase buy. 
‘Admiral WALKER. We made no estimate whatever on the oat This 
is the work done. 
Senator Mrrcneuu. I mean the property, the work that has been done 


there 

‘Admiral WALEER. Remember that the work which they have done has 
been done on a plan different from ours, and we are obliged to estimate its 
value under our plan. 

The CHAIRMAN. I understand that the Commission were trying to arrive 
at the present value of the work already done. 

Admiral WALKER. Yes; the value to the United States of the work already 
— that is, its value on the plan recommended by the Isthmian Canal 

Commission. 


And the cost of the Nicaragua Canal is $189,864,062, which is 
$993,329 in favor of the Nicaragua route, if we ratify this treaty. 
THE WAY SOME OF THE FIGURES ARE OBTAINED. 

In the estimate of the value of the work actually done on the 
Panama Canal, as stated on 101 of the report of the Isthmian 
Canal Commission, the sum seit eye te for ‘* Contin- 
owen tie per cent.’’ ‘Guedtens eaied Admiral Walker, when 

his dgeitines before the committee, dev: the fact 
sum was added to the value of the work use that 
ae be a fair allowance to the Panama Canal Company for its 
































inthe CHAIRMAN. Very good; that is what I understand. Now, that, be cost tothem. This queer plan of adding the cost of the work to 
ing 20, and rat a ted that that work is wees, piling its money value is accounted for as being “‘ an engineer’s method” 
al $22,895,028, how cs rou Sic as shovelaen pattinnnenaliten ‘or of val such property. 
contingencies? . It is only pad the actual value by adding to it a contingent 
Admiral WALKER. We put on the same contingencies tha’ owe yas cn cost of 20 er cent. 


eve here in our estimates all thro’ h for for errors of human judgmen 
The CHAIRMAN. But that, as Sena ——— suggests, is for ork that 
is to be done and this is wo’ ‘that is alread done. 
admiral WaLKER. We — it on for the work that is done, because we 
on =o. to value this work upon our plan, trying to get its value for our 


The ae ae. I notice here, A in estimating these con- 
amounting to and make a total 


When this sum of $4,579,005 is added to $2,000,000 for ma 


the $40,000,000 we are to y to the Panama Canal Company, 
above the actual value of the property we are to get from that 
= y. These items of cost are of no value to the canal and 


sees of sree aieces. Fenotice. that on page 101. And you putin that te a mere bonus for the contract. 
eel Whee ee “awe will pay this sum for nothing that is of value, it should 
nee And you put the contingencies on again at 10 per cent, | be added to the cost of the Panama Canal, and would run it up 
- Adu iral W Vatacen. You ‘the Sie reason foF that in the suppl tal - $191,812,363, which is $2,948,301 more than the cost of the 
mator. Canal. 
Whe CHAIRMAN. I should like to have state the reason, whatever between the actual cost of the Panama Canal 


The 
and the Nicaragua Canal, as estimated by the Isthmian Canal 


you think it is; but that is evidently a dou of the contingencies. You 
— Commission, instead 
Canal is $2,948,801 against that canel, as the cost is fixed by this 


make it first on the $27. 000, and on make tt on the 

es fay nN a to the 
‘The last item being intended to coveran: L machinery, railroad 

shares, additional cueneetion to date of weechann. other assets which 

may be of value to the Uni ited States that have not been included in the 

other items.” me 


nem one of these pa, m will a, is additional excavation to 
date urchase. We 


treaty—a difference in actual cost for which we are so 

grateful that one who claims the time to show the facts to the 
ate is denounced all over the country as a traitor and in the Senate 
as a filibuster—the one man whoo the public business. 









of p ted on the excavation back a year and a half 
or two years. Brippose > purchene Cty Seow 'y be two years’ RENT FOR RIGHT OF WAY. 
additional excavation, which is included. in that 10 per cent; and that two | In the first one hundred years of the lease, under this treaty, we 


ES t000nn work would be valued. I should estimate that it would be worth about 


The CHAIRMAN. If the last estimate, on page 103, of 10 per cent on $36,- 
824,083 covers buil: and machinery and the like of that, what does the 
first estimate of the r cent, amounting to $4,579,005, cover? 

Admiral WALKER. Tha’ 


are to pay Colombia $25,000,000 for the rent of ro wa 
for the canal and the railroad. = Se oe ee we 

have to pay Nicaragua $2,500,000 and Costa $1,000,000, or 
$3,500,000—a difference in favor of the Nicaragua route of $21,- 
500,000 for the use of the right of way for one hundred years. 

We are required to pay Colombia and the canal company 
$50,000,000 spot cash for the property and the concessions. The 
interest on this sum, aS ee one for one hundred years, is 

$150,000,000; total, $200,000 

o We will pay Costa Rica and Telesis $7,000,000 spot cash, the 
a ch, at 3 per cent, for one hundred years, is $21,- 
090,000: total, $28,090,000. 

The ditioncee in theor of the Wi route on account of 
right of way for one hundred years is $171,910,000, or about enough 
to build the canal if it was owned by private 

These can neither be ved nor explained away, and 
they j all that we can do to save the country from this 
bondage to Colombia and the fraud-infected and 
Panama Canal. 

SPOONER AMENDMENT REPEALED BY TREATY. 

When the Spooner amendment was adopted a state of facts had 
been settled between the United States and Colombia that 
this blackmail apparently impossible, and it is impossible if that 
law is obeyed and enforced. : 

HONEST AND RESPECTFUL OBEDIENCE TO LAW. 























t 
be just as great that this work not be quite as advantageous to the 
Sovran as that it would be more advan’ : us to the Government? 
Admiral WALKER. My experience is that itis not. My experience is that 
one would be much more likely to underestimate than to overestimate on a 

































































nak w what They cal ele pate eatate wo would get prop- 
"aeies aan ae What is meant by the word “plant ~~ ym 


tion? 
Admiral Waseem, © Tinnt’ mesa maiiners, nonnetiven, care, ond rall- 
a the implements for carrying on their wor 
Senator KirrREDGE. Independen coe Orsay 
Admiral WaLkER. Yes; See inks toe cipher Railroad pany. 
pr ee “7 _— coed 
fienator Hanns. Tt all belo: Sei 

ALKzEn. Yes; they have an enormous plant there, but no man 
oun now tall wan ite Velen te. 


Thus it a that we are required to SS eect 
of the treaty, that cost the ates Cee ae. 

The account, with the preference in cost vor of the Panama Canal, 
stands thus: 





———__—— 
Addition concessions, on the demand of Colombia....... 000 | time to deliberate upon his unprecedented effort to enact a 
eee npncadeneegnastinaguumesinniatinigebaiitins Feet one 


su law, with the help of Colombia, which would necessaril 
the ciel act of ane 38, 1008 ovinion ot Com 

ous, ion 0: 
gress, and tho Sonate should carefully shun such a possible 


eke ane 3507-90 | Congress and ie so intended, At this mo. Pi will only stat te 
onan eee mee Saree eae ERTS ES TT so in momen 
Coat of property OO dd... ------aneneannevnnwenenonnennnnvocnnncennes | 40,000,000 repealing provisions found in the trea ’ 
Total ....-.-a--0-----00--nsceeneneeennnnntennnecenenennenanececen 190,867,001 ' First. The first section of that law authorizes the t, as 


a ee ee 6, 624, 083 
under this treaty, the actual cost of the Panama Canal 
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the t of the Government, to purchase all the of the 
Sean Canal Company, situated in Panama, of every kind 
and character, whether it is real, personal, or mixed. 

GRANT DF REVERSIONARY RIGHTS TO COLOMBIA. 


Instead of obeying this law, the President in this trea 
that the land granted by Colombia to the company an 
to the Panama Canal Company, in absolute right, which is out- 
side of the canal zone, about 6 miles wide and 46 miles long, shall 
revert to Colombia. 

Not having the power to make this agreement, under the law 
of June 28, 1902, he asks the Senate and Colombia to give him 
that power, which is a repeal of a most important provision of 
the statute, and a clear excess of the powers conferred on him. 

CANAL ZONE 46 INSTEAD OF 150 MILES LONG. 

Second. The act of June 28, 1902, requires a canal zone to be 
obtained by treaty with Colombia, that extends from ocean to 
ome. Instead ome the fel by Oe employs = special poe 

make such a , gran mgress on application. 
to obtain a canal zone that extends only across the terra firma o 
the Isthmus, and is not more than 46 miles long, instead of being 
more than 150 miles long, as is required by that act of Congress, 
and he excludes from it the cities of Panama and Colon, which 
are iucluded by the act of Congress. 
CONTROL INADEQUATE. 

Third. The act of June 28, 1902, requires the President to obtain 
by treaty with Colombia the control of the canal and 
the canal zone, which control is exclusive in its character, as de- 
fined in the act, and is fixed the settled public policy of the 
United States as declared by all our Presidents and Secretaries of 
State since Lincoln. 

Instead of this, the treaty before the Senate only provides as 
matter of right on behalf of the United States the control of the 
canal for a term of one hundred years, as a lessee and not as owner, 
and the privilege to exercise joint control with Colombia in the 
administration of the laws by courts of local and maritime juris- 
diction, which courts must act under the laws of Colombia, no 
other laws being provided for in the treaty as being of force in 
the canal zone to te the jurisdiction or the proceedings in 
the courts, or to enforce their judgments or decrees. 


UNITED STATES DENIED RIGHT TO PROTECT OR DEFEND CANAL AGAINST 
AN ENEMY 


Fourth. A joint control with Colombia in matters relating to 
police and the preservation of the health of the canal zone is also 
created by this treaty contrary to the act of . This treaty 
violates that act of which provides for the protection of 
the canal by refusing to the United States the right to protect or 
defend it against any enemy, or against the soldiery of Colombia, 
so long as Colombia shall choose to exercise that power; and it 
forbids the presence in the canal zone of any military forces of the 
United States, except in the event of extreme hecessity, and then 
only until Colombia shall undertake that duty with her own forces. 

is provision violates the spirit of the entire act of June 28, 
1902, and the letter of every provision of that law that relates to 
the protection and defense of the canal, or of our people engaged 
in its construction and operation, and of our ships and commerce 


ing through the canal. 
PeOther t violations of the act of Con above referred 
ted out further on 


to are found in this treaty, which will be 
in my remarks. 

Any one of those I have mentioned repeals the act of June 28, 
so far and so effectually, and to substitute this treaty in its stead 
as the supreme law of the land, and, so changed, the money ap- 


een in the act can not be paid out by the President for 


ese new and di t purposes. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL PROMISES TO PAY THE $40,000,000. 


It is not to be supposed that any public officer will so far trans- 
gress the law as to pay or apply money drawn from the Treasury 
on his warrant to — essentially different from those that 
are stated and defin in the act of Congress that makes the 
appropriation. 

et the public prints contain what is alleged to be a promise of 
the Attorney-General made to the New Panama Canal Company 
that the President will py the $40,000,000, appropriated — 
certain conditions, for the purchase of certain pro of that 
company when this treaty is ratified. The alleged letter of the 
Attorney-General has not been sent to the Senate, but it appears 
in the public prints as follows: 
ai ee ee WASHINGTON, D. C., February 16, 1908. 

; the 

Lidbltoun Mba 

By direction of the President of the United States I have the honor to say 
grams of Jancary Sand 11, 108, through Adoural Welker, to sell Tae prop: 
iL aie ie Goce tintin? Ge bat at tee, Pane 
Canal Company, assented, with the approval of the civil tribunal of the 
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Seine, is hereby accepted, subject to modifications of articles 21 and 2 of the 


con’ 
into effect of the ct etesie concerning the Panama Canal betweer the 
United States onl Colombia, now signed and awaiting ratification. The 
President desires that the proceedings necessary to the transfer of the title 
and possession of the be forwarded as soon as possible to end that 
when the pending treaty is ratified and goes into effect nothing will remain 
to be done but to consummate the transaction by the delivery of possession 
and the payment of the consideration. 
P. C. KNOX, Attorney-General. 


NOT AUTHORIZED TO DO 80 BY TREATY. 

Now, I firmly insist that no provision is in this treaty, and none 
can be made in it, whereby that appropriation can be diverted to 
the purpose stated by the Attorney-General in his letter, because 
that act of appropriation can not apply to the contracts that are 

to be made by this treaty. 

Colombia can not unite with the President and the Senate in 

a law appropriating money in the Treasury of the United 
States for any purpose, and any money to be drawn from the 
for any purpose can only be drawn out or paid in pur- 

suance of an act of the Congress of the United States. 

It is a dangerous and reckless promise that the Attorney- 
General has made to the New Panama Canal Company in the 
letter I have quoted. It isan open defiance of the act of June 
28, 1902, which strictly prescribes the conditions on which the 
President can draw the money from the Treasury on his warrant. 

Moreover, it was a needless promise, made to prevent the New 
Panama Canal Company from withdrawing its offer to sell what 
it claims as its property after March 4, 1903, for $40,000,000. A 
company that would lower its offer of this property from $109,- 
000,000 to $40,000,000 as suddenly as a stone would drop 100 feet 
can not be taken seriously as to any bluff its lawyer may make at 
our Attorney-General. 

This false play that has caused such apparent consternation at 
the White an has only created merriment throughout the 
world. This alarmed condition seems to have been quieted by 
some arrangement of which the Senate has no official informa. 
tion. We are advising and consenting to an arrangement that is 
expressly provided for in the first article of the treaty now before 
the Senate, and is permitted by the act of June 28, 1902, without 
being informed as to its terms or being allowed to know whether 
it conforms to that law. 

THE TREATY-MAKING POWER OF THE PRESIDENT AND SENATE. 

Having in this brief way stated some of the reasons why I can 
not support this treaty, and having prepared a substitute for it, 
by way of amendment, which accepts the Panama route and 
attempts to secure the rights that every American demands for 
his country, to which I respectfully ask for criticism or amend- 
ment, I will now proceed to state some objections to the manner 
in which this treaty is brought before the Senate and to the re- 
fusal of the President to reply to the request of the Senate for 
information touching the advice and consent he requests of the 
Senate, and which the Constitution requires this peculiar and 
powerful tribunal to give the President on such occasions. 

I am well aware that some Presidents have regarded such ad- 
vice and consent as intrusions upon some fancied prerogatives 
they have supposed that they possessed in virtue of the office. I 
have read our constitutional history amiss if there is a shred of 
the prerogatives of the English kings left to taint our constitu- 
tional system with the virus of this baneful pretension, and I 
hope our President is immune from that illusory imagination. 

The special tribunal, composed of the President and the Senate, 
which has exclusive jurisdiction of the making of treaties under 
our Constitution, has the immense power of enacting supreme 
laws for the United States. 

These laws repeal statutes wj¢h which they are in conflict, even 
by construction. 

A foreign government must concur in these laws to make them 
operative in the United States, and they must receive the affirm- 
ative vote of two-thirds of a quorum of the Senate. They are net 
still operative until there is an exchange of the ratifications of 
the treaty between the two governments, and until the President 
of the United States has publicly proclaimed such ratification and 
the exchange of the evidences thereof by the respective powers. 
The exchange of the ratifications is a mere verification of the 
records containing the enactments by the two governments, and 
the proclamation, like the exchange, is a ministerial act. 

If a treaty ratified by one power is amended by the other, there 
is no enactment, but only a negotiation that is not concluded. 
= such a case the President can decline to continue the negotia- 

on. 

When the question of ratification is snbmitted to the Senate its 
right to advise the President begins, and when it votes on the 
question of ratification, with or without amendment of the treaty, 
its consent is finally expressed. The President has no veto on the 
vote for the ratification of a treaty, or for its rejection. 

The “‘ advice and consent’ of the Senate is a limitation on the 
power of the President, which in monarchic governments is a 
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prerogative of the Crown, and has no need of assistance from any 
other department of the government. 

The President may be amen and participate in the delibera- 
tions of the Senate on a , and must therefore be bound to 
give the Senate full information as to any matter of fact or of 
opinion that relates to the question of ratification, with or with- 
out amendment. Any other rule would annul the constitutional 
right of the Senate to advise the President, and he can have no 

ht, on grounds of public policy, to refuse to give such informa- 
tion to the Senate, his coordinate department in this joint con- 
stitutional tribunal. 

Whatever the President may have the right to withhold from 
the Houses of Congress, on grounds of public policy, he can not 
withhold from the Senate, when it is considering a treaty submit- 
ted by him, such information as he may possess, and especially 
such as is in the custody of the heads of departments and is found 
in the archives of the Government, when information is called 
for by a resolution of the Senate, without committing a distinct 
and grave breach of the privileges of the Senate. 


INCREASE IN PRICE OF CONCESSION. 


In this case a question of serious importanc~, that affects the 
honor of our dealings with the hostile factions in Colombia as 
well as the correct policy of the Government, has been raised by 
two undisputed facts, namely, that the price of the concession 
provided for in the treaty before the Senate is greater by $3,000,000 
than the sum which Colombia agreed to accept, in diplomatic 
notes exchanged between our Secre of State and the minister 
of ee on the 18th, 2ist, and of April, 1902, which are 
as follows: 


LEGACION DE COLOMBIA, 
Washington, D. C., April 18, 1902. 

Srr: Confirming the conclusions reached as the result of the conference 
heid between yourself and Mr. Cromwell and adopting, as far as practica- 
ble, your valuable enagettions, I beg leave to hand you the concessionar 
convention or treaty = Spanish and in English) embodying the amend- 
ments agreed upon in the conference referred to. 

My previous communication of March 31, 1902, proposing the concessionary 
convention or treaty_in behalf of my Government, and the expository com- 
munications of myself and Mr. Cromwell, under the same date, apply equally 
to the inclosures. 

Awaiting the pleasure of your excellency, I h»ve the honor to renew the 
assurances of my high consideration. 

J. V. CONCHA, 

Hon. Jonn Hay 


Secretary of State of the United States, Department of State. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, April 21, 1902. 

Srr: I have the honor toacknow] receipt at your hands of a communi- 
cation dated the 3ist of March, 1902, and another of the 18th of April, inclosing 
a proposal of the 7 of Colombia for a concessionary convention or 
treaty between the public of Colombia and that of the United States of 
America respecting the completion, maintenance, operation, control, and 
protection of an interoceanic canal over the Isthmus of Panama. 

lam directed by the President to inform you that I shall be ready to sign 
with you the proposed convention as soon as— 

First. The Congress of the United States shall have authorized the Presi- 
dent to enter into such an agreement; and 

Second. As soon as the law officers of this Government shall have decided 
upon the question of the title which the New Panama Canal Company is able 
to give to all the properties and rights claimed by it and puns to a canal 
across the Isthmus and covered by the pen a a 

Accept, sir, the renewed assurances of my est considers 


Sefior Don JosE VICENTE CONCHA, etc. 
(Translation. ] 


LEGATION OF COLOMBIA, 
Washington, D. C., April 23, 1902. 
Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the reception of your excellency'’s 
communication of the 2ist instant, by which —_ are pleased to inform me 
that you are authorized _—— President of the United States to sign with 
the Hepublic of Colombia the treaty relative to the o of the Panama 
Canal, and the other details connected with the said work, in accordance 
with the draft I submitted to the Government of the United States on the 
18th instant, and that you will proceed to do so as soon as permission shall 
have been given by the Congress of this Republic and as soon as the official 
lawyers shall have given their opinion regarding the title of the new canal 
company for the transfer of its rights. 
en the occasion to sign the above-mentioned treaty shall arise, I will 
Peet cossliency, toe senkments of my high oomsiieresion. 
A t, excellency, sen’ my consideration. 
OSE VICENTE CONCHA. 
—_ Snticat inate f the United States, 
ary ©. ° n' 
” Department of State. 


The treaty thus to offered the concession to the United 
States, in Article , for $7,000,000, and the present treaty de- 
mands $10,000,000 as the price. 


PROMISE TO PAY $3,000,000 TO INSURRECTOS. 

Another fact is alleged—that at the capitulation of the insur- 
rectos in Panama, the promise was made by the Colombian Gov- 
ernment to pay them $3,000,000 of the money to be paid, as pro- 
vided by this treaty, as the reward for their pacification. Those 
statements were in the ne pers of Colombia soon after the 
capitulation. No editor would have dared to print them without 
the permission of the Government, 
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Recently there came to me by mail, and without any accom- 
panying letter, a Costa Rican newspaper, which I hold in hand, 
that contains letters that passed between General Herrera, who 
is, a , the dictator of Colombia, while’ Marroquin nomi- 
nally holds that bad eminence, and General Vireros, who was one 
of the rebel victors at the then recent siege of Agua Dulce. 


EVENTS IN COLOMBIA. 
BENJAMIN HERRERA. 


Messrs. G. VARGAS SANTOS, Foci6n Soro, Mopesto Garcts, Lucas CaB- 
Suse so Lépxz, R. CAMACHO, F. F. Norge, ¥ C. Ropriaurz, 
In view of the hyperbolical and even inexact eulogies with which you have 

courted Gen. Benjamin Herrera, which are published in La Republica of the 

7th instant, I take the liberty of transcribing the letters which passed be- 
tween your honored Herrera and Gen. Cupertino Viveros, hoping that after 
having read same you will be so as to tell mewhere hes the 

honor of this miserable gentleman, and how you can to-day sustain the eulo- 

gies of yesterday. 

Notice must be taken of the fact that all the inhabitants of the Isthmus of 

Panama are witnesses of the statements of General Viveros, and his princi- 

pal victims, the ladies Candanedo, of David, will not permit me to lie. 


“On BOARD OF THE BoyacA, December 15, 1902. 
“Gen. CUPERTINO VIVEROS: 

“TI know that before various personal friends, members of the united 
army, under the guise of confidence you confirmed the calumny that the 
treaty of peace which has put an end to the war was obtained by money. 

“Itis your duty, if you in any wise esteem your honor, to say why you 
make yourself responsible for such a vile statement—why make a statement 
which would morally equally dishonor the contracting parties. If you do 
not do so, I must be left to believe that you are the author of this infamy, fit 
only for cowardly characters. 

“ Yours, truly, 
“B. HERRERA.” 


“PANAMA, December 23, 1902. 
“Gen. B. HERRERA: 

“With reference to the letter which you directed to me on board the 
Boyacd, dated the 15th instant, the invective to which you refer has had its 
origin in the revolutionary camps, where, as is obvious, you have enemies 
who have thought it opportune to deprive you of the t of all sentiments 
which may have moved you to conclude the peace. 

“Tf they have calumniated you, I ignore it, because I know no more about 
the matter than what has been published; but I am inclined to doubt the 
truth of any eee in this r t, because in order to disgrace you it 
would not have been necessary to show you up as a mercenary man before 
the Government after having been master and arbiter of the public wealth 
of the Isthmus under circumstances where, in order to take away from the 
proprietors the fruits of long years of honorable labor, you make use of 
oppressions from which you do notexpect venerable and respectable matrons, 
infamies which could not be inspired but by the most cowardly characters, 


“Yours, truly, 
“CUPERTINO VIVEROS.” 


I now conclude this debate for various reasons: Firstly, because my ones 
to defend Gen. Uribe-Uribe is acoomatieed secondly, because it is a matter 
entirely offensive to the country; and, thirdly, because I lack the means of 
getting’ my ‘pubtications throngh the press, a most disadvantageous fight 
ogatner those who possess the fruits of the depredations made by Herrera on 

e mus. 

Besides, these satreeng pean will not bear analysis and to be con- 
fronted with accomplish ts, nor will succeed in disinfeeting this whited 


sepulcher. 
ULPIANO B. SENCIAL. 
SAN JosE, February 10, 1903. 


Whichever of these en men may be correct, the fact is 
established that the military camps in Panama were rife with the 
assertion that this $3,000,000 we are to pay in addition to the 
$7,000,000 agreed to by Colombia in April, 1902, was promised to 
the insurgents for their capitulation. 
As $3,000,000 is not provided for in the act of June 28, 1902, to 
urchase the ascendancy of the Marroquin church party in Co- 
ombia, I offered a resolution in the open Senate, which was 
adopted, with an amendment, that respectfully requests the Presi- 
dent to send to the Senate any reports that are in the Navy De- 
partment, from our officers who were in Panama in 1901 or 1902, 
touching that capitulation and the condition of the civil war in 
that region. 
The resolution offered by me is as follows: 


MILITARY OCCUPATION OF BAYS OF PANAMA AND COLON. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is directed to send to tho Senate 
copies of all reports and of all corr ndence in the a Department with 
naval or other officers of the Uni States on duty in the bays of Panama 
and Colon since April, 1902, which relate tothe mili occupation of said 
bays and the regions between them, and the cities of Colon and Panama, by 
tho forces of the United States, or that relate to the operation of military or 

lice forces of Colombia or of any insurgents that were in arms against the 

overnment of Colombia in that region of wane, since April, 1902; or that 
relate to any measuresof any cfficersof the United States to bring about the 
pacification of that region or any intervention by such officers to that end; 
or that relate to the terms and conditions of the surrender of insurgent 
forces in that quarter to the forces or authorities of the Republic of Colombia. 


It can not be assumed that because the President has paid no 
respect to the request of the Senate his silence is proof that the 
records of the Navy Department contain no reports on that sub- 
ject. On the contrary, it must be in the nature of things that our 
officers who were then exercising military surveillance and com- 
mand over the Panama Canal and railroad lines did report the 
terms of the surrender of the insurrectos, which was largely in- 
fluenced by the friendly intervention of Admiral Casey. I hoped, 
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for the honor of our country and the permanent peace of Colom- 
bia, that these reports were unfounded, for we see from the re- 
criminations of these generals in their correspondence at the time 
that this was a very sore subject. 

If the President needs the advice of the Senate on that point, 
or if it is the constitutional right of the Senate to give it, he 
should furnish these facts, or the refutation of their false asser- 
tion, on the —— of the Senate. 

Ample time elapsed for a reply and none has come, so that 
this respectful request of the Senate must be considered as being 
either impertinent or idle. 

“THE KING CAN DO NO WRONG.” 


It will not do to permit this matter to be drawn into precedent, 
or the Senate will me the mere passive register of the edict 
of the President, that when he submits a treaty to this tribunal 
for ratification we must accept it without inquiry, on the maxim 
that ‘‘the king can do no wrong,”’ and that a knowledge of the 
facts is not essential to the value or the importance of the advice 
the Senate is to give, on oath, to the President. 

Complaint is made of me, with fierce determination, that I will 
not act, on my oath, until I am properly informed as to the facts 
on which this ee treaty is urged to the stage of ratifica- 
tion. I will endure it longer and with more satisfaction than the 
Senate can endure this breach of its constitutional privilege, as 
the adviser and coworker with the President in the enactment of 
this treaty as the supreme law of the United States, in respect of 
the ownership and control of an isthmian canal, to be constructed 
with the money of our people. 


VIEWS OF MINORITY IN RELATION TO PANAMA CANAL CONVENTION WITH 
COLOMBIA. 


I introduced in the Senate other resolutions, as follows: 


FEBRUARY 8, 1908.—Mr. MorGAN submitted the views of the minority on his 
resolution of January 26, 1903, in relation to the Panama Canal convention 
with Colombia, ed January 22, 1903; which were ordered to be printed 
in confidence for the use of the Senate. 


The majority of the committee having reported adversely tothe adoption 
of the foeoriny resolutions of inquiry, I am constrained to state my veasons 
for asking the Senate to adopt them: 

SECTION 1. Resolved, That the President is one if it is not incompat- 
ible with the public interests, to inform the te as to the alleged full 

wers of Sefior Herran, c d'affaires of Colombia, who signed the treaty 

tween the United States and Colombia that was sent to the Seuate on the 
28d of January, 1903, for ratification, to negotiate and sign the same. 

2. And that he send to the Senate acwy of the powers of said negotiator, 

and that he will inform the Senate er whose authority Sefior Herran 
acted ting and si, said treaty. 
. t he will inform the Senate whether the person who gave such 
authority is the lawful President of the Republic of Colombia, and when he 
was e to said office, or whether he is acting as the dictator or military 
ruler of that Republic. 

4. And further, that he will inform the Senate whether any Congress 
elected under the constitution of the Republic of Colombia is now in com- 
mission or in existence in that blic, and whether any elections have been 
held in Colombia for members of Congress during or since the civil war in 
that Republic; and in what departments thereof members of Co: have 
been elected, and when they were chosen, by whom they were chosen, and 


when. 
5. And that he will inform the Senate what electionsare called, or directed 
to be held, for members of Congress in Colombia, and by whose authorit 
they are required to be chosen, and whether such elections are for a f 
term of Congressional service, or fora special session of the Congress of Colom- 
bia, and whether such special session is to be held for any and for what 


Pp ; 
i that he will inform the Senate at what date will the elections for 
members of Con of the Republic of Colombia be copapieses, so as to fill 
up the constitutional quota of full representation in said ogres. 
7. And that he will further inform the Senate whether the civil war in 
Colombia has ceased in all the departments of that Republic, and when 
and by what act, sqreqmens, decree, or proclamation 
Republic has been declared or established; 
tary law or mili government obta’ 
8, And further, that he will inform the Senate wh 
what, provision in the constitution or in the laws of Colombia that sapow- 
ers the President of the blic of Colombia to sell, or to authorize the 
ama Canal Company to to the United States any concession it may hold 
under the laws of Colombia for the construction of an mian 
ama without the consent of the Co: 


that the President will inform the Senate whether the act of Con- 

gress, which was not sent to the Senate with the text of the treaty with 

olombia, and is described in the precis of the treaty, as follows: ‘The Con- 
co of the United States of America having an act approved June 

, 1902, in furtherance of that object, a copy of which is hereto annexed,” is 
a of the eement between con: powers or is in any, and in 
what, respect to be so treated by the Senate, or ted or regarded by said 
powers as a part thereof; and if so, for what the same is —s 
asa _— of said treaty, and whether said act of gress and the t of 
said treaty are, by ment between said powers, to be construed in con- 
nection, the one with the other, in the interpretation of the m of said 
treaty or of said act of Congress; and that he inform the Senate whether a 
copy of said act of Con was annexed to the part or copy of said trea’ 
that was ed and delivered to the diplomatic agent or chargé d'affaires o: 
the Republic of Colombia by the Secretary of State of the United States of 
America as the act of this Government. 

10. The President is also wequqeed te send to the Senate copies of any agree- 
ments between Colombia and either of the Panama canal companies, or any 
laws or decrees of any Government in Colombia that_relate to a zone of ter- 
ritory along the route of the canal to be constructed in Panama or to the 
Panama lroad, and to inform the Senate whether such zones of territo 
were in all respects the same and include the same area and extent that is 
particularly prescribed imarticle 11] of the treaty with Colombia and referred 


to elsewhere in’said treaty now pending in the Senate, or, if said canal zones 
are different, in what respect do they differ. 


These resolutions were voted down in commiitee, and after- 
wards in the Senate, for reasons that are answered effectually, 
as I believe, in a minority report I submitted to the Senate. As 
I have no hope of getting the information called for in time for 
the action the Senate will take on the treaty, it is useless to ask a 
vote of the Senate upon them. I endeavored to get a statement 
of the matters called for on application to the Secretary of State 
by letter, and having failed, 1 must rely upon other sources of 
information for some knowledge of what has been done and is 
being done in Colombia. 

FORTUNATE TREATY WAS NOT RATIFIED BEFORE MARCH FOURTH. 


It is stated in the newspapers that an election for members of 
Congress was held in Colombia on the 6th of March. I am glad 
that this treaty was not ratified before the 4th of March, when 
Colombia was in utter collapse as a constitutional government. 
It may be possible that a constitutional government there has 
begun to be instituted by the votes of that people and that we 

be thereby saved from the ridiculous and dangerous attitude 
of sending a ratified treaty to a government that was perdu. 

I am glad that I had the strength to save our country from 
this reproach which the Liberal party in Colombia would visit 
upon the intemperate heat of our cupidity. 

CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT CAN NOT BE CREATED IN COLOMBIA BY 
DIPLOMATIC RECOGNITION. 

I am unable to admit that the President can create a constitu- 
tional Sip rans in Colombia by his mere diplomatic recogni- 
tion. e answer to these resolutions would show, what all the 
world believes, that Colombia has no Congress in existence, and 
can have none until a state of peace and constitutional civil rule 
has superseded the military dictatorship of Marroquin, that has 
existed in Colombia since 1898 and will continue until the organic 
autonomy of the State has been restored. 

I can not conceive of a treaty as being of undisputed validity 
that is made on behalf of a people who are in the distress and 
agitation of civil discord which concedes vastly important rights 
to the United States, covering the perpetual control of a canal 
zone that cuts a department into two parts, when only a dictator 
holds the reins of power and one of its organic departments—the 
Congress—is not in existence. 

Much less can I believe that an acquisition of such territorial 
rights in Colombia will be accepted or endured by the present or 
the future generations of Colombia, and especially by the gallant 
and intrepid natives of Colombia who belong to the great Liberal 
party of Spanish America. 

¥ACTS NOT FURNISHED. 

I do not know the facts relating to this serious situation that 
must bein possession of the Government. I have called for them, 
and the Senate has refused to request the President to furnish 
them from the records of the Department of State. I must be 
pardoned if, trying to find my way where the light is purposely 
obscured, I am reluctant to move with reckless precipitancy. I 
have no President to drive me through so dark a labyrinth, and 
no steering committee to pilot me, and I must move with caution. 

There is still another pi ase of the present situation to which I 
will draw attention, in the defense of my own attitude on this 
treaty, —— unjust criticism in the Senate, and to refute base 
falsehood and misrepresentation elsewhere. 

TREATY NEEDS AMENDMENT. 

Iinsist that the treaty needs amendment, and Senators, includ- 
ing the chairman of the Comgnittee on Foreign Relations, admit 
that some of the amendments offered in the committee would 
improve the treaty and make it more acceptable to our people. 

confess that I can not understand the grounds on which we 
can justify our failure to do for our country what isright and de- 
serves to be done. We are not treating with a power that has 
subdued us and from whom we are asking quarter, nor are we 
praying for compassion at the hands of Colombia or the New 
anama CanalCompany. I scout this idea as the mere makeshift 
of a deceiver who would prefer to dishonor his country rather 
than lose the advantage of a supposed bargain or disobey the 
command of the President. 

If we lose this bargain, are there not others greatly to be pre- 
ferred that await our acceptance? Do we suppose that the Ameri- 
can people do not see the deception that we so cordially embrace? 
Being in no strait of necessity, we can not refuse to do whai is 
right and dutiful as Senators, unless the Senate means to surren- 
der its independence of thought and action to the arbitrary demand 
of the President. 

“A GALLEY SLAVE OF COLOMBIA.” 

I can not follow those who would sink the glorious prestige of 
the United States to the humiliation of a galley slave of Colombia. 
The desire of the President for what he may conceive to be a 
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brilliant coup d’état, executed in company with Marroquin and 
the New Panama Canal Company, if he entertains that question- 
able ambition, suggests to me the need of a more patient con- 
servatism among Senators as his constitutional advisers. 

DESCENT ON VENEZUELA. 


William II and Edward VII, followed by Italy with a gleaner’s 
basket, recently made a brilliant descent on Venezuela, and when 
the Indians of the Andes, led by Castro, manned the forests to 
welcome their armies to hospitable graves, they thought to con- 
fer renown upon our President by asking him to show them the 
nearest and best road home. These old tors fairly sat down 
upon our youthful hero, who desired a place in that , and 
saved him from himself and saved the country from war. 

The weakest man in this Senate is not to be despised if he 
should venture to check the wild and foolish idea that a war with 
any faction of Colombia, not to mention the mountain provinces, 
waged to obtain what we want, and are too weak or too cunning 
now to demand, is so trifling an obstacle to our cupidity that it 
deserves no consideration. 

NOTWITHSTANDING ITS DEFECTS TREATY MUST BE ACCEPTED WITHOUT 
AMENDMENT. 

I have heard Senators announce that we must have this treaty, 
without amendment, no matter what its defects may be, because 
Colombia will reject it if any amendment is made to it. 

I believe, but I do not know, that this is also the demand of the 
President, in which belief I find strong confirmation in his Special 
message to the Senate, in which he ventures to administer to some 
Senators a severe and undisguised rebuke for the failure to ratify 
this and the treaty with Cuba. 

Some day he may thank the Senate for modi the strenu- 
osity of his conviction that he needs no constitutional advisers. 

true Lord of Hosts is not always pictured as “‘ the man on 
horseback.” 
AGGRESSIVE TEMPER FROM WHICH NO GOOD CAN COME. 

I have heard other Senators argue that a war with a faction in 
Colombia, or with Colombia, is too insignificant an obstruction 
to divert us from asserting full practical sovereignty over a canal 
zone, or for that matter over Panama, once we have a foothold 
there under this treaty; and some of the influential journals, 
whose articles I have copied in the REcorRD, assert our right to 
enter Colombia under concessions that we can purchase from the 
Panama Canal Company, and being once in possession we should 
compel that half-civilized country to do what is best for the United 
States and for Colombia. 

I do not state these wild views to criticise them, but to show the 
aggressive temper from which no good can possibly come to the 
country. Such conceptions of honor among nations, urged upon 
us by menof large influence, are utterly derogatory to our country. 

I have tried, not wholly in vain, to trate the darkness that 
enshrouds the recent hi of Colombia, which darkness is made 
—— by the refusal of the President to give the light that may 

found in the Government archives in the custody of his Cabi- 
net. I have found enough to justify me, indeed to require me, 
to vote against this treaty if it is not amended in some necessary 
particulars. 
DEFORMITIES OF THE TREATY. 
ing to the treaty itself and the act of Congress that gave 
the President limited powers to treat with Colombia for canal 
concessions, and also to the convention agreed —_ between Mr. 
Hay and Mr. Concha in April, 1902, I find all the light that is 
needed to reveal its deformities, its unworthy spirit, and its deep 
ce wens Coe ake fully the special questions 
er pai more y 
saveivell tn Wile tuenky Tens ans to our welfare and de- 


my remarks as to this general review 
lew af the difficulties which it is im 
any effort to reconcile my sense of duty with the support of this 


treaty. 
In making this treaty the President essays to repeal 
June 28, 1902, by a treaty with Colombia h he seeks to make 
the supreme law of the , or else his must be to vio- 
late that law, for the two laws can not 
which is latest in date must prevail. 
HOW THE TREATY VIOLATES THE ACT. 


coats teaeter ee the letter and spirit of the act of June 28, 

1902, in this: 

(1) That it surrenders to Colombia 1,295,480 acres of land that 
its from the 


is purchased under Panama Canal Com- 
pany, at a cost of $3,624,033, as I have above shown. 
(2) That it nited States, as guarantor, of $1,000,- 


the Ui 
000 to be paid to ia for canal stock, while we disclaim any 
mate) iat. it ields to Colombia the concessionary right which 
we camden Yeats the Panama Canal Company of the exclusive 


MARCH 9, 





right to construct in Colombia canals or railroads to connect the 


oceans. 
(4) That it pledges the United States to the perpetual obliga- 
tion of the treaty of 1846-1848 with New Geaneie. 

(5) That it prohibits the acquisition of territory by the United 


States in any of Central or South America for all time to 
come, While it leaves Colombia under the civil or temporal 
supremacy of the Holy See of Rome by our silent acquiescence in 
the concordat of 1888 and its direct application to our citizens in 
Colombia and in the canal zone, whereby the foundation princi- 
ple of the Monroe doctrine is abandoned, under our nee ae 
tions that our people should be subject to all the laws of Colombi 
while residing in that country or in the canal belt. 

(6) That we are made to guarantee the autonomy and inde- 
pendence of every State in Central and South America. 

(7) That we agree to pay Colombia $10,000,000 cash for the 
rental of the canal belt, for which she bound herself to accept 
$7,000,000 in April, 1902, by a diplomatic covenant, on which Con- 
gress acted in giving the preferential selection to the Panama 
route over the Nicaragua route, thereby ratifying and applauding 
an act of blackmail by a public treaty. 

(8) That the treaty, in connection with the fifth article of the 
concession of 1878 to N. B. Wyse, prohibits us from sending our 
ships of war through the canal built with our money, without 
the express consent of Colombia, given by special treaty or by 
her act of Congress, when we are at war with any other people 
or government. 

(9) That,contrary to the act of June 28, 1902, the United States 
can only exercise police powers in the canal zone, in conjunction 
with Colombia, for the | ppc of the canal or our property 
phere, or the property of the people of other nations there, or in 
treserving the peace or the health of that zone. 

(10) That the cities of Panama and Colon are excluded from 
the canal zone, as the four islands in the Bay of Panama which 
belong to the canal company are excluded, when the act of June 
28, 1902, included them in that zone. 

(11) That Colombia reserves the ri ht, in the canal zone fixed 
by said act, which extends from the Atlantic to the Pacific 
oceans, to establish ports, under her exclusive jurisdiction, be- 
tween the ports that the United States is allowed to open inland 
and the open ocean, thereby enabling Colombia to completely 
control those outside ports in ways that would, under this treaty, 
ees their free and convenient use as canal ports. 

(12) + this treaty excludes the idea that the United : States 
can erect fortifications at or near Colon, or on the four islands in 
the Bay of Panama that command the canal zone and its Pacific 
entrance, even to resist the fortress at Panama, which the act of 
Congress includes in the canal zone, or to protect the canal and 
the railroad against foreign assault, or from being raided by hos- 
tile parties in Colombia. 

(18) That this treaty deprives the United States of all right to 
land military forces in the canal zone, except in cases of unfore- 
seen and extreme danger to the canal, or to protect the canal 
against any foe unless Colombia is unwilling or unable to give 
such protection with her own forces, and it requires that our 
forces shall be instantly withdrawn from the canal zone when 
the forces of Colombia appear on the ground to take charge of 
the interruption. 

I will not now continue this outline of the most prominent 
obj to this treaty. 

last one I have stated is the feather that breaks the back 
, which was loaded upon the patient burden-bearer 
New York la see Seo meee qocminans sae oe Se 
he expected that we would pay Colom- 
relieving us from this horrible , but 
not permit us to assert ourselves even to this 
out that the camel’s back will break under 
Senate agrees to it, and those who insist upon 
the United States will have along and 
minutes spent in executive session the 
reopened and (at 1 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the 
pees adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, March 10, 19038, at 
o’clock m. : 


Breer ee 
fait 
wee 


: 
i 
H 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 9, 1903. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


George E. Marshall, of Maine, to be collector of customs for 
the district of York, in the State of Maine, to succeed Edward H. 
Banks, resigned. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
David L. Geyer, of Roswell, N. Mex., to be receiver of public 
at Roswell, N. Mex., his term having expired. 





| 
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ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY. 
Clarence F. Ely, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy, from the 6th day of March, 1903, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


; ‘ Corps, to be lieute 
Maj. Richard BE. Thom , Signal y i nant- 
colonel, March 2, 1903, to fil at original vacancy. 


Corps of Engineers. 
i. First Lieut. Meriwether L. Walker, Corps of Engineers, to 
be = December 23, 1902, vice McGregor, deceased. 
2. First Lieut. Robert P. Johnston, Corps of Engineers, to be 
captain, January 29, 1903, vice eaten yp vonage ; 
3. First Lieut. Robert R. Raymond, Corps of Engineers, to be 
captain, February 20, 1908, vice Beach, promoted. 
‘ d Lieut, Edward N. Johnston, Corps of Engineers, to 
be first lieutenant, December 23, 1902, vice Walker, promoted. 
. Sherrill of i , to be 


6. Second Lieut. John H. Poole, Corps of Engineers, to be first 
lieutenant, February 20, 1903, vice Raymond, promoted. 


Cavalry Arm. 


7. Lieut. Col. Charles A. P. Hatfield, Fifth Cavalry, to be 
colonel, March 2, 1908, vice Dimmick, unassigned, retired from 


a Maj. Pronk West, United States Ca inspector 
to be lieutenant-colonel, March 2, 1903, vice, eld, vite Gee 
alry, pee. 

9. d Lieut. Nathaniel M. Cartmell, Seventh pang to 
be first lieutenant, February 17, 1903, vice Kennington, Tenth 
Cavalry, promoted. 


10. Second Lieut. Otto W. Rethorst, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant, February 22, 1903, vice Parsons, Fourth Cavalry, 


moted. 
F Infantry Arm. 


11. Second Lieut. William B. Graham, Fifteenth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, December 29, 1902, vice Welborn, Ninth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

12. Second Lieut. E. Alexis Jeunet, First Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, December 30, 1902, vice Lyle, Fourteenth Infantry, 

rom ’ 

18. Second Lieut. De Witt C. Lyles, Twelfth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, December 31, 1902, vice Williams, Second Infantry, 
promoted. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ARIZONA. 


Oregon D. M. Gaddis, to be postmaster at Kingman, in the 
county of Mohave and Territory of Arizona, in place of Oregon 
D. M. Gaddis. Incumbent’s commission expired February 14, 


1903. 
COLORADO. 


ee ee ere oe ie 
county of Archuleta and State of Colorado. Office became Pres- 
“Mas it ends io ks postmaster at 
rge N. ymond, a , in 
county of La Plata and State of Colorado, in eed M. 
gs. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1903. 

H. Shone, to be postmaster at Alamosa, in the county 
of Conejos and State of Colorado, in place of Horace H. Duben- 
dorff, removed. 

FLORIDA. 


Thomas 8. Harris, to be tmaster at Liveoak, in the county 
of Suwanee and State of Florida, in place of Thomas S. Harris. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1902. 


ILLINOIS. 
° ny at Bradley, in the 
county of Kankakee and State of Illi , in place of Edward C. 
Schumacher. Incumbent’s commission i 4, 1902. 

H C. Paradis, to be rat , i the county 
of ee and State of Mili in place of Jefferson O’Brien. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 8, 1903, 

INDIANA. 

David A. Lambert, to be rat Muncie, in the county 
of Delaware and State of Indiana, in place of David 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 3, 1908. 

KANSAS. 

David J. Keller, to be postmaster at National Military Hi 
in the county of Leavenworth and State of Kansas, in Boe 
grag Powell. Incumbent’s commission expired February 


KENTUCKY. 


George W. Albrecht, to be postmaster at Middlesboro, in the 
county of Bell and State of Kentucky, in place of Laura V. Herd. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 6, 1903. 

LOUISIANA. 


Romanta T. Hart, to be postmaster at Rayne, in the parish of 
Acadia and State of Louisiana. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1903. 

MICHIGAN. 

S. V. Bullock, to be postmaster at Howard City, in the county 
of Montcalm and State of Michigan, in place of Orlando J. Knapp. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 27, 1903. 

MONTANA. 

L. V. Bogy, to be aster at Chinook,in the county of Cho- 

teau and State of Montana. Office became Presidential July 1, 


1901. 
NEBRASKA. 


Frederick J. Etter, to be postmaster at South Omaha, in the 
county of Douglas and State of Nebraska, in place of Frederick 
J. Etter. Incumbent’s commission expired December 21, 1902. 

C. K. Olson, to be ter at Newman Grove, in the county 
of Madison and State of Nebraska, in place of Gilbert W. Ran- 
dall, deceased. 

Clarence E. Stine, to be postmaster at Superior, in the county 
of Nuckolls and State of Nebraska, in place of John D. Stine, de- 


NEW YORK. 


Alfred S. Emmons, to be aay at Spencer, in the county 
of Tioga and State of New York, in place of Alfred S. Emmons. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 19, 1902. 

NORTH CAROLINA, 

Thomas G. Stilley, to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
county of Beaufort and State of North Carolina, in place of John 
B. Respess. Incumbent’s commission expired July 7, 1902. 

OHIO. 

William E. Pelley, to be postmaster at Mingo Junction, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Ohio, in place of William T. 
Griffith, resigned. 

John M. Washington, to be postmaster at Sabina, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Ohio, in place of John Washington, to 
correct name. 

OREGON. 

William B. Curtis, to be postmaster at Marshfield, in the county 
of Coos and State of Oregon, in place of William B. Curtis. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1903. 

Marion F. Davis, to be postmaster at Union. in the county of 
Union and State of Oregon, in place of Marion F. Davis. Incum- 
bent’s commission ired February 14, 1903. 

Thomas B. Randall, to be postmaster at Oregon City, in the 
county of Clackamas and State of Oregon, in place of George F. 
Horton. Incumbent’s commission expired January 31, 1902. 

Andreas L. Sproul, to be postmaster at Ontario, in the county 
of Malheur and State of Oregon. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1902. 

Benjamin F. Vaughan, to be postmaster at Heppner, in the 
county of Morrow and State of Oregon, in pluce of Benjamin F. 
Vaughan. Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1903. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Joseph M. Bloss, to be postmaster at Titusville, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Martin R. 
Rouse. bent’s commission expired December 20, 1902. 

Moses A. Foltz, to be postimaster at Chambersburg, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Moses 
A. Foltz. Incumbent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. 

Edwin F. Luckenbach, to be postmaster at Mauch Chunk, in 


the county of Carbon and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
— . Esser. Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 


John H. Martin, to be postmaster at Clearfield, in the county 
of Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John M. 
Chase, jr. Incumbent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 

William H. Brunson, to be postmaster at Edgefield, late Edge- 
field Court-House, in the county of Edgefield and State of South 
Carolina. Office became Presidential April 1, 1897. 

W. L. Harris, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county of 
Charleston and State of South Carolina, in place of George I. 

. Incumbent’s commission expired June 14, 1902. 
H. McKee, to be postmaster at Darlington, in the 
county of Darlington and State of South Carolina, in place of 
oa H. McKee. Incumbent’scommission expired January 10, 


J. P. Murphy, to be postmaster at Bamberg, in the county of 
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Bamberg and State of South Carolina. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1899. 


Marcu 10, 





Inm'witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of +. at my own office, in Carson City, Nev., this 25th day of Febru- 


a7. 4D. 903. 
SEAL.] W. G. DOUGLASS, 
Secretary of State. 


GEORGE N. NOEL, 
Deputy 











SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Boyd Wales, to be postmaster at Howard, in the county of Miner 
and State of South Dakota, in place of Frank T. Hoard. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired January 7, 1903. 

VIRGINIA. 

Mary D. Jones, to be postmaster at Lawrenceville, in the county 
of ene and State of Virginia, in place of William F. Jones, 
resigned. 








AFFAIRS IN VENEZUELA. 


Mr. STEWART. I present a resolution, in the nature of a 
memorial, from the legislature of the State of Nevada, remon- 
strating against the action of England and Germany toward 
Venezuela and favoring the strict enforcement of the Monroe 
doctrine. Iask that the resolution may be printed in the Rrcorp, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed in 
the REcorD, as follows: 


Whereas a dispute has arisen between Venezuela, a South American re- 
ublic, and certain European powers over an alleged indebtedness due from 






































WASHINGTON. 


John F. Irby, to be postmaster at Ritzville, in the county of 
Adams and State of Washington, in place of George Sinclair. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1903. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 9, 1908. 


ee i. itreton of said ‘te having been tendered the 
JUDG ereas ar on oO. ute has, after nm tende 
or » President of the United States, referred to the Taternational board 


Page Morris, of Minnesota, to be United States district judge 


known as The Hague Tribunal; and 
for the district of Minnesota, commencing July 1, 1903. 


Whereas pen the decision of such tribunal, upon which to base a set- 
tlement of said of indebtedness and adjustment of such dispute, Ger- 
eney and Great Britain have used and are using coercion in the —, 
by directing and continuing to direct a naval bombardment at the coas 
forts and fortifications of Venezuela, resulting in the destruction of life and 


roperty; an 

. Whereas we believe that such action on the part of Germany and Great 
Britain is uncalled for in the circumstances, and is in contravention of the 
spirit and intention of the Monroe doctrine, to which declaration of princi- 
pes the United States is irrevocably pledged, and to the infringement of 
which this nation is unalterably o : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the people of the State of Nevada, r sented in senate and as- 
sembly, That we are not in favor with the action of Germany and Great Brit- 
ain in we force and coercion against the South American ublic of Ven- 
ezuela, and we hereby express our earnest disapproval of such a course; that 
we are disinclined to view with either patience or equanimity the action of 
any European nation tending to disturb or disrupt the penee and tranquillity 
of any of the Republics of the Western Hemisphere, or give color of ground 
for the taking of further liberties upon American soil; t we believe that 
this course on the part of Germany and Great Britain in the present instances 
is in spirtt and intent a repudiation on the of the Monroe doctrine and 
a move pregnant with danger to the ultimate maintenance of its nes 
and that, therefore, we do most earnestly protest against the continuance 0: 
this course, and trust that the President of the United States will at once 

romulgate such a construction of the doctrine enunciated by President 

Honros as will give effectual notice to all foreign pouess to desist; and be it 

Further resolved, That copies of this resolution be forwarded to our Sena- 
tor and Representative in Congress. L atzoue 


President of the Senate. 
C. H. McINTOSH 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 10, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore resumed the Chair. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE. 


Mr. STEWART. I present a resolution, in the nature of a pe- 
tition, from the legislature of Nevada, favoring the election of 
United States Senators by a direct vote of the people. I ask that 
the resolution may be printed in the Recorp, and referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 

Assembly concurrent resolution relating to the election of United States 
Senators by direct popular vote. 


Whereas the e of this State, as shown by a vote taken thereon, favor 
an amendment e Constitution of the United States ae for the 


election of United States Senators by a direct pop vote; an . % 
Whereas it is evident that a Saree madortty of the American people favor winner whoo 
such amendment, as shown by the tone of the public press and by the reso- of the Assembl 
lutions = = nate Be ae of the —_ — and the resolution J. A. OL v- 
passed by the Na ouse of Representatives; an oe 
Whereas Article V of the Constitution of the United States provides that Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 


Congress, on the application of the legislatures of two-thirds of the several Approved, March 4, 1908. 


States, shall call a convention for g amendments thereto. 

Resolved, t. ore, the 'y and senate concurring, That the legislature 
of the State of Nevada favors the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution which shall provide for the e on of United States Senators by popu- 
lar vote, and respectfully requests thata convention be called for the purpose 
of ‘proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States as pro- 
vided for in Article V of said Constitution, which amendment shall provide 
for a change in the present method of electing United States Senators, so 
that they can be chosen in each State = direct vote of the 5 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution and application to for 
the calling of a convention be sent to the President of the United States Sen- 
ate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and to each of the repre- 


JOHN SPARES, Governor. 


Senate joint and concurrent resolution No. 1, “relating to the dispute be- 
tween Venezuela and foreign powers,” introduced by Senator Pitt on Janu- 
ary 27, 1903, read first time. Rules suspended; read second time by title, and 
referred to committee on Federal relations. January 28, 1903, reported 
committee on Federal relations favorably with the recommendation that it 
be . Made special order for Monday at 11.30a. m., February 2, 1908. 
Rules suspended, considered engrossed, placed on third and final 
passage, and passed by the following vote: Ayes 16, noes 0, absent 1. Trans- 
mitted ¢ to the assembly February 2, 1903—E. T. George, assistant secretary of 
the senate. February, 3 1903, received in the assembly; r d, - 
ered first reading; rules suspended; read second time by title, and referred 


























sentatives of the State of Nevada in the Congress of the United States. to committee on Federal relations—F. C. Armstrong, assistant clerk to 
Resolved, That our representatives in Congress be directed to urge upon | assembly. February 17, 1903, reported back from committee with recom- 
Congress the calling of a convention pro for by these resolutions. mendation; February 23, 1 ced on bottom of file. rT 28, 1903, 
L. ALLEN. placed upon third reading and final passage, and passed by the following 
President ote Senate. vote: Ayes 33, noes 0, absent 4; returned to the senate—F. C. Armstrong, 

MARION 8. SON. assistant clerk of theassembly. March 2, 1903, received in senate and sent 


enrollment—E. T. George, assistant secretary of the senate. 
Filed in the office of secretary of state March 4, 1903. 
W. G. DOUGLASS, 
Secretary of State. 


a. 
3 aoree of the Senate. 


Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 


JOHN SPARKS, Governor. 

Assembly concurrent resolution No. 4, relating to the election of United 

States Senators by direct popular vote. By Riley. February 11, 1903, rules 

suspended, reading had, considered, rules further nded, read second time 

by title, and referred to committee on Federal relations. February 12, 19038, 

rted back from committee that it do pass as amended. Poreer 
1963, amendments adopted. Considered, engrossed, and placed upon 

ing and final passage, and passed by the following vote: Ayes 29, noes 0, 


Approved February 25, 1903. 
STATE OF NEVADA, Department of State, ss: 

I, W.G. Douglass, the aly elected, qualified, and acting sec of state 
of the State of Nevada, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, full, 
and correct copy of the original senate joint and concurrent resolution, No.1 
relating to oe between Venezuela and foreign powers, now on file and 
of record in office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the t 
seal of state at my office in Carson City, Nev., this 4th day of March, A. D 


terns, _ Frameeriitd to amnate-Y.C Acpesteeas, commient geet shemem, | oes wsevuiiae 

. evruary ° receiv: n senate. ebruary es sus- SEAL. a. ASS 
pended, reading had, considered, first oes, rules further suspended, read t J Secretary of State. 
second time by titie, and referred to committee on Federal relations. Feb- By GEORGE N. NOEL 
yuery. 20, 1903, reported back from committee favorably with recommenda- ° Denut 
tion that it do pass; placed on third reading and final and b ipuly. 


the following vote: Ayes 15, noes0,absent2. Return to the assem ly—E. F. 
George, assistant sometaty senate. February 24, are in the as- 
sembly, sent to enrollment—F. C. Armstrong, assistant clerk of assembly. 


| SraTe or NEVADA, Department of State, ss: 


I, W. G. Douglass, the duly elected, qualified, and acting secretary of 
state of the State of Nevada, do hereby ; that the foraging is a true, 
full, and correct copy of the original assembly concurrent resolution No. 4, 
now on file and of record in this office. 


OKLAHOMA, NEW MEXICO, AND ARIZONA. 


Mr. STEWART. I present a resolution, in the nature of a pe- 
tition, from the legislature of the State of Nevada, favoring the 
admission of the Territories of Oklahoma, New Mexico, and Ari- 
zona into the Union as sovereign States. I ask that the resolu- 
tion lie on the table, and that it be printed in the Recorp. 
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There bein 


no objection, the resolution was ordered to lie on 
the table, and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
Assembly fat resolution relative to the admission of the Territories of Okla- 


oma, New Mexico, and Arizona as sov States. 

Whereas the le of the Territories of Oklahoma, New Mexico, and Ari- 
sone, rm vely, have asked to be admitted as sovereign States of this 
union; an 

Whereas these Territories have shown by. their development, as 
wer as their devotion and loyalty to the Government of United States; 


an 

Whereas the people of the Territories of Oklahoma, New Mexico,and Ari- 
zona have an inherent right to such admission by virtue of its principles 
enumerated in the Declaration of dence. use suc on 
is vouchsafed them by the policy pt ) 4 Government in the admis- 
sion of nearly all the States ata © when they were less fitted to assume 
self-government than are the Territories of ma, New Mexico, and 
Arizona at this time; and 

Whereas the Territorial form of government is intolerable and obnoxious 
to a free and ambitious people because of its incongruity and should only be 
tolerated as a temporary necessity to prepare its people for self-government: 


Therefore, be it 
eae with the assembly, That our Representa- 
d they are hereby, requested to use all honorable 
e passage of House ution No. 12543 now pending 
in Gongess and eee known as the omnibus bill, 
ved, Tha uested to forward a 


fe excellency the governor be req 
certified copy hereof toeach of our Senatorsand tatives in Congress. 
ON 8. WILSON, 


of the Assembly. 

*“" President of the Senate. 
C. H. McINTO! 

Secretary of the Senate. 


JOHN SPARES, Governor. 
Assembly joint resolution No. 5, relative to the admission of the Territo- 


Approved, February 23, 1903. 


ries of Oklahoma, New Mexico, an: assovereign States. Introduced 
by Mr. Griffin, February 13, 1903. Rules suspended; considered 
first reading; rules er suspended; second time title, and re- 
ferred to committee on Federal relations. Reported by co: ttee on Federal 
relations with recommendations that it do pass. Conside e , and 
paced on Card readin , and final , and the following vote 
ek demain Veheeaee ta Ek eesieel te ainese Peres a oe 
clerk, assem 'e sena 'e 
Rules puspendsd; uaa considered first reading; rules er sus- 
pended; read the second © by title, and referred to committee on Federal 
relations. peprusey ? 1903, repo from committee favorably with 
recommendations that it do February 19,1903. Placed on third readi 
and final passage, and by the following vote: Yeas 15, noes 0, absent 2. 
— to assem bly—E. nt secretary of the 
‘ebruary 


; senate, 
1908. Received in assembly and sent to enrollment—F.C. Arm- 
strong assistant clerk, assembly. 

Filed in office of secretary of state February 23, 1908. 


W. G. DOUGLASS 


Secretary of State. 
STATE OF NEVADA, Department of State, ss: 

I, W. G. Douglass, the duly elected, qualified, and acting secretary of state 
of Nevada, do hereby wry that the Soveqoing, is a true, full, and correct 
copy of the ori 1 assembly joint resolution No. 5, rélative to the admis- 
sion of certain Territories, now on file and of record in this office. 


In witness whereof I have hereunto set my eee and affixed the great seal 
of State at my office in Carson City, Nev., 24th day of February, A. D. 


wionds.} W. G. DOUGLASS, 
Secretary of State. 
THE ALASKAN BOUNDARY. 
Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a ve 
able and exhaustive article on the Alaskan boundary, by John W. 


Foster, published in the National oncarags ine, Novem- 
ber, 1899. I should like to have copies of it printed. I think it 
would be very interesting to the public. Howeyer, there are 
some maps in the article, and if they are to be p I under- 


stand that it has to go to the Committee on Printing. I ask if 
that reference is necessary. Otherwise I request unanimous con- 
sent that it be printed as itis. I will send it to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not know of 
anything in the rules which requires that the paper shall be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. STEWART. Then I ask unanimous consent for the print- 
ing of the article, with the maps. The maps have been crossed 
out, but the marks can be readily erased. 

Mr. HOAR. What will be the cost. 

Mr. STEWART. The cost will be less than $500. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada 
asks unanimous consent that an article by John W. Foster, touch- 
ing the Alaskan boundary, be printed, together with the maps, 
as a Senate document. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the order is made. 


JUDSON N. POLLARD. 


On motion of Mr. TELLER, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted Mr. Judson N. Pollard to withdraw his 
papers from the files of the Senate, there having been no adverse report on 


© same, 
SENATE ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. BURROWS submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resol That there be printed 750 ies, in cloth, of the first volume of 
the new edition of the Senate Election compiled in pursuance of the 
resolution adopted by the Senate April 17, 1902; said copies to be for the use 
= es members of the Senate and to be distributed by the Secretary of the 

na 
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EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 


PANAMA CANAL TREATY. 


The Senate, in executive session, having under consideration the ratifica- 
tion of the convention with the Republic of Colombia for the construction 
of the Canal (the injunction of secrecy having been removed from 
the remarks of Mr. MoRGAN thereon)— . 


Mr. MORGAN said: 

Mr. PRESIDENT: This treaty requires the people of Colombia to 
be associated with us officially in the government of the canai 
zone 6 miles wide and 46 miles long, while in the ports of Colom- 
bia which intercept and cover the canal zone at each end and on 
both sides of the zone a dense population is controlled by the 
people and rulers of Colombia. 

COURSE OF BRITISH GOVERNMENT IN REGARD TO SUEZ CANAL. 


After the British Government had acquired a large interest, 
nearly one-half of the stock in the Suez Canal, she found it nec- 
essary for the protection of that canal and her commerce passing 
through it and the short route to her Indian and Australian pos- 
sessions to gain military command over the approaches to the 
Suez Canal. She then set about with her prescient wisdom to 
acquire and fortify the peninsular of Aden, which completely 
commands the Sea at its eastern entrance into the Pacific 


Then, at the close of the war of the combined powers with Rus- 
sia, she acquired and fortified the island of rus, which, with 
the island of Malta, commands the northern entrance of the Suez 


But these were outside defenses and were inadequate protection 
against the Egyptian fellahin, soldiers, and robbers and the Be- 
douin nomads of Arabia and Assyria. A military force had to be 
placed in Egypt in command of the country traversed by the 
canal, and Great Britain supplied it. 

There was no canal zone set apart in the canal charter granted 
by the Khedive of Egypt to De Lesseps and his associates. His 
laws were supreme there, and, as he had no parliament, his will 
was supreme over the people, and the will of his master at Con- 
stantinople, the Sultan of Turkey, was supreme over him. 

Great Britain then, under the pretext of collecting a debt from 
Egypt, moved upon Alexandria with her fleets, and after cap- 
turing that great entrepdt to the Nile, she moved against Cairo 


and then against the Soudan and captured all Eeypt She still 
holds it, and is improving the country with a wonde irrigating 
dam at Assouan 


All this movement came from the central thought and purpose 
of preserving her ascendency over the Suez Canal, which is of 
far greater importance to her commerce and her imperial power 
than is her political supremacy over the Dominion of Canada. 

She went still further to secure perfect safety for this great 
artery through which the life blood of her commerce flows, and 
her empire is thus brought into close contact in its sweep around 
the world. 

She secured the assent of twenty-one of the European and 
Asiatic powers to the treaty of Constantinople of 1888, whereby 
she pl all Europe and all Asia, except China and Japan, to 
the preservation of the neutrality, freedom, innocent use, and the 
exemption of the canal from all hostilities and against blockade. 

Thus fortified against outward attack from any nation, she 
takes care of the domestic enemies of the canal by constantly 
maintaining an army in Egypt. 

Great Britain understands the value of the great gateway at 
Suez and the delicacy of the task of its preservation, but we do 
not seem to understand the far greater value to us of the canal 
across the American Isthmus, and we seem to be utterly blind as 
to the value of our corresponding gateway or the terrible risk we 
are incurring in its exposure to the malign influences that en- 
viron it. 

MILITARY CONTROL OF CANAL YIELDED TO COLOMBIA. 

We yield the military control of the canal zone, in this treaty, 
entirely to Colombia, and the even greater hazard of its civil 
police control, and the preservation of human life in the dangers 
of the worst climate in the world, to the joint control with our 
authorities of the most turbulent and filthiest people in the world 
that claim to be civilized; we yield the judicial control to joint 
courts composed of judges, Spanish and American, in a mixed 
tribunal; we place everything and everybody under the laws of 
Colombia—civil, criminal, military, and ecclesiastical—and do 
not even réserve the right to extend the protection given by our 
Constitution to the personal rights of our people, as to the writ 
of habeas corpus, trial by petit jury, or indictment by grand jury, 
or against cruel or unusual punishments, or the right of the 
accused to have the assistance of counsel of his own selection, or 
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to defend himself, or the right to be confronted by witnesses 
brought to testify against him, or the right of ap to the courts 
of the United States, or to the benefit of the ming power by 
our President. 

We do all this, and worse, in this treaty with a blind confidence 
in our superior power and wisdom that shocks the world at its 
recklessness, and offends against the moral sense of mankind by 
our evident purpose to break our treaty engagement with Colom- 
bia whenever they stand in the way of our actual supremacy over 
the canal zone. : 

In the debates on the Spooner amendment I have placed in the 
record, where they will stand forever, the undoubted and un- 
challenged proof of all I now assert. I will now proceed to offer 
other and more recent proofs to establish what I now say. 

QUOTATIONS FROM NELSON'S FIVE YEARS IN PANAMA. 


I call attention, again, to Document No. 401, Fifty-seventh 
Congress, first session, which contains extracts from a book of 
Dr. Wolfred Nelson, entitled “‘ Five years in Panama,’’ and will 
again quote a few leading or the information of Sena- 
tors who have recently been chosen to this body. He says: 

[Page 5.] 

Colon “as is” is not Colon “as was.” The Colon of Ma ~ a ee I 
landed there, was totally destroyed by fire on the 3lst of March, ae 
y 


a revolution on the Isthmus, involving a loss of omen. It was the 
settlement on the island, w. on some charts is Manzanillo. It is of 
i ble toilers of the sea. It is 


uarters of a mile long by about ome third of eunile wide With a sur- 
face htly above the sea level, perhaps as much as 8 feet, and is connected 
with the Spanish Main by a railway embankment. 
(Pages 6 and 7.] 
Beyond the church is the Panama Railway hospital, facing a dense growth 
te ee eee Its rear out on the sea. 
The land side of the en by the working classes, a thor- 
oughly cosmopolitan lot. They were of all kinds—black, white, yellow, native, 
0 ° 
Before Colon let me revert to its climate once as climate 
means health or sic , veoe to Panama the dean of the medical 
faculty, a Colombian, neatly ied the seasons as follows: He said to me: 
“Fi Sago Che wed amnasn, Bening Poe anete eee fost te Se 
15th of Goseaber, when people die of yellow fever in fouror fivedays. Next 
you have the dry or healthy season, from December 15 to Agi 16, when 
le die of pernicious fever in from twenty-four to thirty-six ~ 
Five years as a practitioner of medicine at Panama amply confirmed his 
views, and it is the best division of the seasons that I know of. And @ 
of climate, sickness, and dying, a few words about Mount Hope or ey 
Hill, as the latter has become the final resting of thousands. It is the 
cemetery on the Colon side of the Isthmus. Hope is its 
gpane, ont | ening EE eer ee It is reached by rail. 
Funeral trains are as much an institu oy Pte y Since 
ASS Seen Sa, SO day of February, 1881 
pm mee pm ed ae there. During two seasons o 
epidemic it is said that the burials averaged from 90 to 40 per day, and that 
for weeks together. 17) 


The yellow fever of the Isthmusof Panama is a peculiarly malignant dis- 
ease. I can recall 41 admissions to the tal ina few wooks fol. 


1880. ot " 
twenty admissions to the officers’ ward of canal on 
abstainers on the Isthmus have been swept away by 
oat Reese Raaerete canes. cee being Sy ome. Va been abandoned and 
in which death was looked for. recovered, thanks to abstemious habits. 

[Page 48.} 
Well do I recall a scene during m ee 


when I saw Count de Lesseps Pacers eat eee 
of a German bishop, M. of Costa A lane leading from 
manta Ghovongnse to Te aeaehete of the Protestant had 
both of its sides SS SS SS Se or that 
W away co ea 
ing utensils of the “late 
As many on the Isthmus, both native and foreign, die of fever 
means a of the infec- 
tious and contagious nam The au' never do more 


I remember an old well near the gas works, one of those stone 

the so fond of building. That well been filled in 
with just such , at last it coned up above it. That is their way, 
and a very bad one it is, to. 


Ww: as long as are mated the man will be on his conduct. To 
one p Seow ean - 
we Thane weann knosr the man of tundr dina thoveughiy,end taay Goons 
matrimony little better than serfdom. 
[Page 66.) 
The Gulf of Panama is noted for its islands. The early is full of 


[Pages 66 and 67.] 
Owing to the doldrums at times, variable winds at others, and strong cur- 
renta, sailing vessels have been two and three weeks beating up the Gulf of 
ma 


nama. 

Apropos of dol I remember the case of the British ship Straun, 
Canadian-built vessel. e cleared from Panama for Chile early in Ma in 
the year 1884, if I remember rightly. Bho got back to Panama one hundred 
and five days later. Upon getting out in the gulf she struck the doldrums 
and beat up and down. Once she got across the line, and for weeks was beat- 
na seems ees. Sons eentl conseee® Chowere of suite, stotaas, ane 
puffs of win: e captain, who was well-known to m taken on pro- 

dred da than to take him to Chile 


visions for one hun: 8, more 
These to fail and the "s bo being in those sk 
waters, crew t the greater eir 
time in At he had to put to Pan- 


. at one 
he cleared from off Isla de Naos. This will give my readers some idea of the 
doldrums, or region of on that side of the ¥sthm which are one of 
the most serious drawbacks any ship canal in that . Of course I 
merely refer to eee vee. 8 officers have estimated that at 
times the currents in SO phe A gs I have known of a 
vessel making Panama, with a cargo of coal, being nearly a month beating 


up. 
wcenr thew islands at dead low water there is excellent and safe 
Fiamenco, or Dead Mans is 


is rocky. 
that Ni 
Mans Island. , too. There no end of sailors and 
officers have found final ancho beyond the storms and squalls of life. 
Many of these brave fellows have nm the victims of yellow fever. On the 
face of the island toward the city of Panama one sees a handsome monument 
which was erected to the memory of the officers and men of the U. 8. 8. 
Jamestown who fell victims to yellow fever while anchored there in the 
yee Eighty of her officers and crew are buried there. She was sent to 
e North Pacific and kept there for two years. Then she wasordered to the 
Hawaiian Islands. No sooner did she get into a warm, tropical climate than 
ae fever again developed. Such is the vitality of the germs of that aw- 


[Page 72.] 
Portas Ge of Restingue is a small island called El Moro. At lo 
water it ee <a a sand bar, for it is a Siamese twin of 
insular variety. At high water El Moro is a mound- 


the r are 
like island, about a quarter of a mile and broad, and some 300 feet high. 
Gn is face toward Hectingua ame ie 1850 


men were swept Enlaria, peraidious ana ‘yellow 
yer away on El by us yellow 
levers. 

The transfer cost the company an enormous amount of money, but to save 
the men they had to make it. climate to-day is the same as it was when 
Patterson, founder of the Bank of E land, Pp 
on the Isthmus of Darien. He called the city the 
New Edinburgh, and he considered the isthmus the “ key to the universe.” 
Macaulay tells us Seo ee ed ied et ae eh 
months were reduced to three or four h and then the climate and 
their enemies forced them to leave; and itisrelated that when they embarked 
they were too weak to hoist the of their vessels, and that the Spaniards, 
who were interested in their assisted them. 


falls is asto: 3 B Bap Bese erren es IS ipenes yor eanam, This, when 
com: wi in Egypt of 9 inches, w 

ditch through the ds of § a 

an Be qetepeetns Seanrens yy means « fairly healthy wet 

season—that is, of course, for Isthmus. en the rains are 
late, it means a season, and in the hot days between yellow fever 

case after case. Then the rain comes on and there is a mar - 
inution in the number cass. Aanin, after hot, sunny Gays without rains 
new crop of yellow-fever cases ts. 


culture of its specifi or micro-organism, if you will, and inoculated 
h a mild the disease. There is another factor that has 
salt and — water Se a dite te = 
vers e 

decomposition already referred to This admixture of wator ia considered 

great importance in crea’ intense forms of malarial poison, par- 
Boe et eerie like that of tne Beattie 

(Pages 120, 121, 122, 123, and 124.) 

The formalities attending the opening of cemeteries on the Isthmus are 


While I on the Isthmus the new government cemetery was opened 


The enthusiasm regarding that new cemetery was something astonishing, 
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Amape et yellow fever and epidemics, the following statement wili be 


“In September, , the harbor of Colon was full of shipping. The latter » 
became infected. The Effecthia, a brig, lost all her crew but the cook. Two 
steamers of La mpagnie Generale Transatlantique, named the N. 
Bizxio the Fournel, lost 20 men. The Royal Mail steamers Larne and Nile 
also lost a few between mber and January, 1885. One hundred and 
seventy cases had occurred , With a mortality of over two-thirds. Isaw 
= Colon in ey ee I rie Colon weryenety to see 
myself. The English Jity of Liverpool cases on 

She was at the dock. and within 20 fest of her stern was a large pile , 
ee wane wnat sold by the Panama Railway 


all vessels it. 
an American three-masted schooner, wasin the berth 
next to the City of She had dischar, her cargo of ice and was 
taking in the ballast. of her crow sickened with the disease and died, a 
She sailed for a Southern port, United States of America, with a foul bill of 
Consul R. K. Mba «5 i: of Colon. She arrived 
t the Southern port late in the fall, discharged the ballast on flat cars that 
direct to Philadel i 












































B 
B 


ie 
agh 5 
: 
Le 
ae 
erae 
iy 
ce 
fi 
a 
a 


i 
: 
i 
| 
| 


ne 
eerie 
ale 
: oe cee 3 
Ei HE 
A 4 ge. 
uF g dea 
iene 
i 4 gee i 
Hiker 
Babeene & 


I have ted the above from one of my articles on yellow fever, m 
atest & so being to illustrate the value of some bills of health issued 
to shipping by the civil authorities on the Isthmus. The Fournel, the 
lost her captain and nine or ten men. They wished to 

her, and to a doctor in Colon, personally known to me, and he 
The steamship company would not accept it, 

but referred the matter to the general agent in Colon. Hoe in turn ap- 
Reaith, and the veal went to apn from a hotbed of the diseaso 


z 
: 
| 


fe 

af 
i 
i 
: 
BF 
lt 
ti 


and the vessel went to sea from a hotbed of the disease. 
In month of September, 1884, the canal company buried 654 officers 
some 


While on the su’ of laws, kegietation that was enacted this year 
may en to my readers. have thought it well to quote the 
law Spanish, for word as it was published, and below it give a 


it 
bfoley 
cibets 
a 
re 
2 ie 
Hel 
HL 

bet 
el 
ae 


ne 
a 
i“ 
: 
He 
i 
B 
Ee 
ak 


ae an contracted according to the rites Snes pi —_ 
tself ann jure) a purely civil marriage previo celebrated 
Saeeenee wah . : . f 


persons. 

“Arr. 35. For the purely civil effects of the law, it acknowledges the legiti- 
macy of children conceived prior to the annulation of a civil marriage by 
virtue of the provision of the ing article. 

other woman, according t0 the rites of the Catholic religion is otliged te 

r woman, e oO e olic re n, iso to 
Fong sis dows not for the first wife and for the children had by her so 
as 


she does not ner a rite. 
describing the churches of I referred to the fact that the 
Church of Rome had been and that the priests and sisters of 
had been driven out of the country, and that the church had been 
the benefit of Government. Of late years 
way very cautiously, strengthening her hands at 
ls her strength to be such that, according to 
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than another regarding which the Church of Rome 
has been as “firm as a rock,” it has been on the question of divorce—that 
once married nothing could undo the marriage save the cause of adultery. 
It would now seem that, according to the laws of Colombia, the civil mar- 
riages that have been in force for ay long years can be broken by anyone 
who wishes to put from him his wife, if the marriage was not according to 
rite. To all lovers of Searty. property so called, this retrograde 
movement in Colom whose boast is that her laws are the counterpart of 
the great blic of North, will cause both and pain, especially 
when they that Rome has struck this blow at the most sacred of insti- 


Under the laws of Colombia the press was at full liberty to discuss an 
subject. Strange to say, this law has been repealed, and under serere penal- 
ties the press is from publishing anything that reflects upon the 

vil administration of the Church of Rome. In fact, to such a pass have 
things come on the Isthmus that the press is no more free than is ons of t)hose 
unfortunates in the at Panama. All of thisseemsthe more incredible 
when we bear in that it is a purely blican form of government. 
The influences back of the executive are well known. have taken 
such shape in that country that to bea Free Mason means that a man can 
not be buried in consecrated ground, and the why and wherefore of intro- 
SR ae eer aeararing civil marriages are well known to those 


From my recent visits to the Isthmus and from information received from 
there while awa. see am of the opinion that this iron-handed legis- 
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As already stated, it was hoped that when the 
the disgraceful scones of the past were over forever 
the case. The present 
holds a direct concession from the Governmen 
new cemetery built under that concession. As 

t had been more than filled between the dates given. 
Isthmus during March. 1888, I went out to see how 
cemetery, and you can fancy my astonishment when 


: 
Sai : 
if 
ui 


if 
BSE. 


the cross, below that “* 1888,”’ and above it a scroll ” The wherefore of | lation, this hts of individuals and of the can have 
fae doe cree ian ellie fel bes hod Groton cal tee aie ns ae but one end—a revolution + will shake that country to center; and 
over 


rightly so. It is impossible to suppose that any intelligent who ha 
tame Go free 90 the air of beaver cen veceucibs themenves iniation of 
this type, which is unworthy of the autocrat of all the 


of Russias. 
The present status of the Panama Canal may be defined by sta that, : 
~- seven years’ work and an ture estimate of over $220,000.00, M . 


done. Sees Sata se Eee somatny to aor oe ‘euts hare and bonds 
Parisian and isthmian offices exceed $22,000,000 


of old graves, that could believe me. One of rannum. This does not include the turning over of a single shovelfni of 
"a : alike iad aa raves the dig ber of these sa rd regarding th Bite tract, rding which ae 7 

came a num con rega w 
ot Gee oe back wall of the cemetery. | It is probably one of the most remarkable documents ‘hah Gen aver denera 


up between a contractor and a tion. Allof the provisions are abso- 
lu in favor of the contractor. Tie exacted a lenge Genceh for as much as 
or francs, placed to his credit in the hands of two 

firms in Gales leeocienoncel ener work eball. Then his staff 

that was sent to was paid six months in advance by the canal com- 
. Oneof the engineers on that very work told w in Panama in 
1888, that the contracts called for ten gates at $1,000,000 euch, while 

the masonry and wherewithal to constitute a lock was to be a separate 
charge. Thus we have ten millions for ten gates, and, say, five millions for 
masonry; total, fifteen millions. The fact never to be lost sight of is this, 
ie has stated that they are to be temporary Thess 


DRite the rose-colored statements to the contrary. very little real work 
Canal at this writing. Work has been i 


ge of sections, > Lay as that they are comp . 


| 
| 


not the case. has bee because the com y is 
means to pay the contractors. At this time lawsuits aggrega 
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‘geveral millions, for damages and for breach of contract, are hanging over 
the Panama Canal Company. A lot of its ye on the Isthmus was adver- 
tised for a judicial sale, and amon, other gs that were enumerated in 
the list were the canal commana’ otel a a works and plant at the 
Boca. That was for a judgment of ng he case, I believe, been set- 
tled, and a number of contractors who iwe m dis and whose 
contracts had been given to others for advanced 3 rates have sued the com- 
Poo ont One of these contractors, M. Murraciole, a Frenchman, recovered 
000 francs damages. 


Dr. Nelson is a Canadian, who resided on the Isthmus for five 
years as a practitioner of medicine, and his character is very high 
and well avouched SF mga trem men in Washington. 

I will add to the above statements from a man of long actual 
experience in Panama, who wrote his book before we ever thought 
of acquiring the Panama route, the following official statements 
and depositions under oath: 

A LUGUBRIOUS HISTORY FROM AN OFFICIAL SOURCE. 


The final report of the Isthmian Canal Commission of November 30, 1901, 
— of the health of the Panama route in the following strong, graphic, 
an a ust terms. They say, in their final report, page 70: 

“The climate of the isthmian canal regions is generally damp and enerva- 
ting. The tem ture is not extreme, rarely rising as high as F5° or falling 
below 70°, but the ery So restricts the capacity for phys- 
ical exertion. The lowlands const have none been known as insa- 
lubrious, and the as are subject to — a ET tea the — difficulty 


to be encountered in the construction of ym 
= an adequate force or laborers and the > ele of th health 
efficien 

“In this t the puss route has a lugubrious history, from which 


te employees of this gua 
there were Ta cases of ess le Ue there would probably have been 
among the same number of men es in 80) 


States. Among Lng 4 L~ to y 
— the Nica: uring the operations of the , Maritime Canal Com- 
the health of f the force was reported to pe gced. 
matter is vital to the commercial world, to our coastwise line of 
ei to all travelers by way of the canal, and ‘ to. the health of our sapet, 
that even = strong statement of the Commission is not a full and sufficient 


warning of the danger. 
PRACTICAL EXPERIENCE. 


The true marys of the death rate at Panama was never written. It has 
been suppressed. At this date we can find but few men who knew and par- 
ticipated i in that nie among the laborers who were py lng tell even 
what one man could see and know of these great battles with “ destruc- 
tion that wasteth at night, and the mce that walketh at noonday.” 

The lives of the survivors were ortened $ and they nas nearly all passed 
away. They were probably 30 years old, on an average, at that e, and if 

were now living they would be from 60 to 80 years old. 

e of the participants informed the committee of his knowl- 
edge of this matter, at, eee he is old and sick from he there 
contracted, he came to oe nm to testify. Gottaring Pas Se Soe no per- 
sonal interest to subserve, but that he is Geanly ——— that his Govern- 
— should not create the ty for apenas the pees Rastory 


numbers, were at work on the t Panama. 

Mr. Plume states the following facts. His service with the Panama 
Railroad Company was from to 1888. 

“The CuatbuAn. How many icons did you have under you as a rule— 
about an average? 

‘Mr. PLUME. E had 9 men toovery section, end a ection yun 6 to 5 mies. 

“The CHAIRMAN. About how many people did the canal company have 
there while you ores © there? 

“Mr. PLUME. Well, tt was gore that they had 10,000, but 1 Sut very 
much if 5,000 were working. e labor is of such a class that it is utterly 
impossible to get them to onal it is - lazy, XX, 4-2 Jamaica 
labor, and the climate there is so ta 

“The CHAIRMAN. Well, now, I want to get at that, and I want you pos to 
be careful in your statements about that. Did you have any trouble in 
serving the health of the ar your control—these 10 men to a sec ont 


oa: a. Ob, a 
cet Wek wan i verage amount of loss per annum, say 


du ey e five or six years ‘ou were out of —_ nen now? 
OMe Pu poet month or two wees foveal on haps two 
t to you. If aman gets we there with rain be ie 
Eg ae next morning. Tho dave oummanoes to fail ot 8.50 o'clock 
ane ©. 0 man gets is chomies wet wie Sits Gow nad he goes 
totes th his es oD, as sure as he is born he will wake upsick the next 
orning. I never saw such a climate in all my life, and I have worked in 
the rice fields of South and gracious only knows that is bad one. 


in th 
Hill. Cor mm is about 5 miles from Colon, on a hill Monkey 
a pest not been therea year when we were up there. Over to Pana- 
t was the same way— bury, bury; running two, three, and four 
trains a day with dead Lmaicn niggers ail the time. ee eee 
like it. It did not make any difference whether they were black or white, to 
see the way they diethere! They die like animals. 
er.) enema Of what disease would they die, if you know anything 
a 


“Mr. Puume. There are four most deadly fevers. There is the yellow 
Soper, the pernicious fever, the putrid fever, and the typhoid fever, and the 
termittent fever. If the intermittent runs eno’ it will turn into 
wwenete or mom — nae res, A ty on will only last _ or four days, 
ess the ve pre and pretty severe treatanent 
me ae — RMAN. Di Did th e Panama Canal Company have good shelver for 
“Mr. PuumsE. Yes; there is no finer pons on the globe Rep ecne they 
have at Panama. It is on the side of the Ancon Moun ich used to 
a volcano several centuries ago, and the lava from the ‘voloni oo Caos 
Panama and out into the bay abouta mile. The ee a po 
It is said to have cost $5,000, and I guess it did valley 
dig a hole about 2 feet deep and wae eens to a boiling spring, ri sondat the 
mountains, and ae have ttn oy he go water up to se tal, 
There is a man in Panama who has a bury people. He opened 


28 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Marcu 10, 


a graveyard, I suppose 300 feet one way and 400 the other. Every ve is 
numbered that 7 may know who ‘io buried there. In exactly ne. reer 
after he onened © drove by there, and there were 1,875 crosses in that bury- 
ing ground, and that does not count the men that were in the ovens. They 
have ovens along the wall—a brick wall—and they bury people in there who 


can afford to for it; but there were 1,875 crosses in that un 
to give yuu othe idea of the health of the country. ae 
Th bout what year was tha’ 


e CHA t? 

“Mr. Proms. 4 That was in the ear] rt of 1887. DeLesseps brought out 
57 men owe for 2 oe chiefs of sections, and for different Surpass, 
clerks. three months, sir, there were only 8 of them left. Inever saw 
anything like it in my life. I? a man drinks ere, he is just as sure to die as 
he is alive; it is fatal; and pase is something very wonderful: I have alwa 
noticed if a Fren ts one of those fevers he is just as sure to die ashe 

hasa hair on his head. The doctors have told me t it ison account of 
their having drunk so much of this French claret in France, which is full of 
logwood, and it has burned the linings of their stomachs, as soon as the’ 
get ba fever ey &. allowance of quinine was an ounce, and it would 
t tis what affected my hearing. 
* The Snamneane You suffer from it yet? 

“Mr. PLUME. What is that? 

“The CHAIRMAN. You suffer from it yet? 

““Mr. PLumg. Oh, yes; and never will getoverit. I always took medi 
kept my liver clean, and that is the ee sees on my soot and when I 
that climate and came here a doctor worked six days and nights on me to 
save my life. My y brother-in-law told me that I must have a constitution of 
iron, and I believe I have.” 


OFFICERS OF THE PANAMA COMPANY TESTIFY. 


ar. Cotas, who Bes bony = count for the old we commpen: in America, states that 
thos hosp se the buildings, was y $4,648,197 trom 1881 to 
1890, of See ich cae 908 sum ae medicine. 

General Abbott ed hata during the same period the annual average 
ane of diseases at Panama was, for diseases of 18.83, — 


in idemic. 
General Abbott tells of another - lugubrious” sit situation, as to the railroad 


inhorsts, " follows 

Now, I will offer all that I have been able to collect with reference 
health on the Panama Railroad. There was a fearful loss of life durin; 
construction of the railroad. Z od over the route tn 1658, just after ! had 


been finished. The surgeon o steamer had been 


had to contend ae onl 
great many coolies been im 
wanted to get back to China. 


thing fright- 
rare! with suicide. A 
rted, and they were ha T unha ‘and 


ey had an idea if they commi suicide 

oy would go back. 
The qunsoge ent said it was necessary to watch them with the satent 
care; that if eeCihinamen found a little tle puddle of water he would d his 
face down into it until he drowned, ut exciting the attention or “notice 


ofanyone. The excessive eS rate was due, doubtless, not only to the 

climate, but also to the conditions and to the various races ~ were eet, 

It was not em ee that the heavy work — be done ae > 
hing like the mortality — be re- 


then encoun 

peated on — n line. 

- Weshhneine Cea You never heard of a Chinaman committing suicide in 

We it had occured to General Abbott tostate that the name of the railroad 
station at Matachin means “ d he would have been able to ac- 
count for the fact that Chinese: w when = with the ro would slip away 
from observation and drown themselves in puddles of water. 

A NAVAL OFFICER TESTIFIES. 

Commander Lucien Young states in his deposition on. follows: 

Mf a hb gt VN anne’ Panama. I had yel- 
low fever myself in and I neve seen them dying by the waesesais; 


gus on tes 08 pune fever is concerned, I would rather be in Habana 
Panama.’ 


This evidence, with much more that it is unnecessary to quote, establishes 
the fact that sens fever is eyed at Panama and other localities of the 


route; tit is of malignant and can not be ex ted, because 
it is the result of natural causes that uman agencies can Sot tena 
i yy upon this one fact, we would 


be wee — to the Nicaragua roube, oven at an excess of cost 


is the real power that must open this 
aa waterway. No Senator can be indifferent to this demand of Ee 


the risk of repea history of Panama 
the thirty years of human sacrifice epeating the Bi it so lugubrious. 


THE WALKER NICARAGUA CANAL COMMISSION'S REPORT OF 1899. 
This question is not new. It arose at ihe first moment of achoice between 


these routes, as ago asthe sixteenth century. It was carefully studied 
by our Com: of — dmiral Walker =o 
dent, in 1897- to the Wicars on weet Panama 


Company Def name aoe the following answer was 


made je by tha 

The impression that t this portion of the Isthmus is unusually unhealthy 
is erroneous. On thecontrary,thelocalconditionsare ae that with ordinary 
hygienic precautions the risks from disease are slight. 

The frequent rainfall on the east coast furnishes an ample vy an of fresh, 
soft water, condensed directly from the clouds. The poro y ae ty 
sorbs it so t 90 rapidly as t to prevent stagnation, while the auizeal Fe re 
remov hy 4 venger birds and fish continually on the alert rt toe fad 

“With their light, loose clothing, vegetable diet, and cleanly habits, the 
natives seldom er from fevers. Even our unacclimated Americans, 
ing froma rous winter temperature to the mild region of the trade winds, 
were, with few 7 exempt from febrile complaints, and amongst 
number gh yey sent out there was no Sore | in the coun 

6 constant ion of the wind, Sweeping through this low divide, 

to remove the noxious exhalations which characterize other portions 


e Isthmus. 
. Yellow fever finds no habitat at Greytown, and even when imported 
dows not become pcomie. Abstemious habits and careful police of camps 
pe eee th among laborers as will be found in many locations 
comeey. aoe e he climate would affect the labor question, therefore, 
chiefly eS = from its enervating influence. 
oo Stewart says that— 

7 othe ro ic conditions are excellent, and for the seven months we 
were in the field we worked in all conditions of weather, losing but one 
entire day on account of a of a heavy downpour of twelve hours.’ 

“The narrow limits Sapenee ure ra are shown from 
a few selected observations at various stations during year, as below 
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The Rio V station is located on the western of the Cordilleras, east 
Semi Taleentien = ite Ge Hence its greater 
gongs of 380 | degrees. ee ee ewe moerens 
facto consideration’ permanency portant works as w 
as in the health of the inhabitants.” 


I will now present official papers of later dates. 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 15, 1908. 
My Dear SENATOR: I have received from the Chief of the Bureau of 
Medicine and Su a communication, of which the inclosed isa copy. Te- 
lating to the subject-matter of your letter’of the 8th instant. I believe it 
covers substan’ 'y your inquiries, but if there is an oo information 
en wil ve me 


desired which is obtainable by this t it pleasure to 
put it at your tion. / 
Very respectfully, W. H. MOODY, 
Secretary. 
Hon. JoHN T. MORGAN, ° 
United States Senate. 


BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY, NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
December 10, 1902. 
Sir: Repl inate Se letter of Senator JoHn T. MorGAN, of December 8, 
referred to this u for report, I have the honor to state that the health 
of the marine an at ne for the tection de a rail- 
road a eA ry ng’ wo mon ap pover Weun eerie eopar. 
" y that of the 


the malaria} infection with which the personnel expe. 
er 


Tro 
ised; and. 
dition has been afflicted has not been greater than was to be expected un 
the condition—that of unacclimated material subjected to ical malarial 
influences without oe hospital facilities for itscare. Itis believed that, 
had there been a hospital ship within reach of this expedition during its stay 
on the Isthmus, or even after its transfer to Cule th 
it from tropical surround would have been obviated. 

A from the rited officer in of the naval ital, Norfolk, 
Va., where the sick of this ex ‘tion have “transferred for treatment, 
states that of the 40 men in 80 are now convalescent and most of the 
remainder are doing well. 

None of the naval véssels stationed at Panama have been afflicted with 
> fever, nor has there been any reportof bubonic plague on the Isthmus. 


ee sia P. M. RIXEY, 


Surgeon-General U. 8S. Navy. 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


I will now ant the special report of Dr. Hodgson, of the 

United States e-Hospital Service: 
PANAMA. 

-The city of a town of 15,000 inhabitants, is situated upon ah ele- 
i of land j into Panama a The town is irregularly laid 
out, with narrow, crooked streets, cObblestoned and filthy: The houses are 
Spanish in architecture in the least. bad part of the city, and the rest of the 


town is made up of wooden shacks in stages of decay. There are two 
small sewers in the p but they are connected with only a few of the best 
houses. There is ani nt-water supply of inferior water piped in from 
a river some distance back in the country. 

The population isa set, the leavings of the old canal con- 
— ue per cent Jamaica negroes accounts for most of the 

e town. 

The harbor is situated at the head of be gy ye 2 miles from the town, 
and is protected by several small islands. e omnes condition of the 
anchorage is-naturally perfect, being swert by a 16f tide daily. The 
island enews the shi is inha by the employees of the steamship 


compani borers, stevedores, and coal passers. 

hare beeonstant communication between this island and Panama, and 
daily intercourse with the shipping. Yellow fever is endemic in Panama, 
sporadic cases occurring at intervals and epidemic whenever there 
is an immigration of noninrmunes, during fav ospheric conditions. 

Panama is the point of distribution and. collection of all passengers and 
freight of the Pacific coast destined across. the Isthmus. It is the key to the 

uarantine situation of the west coast, and if it was not a focus of infection 

itself, many pocaues onthe Atlantic side could be averted by proper quar- 
antine regulations. 

The houses of Panama areso constructed and of such material and so filth 
that a general conflagration would be the safe-means of disinfection. 
ae conceive of any other means by which the infection could be eradi- 


cated. 
There are four regular lines of steamships that enter and sail from Panama 
each week and tramps and sailing vessels in occasionally. The territory 
ibutary to Panama is from V aataiee. to San Francisco, Cal., Asiatic 
s belme transshipped in San ncisco. 
There are no rantine restrictions in Panama, not even an i 


nspector. I 
entered the port twice, once from Central America and once from Guayaquil, 
Ecuador, and neither time was the vessel inspected or boarded by an inspector. 


COLON. 


Colon, the northern terminus of the Panama Railroad, is built in a swamp 
on made ground, and it is populated by 8,000 pepple, 70 per cent being Jamaica 
and other kinds of ne, . The property of the railroad and canal company 
is drained and sow , and is-situated on the water front. Everything about 
the company's property look#’tlean and well-kept, but the rest of the town 


is not so clean or re 
The houses are of w generally dirty. There are nosanitary arrange- 
population is crowded into small rooms as only 


and 
ments of any kind, and the 
Jamaica n can liye. 

The streets are in a fair condition, macadamized, and are on a higher plane 
than the adjoining lots. In the wet season are formed under the 
houses, and serve as breeding places for frogs if. nothing else. Rain water is 
collected.in barrels and cisterns, and during the wet season the water sup- 

ly is good and sufficient. During the season many of the cisterns run 
A and the water supply is hauled in from Monkey in tank cars by the 
railroad. This supply is not good. 

No history of pasion 7 wontics or the mortality of Colon can be 
had. Some of the old inhabitants tell blood-cur tales of the death rate 
during the flush —_ of the canal construction, but the old inhabitants will 
not do for statisti eee. It was well known that the death rate was 
enormous, but it would be interesting to know just what it was. 

Colon has been burned on several occasions, the last time in 1896, with the 
loss of the Government offices and all of the records. Since that time records 
oa fe pheno { all deaths and their causes. In 1897 there were 212 deaths 

mr all ca 


thers were 222 all causes, 80 from malarial and 8 


low fever. In 1899 there were 236 deaths from all causes, 51 from malarial 
fevers and 2 from yellow fever, 





from mialarial fevers and 15 from yellow fever. In 1898 
tronryel- 


The weprintion in Colon is practically immune, or there would be yellow 
fever ae e town all the time. There are seasons of the year when the at- 


mosph tions are such that the infection is not propagated, and the 
absence of a case now and then in an immune community does not signify 
that the infection does not exist. 
The distance from Colon to Panama is about 41 miles, and there is practi- 
one village ali the way across the Isthmus. 
passenger traffic across this road during 1897 and 1898 amounted to 
227,728. Many of these were through passengers from New York to San 


versa. 
The steamship communication between Colon and the United States con- 
sists of the Panama Railroad Steamship Company to New York, and ;the 
Harrison, West India-Pacific, and Hamburg-American lines, and an occasional 
Prince steamer to New Orleans. The vessels to New Orleans generally go via 
some Central American or Mexican port. Other lines that touch ae Solon 
are the Royal Mail from Southampton, the French line from Havre, and the 

line from the Mediterranean. Gaiing vee are constantly drop- 
pu in from foreign and United States ports. The inclosed map gives a 

tter idea of the communications than any that I can write. 


LETTERS FROM EMINENT PHYSICIANS. 


I present the following letters from eminent physicians, who 
no introduction to the American people: 


The U. 8. 8. Marietta, the vessel to which I am attached as medical officer, 
was in the harbor of Colon from the 23d of November, 1901, and from Janu- 
uary 28 until April 6, 1902. During our stay fighting was going on between 
the Government and the revolutionary armies, and in order that the United 
States could keep the yt of the Panama Railroad, a guard of sailors 
often had to be sent on the different trains. In order that both forces could 
receive'such medical attention as lay in our power to give, I was tvequently 
ordered to go with the guard, and in this manner had ample opportunity to 
view the country through which the canal must be dug, and also to study 
the people, their habits, and knowledge of sanitary laws. 

In considering the effect of a ible canal upon the health of not only in- 
aividuals.in transit, but the whole world, it would be well to make three 
divisions of the country, viz, Colon, the Isthmus, and Panama, and consider 
them Senet. 

Colon being the Atlantic port of entrance, vessels must necessarily stop 
there before entering the canal, and it becomes essential to look intoits pres- 
ent sanitary condition and see what changes should be madein order t make 
it a safe * ing-over” place. Thesanitary conditions of the city are very 
bad, both as to actual existing menaces to health and the absolute surety of 
receiving in its midst any contagious or infectious disease that may exist in 
the surrounding towns or country. 

There is no system of sewerage or other means yp gem by which refuse 
may be removed*from the city limits. All kinds of garbage, slops, old 
clothes, and excreta’are thrown ottt-on the ground either in the streets or in 
back ¥: and; jud from the size of the heaps, accumulations for years 
must cer = exist in the latter places. The streets would be in like condi- 
tion but for the fact that the vult or carrion crows act as scavengers, 
representing the only street-cleaning department, These piles of filth, which 
practically extend up to the back doors of all houses, did not in themselves 
seenrto‘bera source of danger to the public health, the possible reason bein 
that at the time of which I write no contagious disease existed, but shoul 
an epidemic—smallpox, for instance—visit Colon these heaps, together with 
pap F tmbits of people, become at once a source of contagion perfect 

all details. 

From a personal interview with the health officer I found that dirt and 
filth were fot the only dangers from which to ete disease, for the law 
does not provide foreither inland or maritimequarantine. During the months 
of January, February, March a rather severe epidemic of variola raged 
in the 5 4 of Panama, and at no‘time were means taken to prevent its 
spréad. ssengers of the different trains were not inspected, isolation was 
not compulsory, and even simple house quarantine was not attempted. Rel- 
atives and friends visited infected — apparently without fear of the 
disease and certainly without fear ef being subjected to any modern meth- 
ods used to prevent its propagation: I have seen men walking about the 
aes ever riding on the trains with the partially dried pox scales visible 
upon faces. 

"Uader the circumstances it seems strange that the disease did not aegeee 
in Colon, but the fact remains that up to the 6th of April, the date of our 
departure, no cases of smallpox were reported officially. I say ‘‘officially,” 
because I am sure it did exist, but the health officer is so handicapped b 
posmice and politicians that he can not report a few cases, but has to wait tit 

© disease has reached the proportions of an epidemic before higher officials 
will take anynotice of hiswarnings. Shipsentering theportare not boarded 
by a health officer: Bills of health issued to departing vesselsare not of much 
value, for, although no quarantinable disease may exist, passengers often 
ae J rena districts, and it is practically the same as if the disease 
were in port. 

With all these unfavorable surroundings and disregard for sanitary laws 
there is one redeeming feature, and that is the water supply is pure. The 
water is stowed in a reservoir which is ae % natural springs, and is 
conducted-by means of iron pi from “ Monkey Hill,” the place of its loca- 
tion, to Colon, a distance of about 8 miles. The reservoir and springs are 
fenced in, the walls and adjacent banks are kept clean, and no habitations 
are allowed on either watershed. In consequence of this diseases due to im- 
pure ‘drinking water, such as 7 fever, ey. cholera, ete., are 
preceay own. Asthis is the only source of water supply, the vt! 

ids fair to maintain the distinction. However, just before my ship sail 
from the port an epidemic of dystentery, which was catarrhal in character, 
appeared, but could not with certainty be traced to the water. Tho water- 
works do not belong to the city, butare the property of the Panama Railroad 
Company, from whom the city rents a few water stations where the inbabi- 
tants may geta supply on the payment of a few cents. 

The Isthmus, by which term I mean that country between Colon and 
Panama, is even in a worse condition than Colon. The same disregard for 
—— laws is present, and in addition the water supply for the small towns 
wore © railroad is veryimpure. Water is obtain rom small streams, 
which are always polluted by privies, pigpens, hencoops, ete. Many times I 
pa Te. seen oo ahi drawing wee — s prom, _ the beat ~ be — for 
coo an above which a privy emptied directly into 
the source. For the first 12 miles along the canal the country is low and 
marshy and affords »= a<rirable breeding place for mosquitoes, which are 
present in swarme. and ameoss their number area great many of the genus 
Anapholes. The result is that malaria is endemic, particularly the pernicious 


type. 

Wis said by old employees of the Panama Railroad that every tie in the 
track represents a human life. If this be so, you get an idea of how terrible 
@ disease pernicious malaria is, since the railroad is 40 miles long. It may be 
of interest to-you to allow mie to describe a-case of pernicious malaria that 
occurred on board the Marietta. The patient was.a seaman, 30 years old, 
native of Cumberland, Md. Physical condition good, well bvilt, sanguine 
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type, and up to that time had not had a day's sickness. On March 22 he re- 
ported at the sick call complaining of feeling “badly.” His face was flushed 
and swollen, e ejected, tongue thickly coa' and breath ingly 
foul. His whole a nce was that of a man. On questio: 
him he gave the following Sister Had 
previous, and soon afterwards f t hot and ; also had an intense hi 
kache. The latter symptoms were still present and the pain 
extended to all the joints. Histemperature was 103° F.; pulse 126, full and 


boun 4 

At the junction of the integument and hair of the forehead a number of 
vesicles about the size of a pea were discernible. The chest, belly. and 
inner side of the thighs were covered with a diffuse papular eruption. er 
re and in = triangle were found a dozen or more vesicles simi- 
lar to those found on i 


rise, of thesmall alir. type. Quinin mons 
2 6 t ven 
every two ho a)so J) ounce of magnesium te. The ear was 


close watched Suring the day, but no apparent c noted. Tempera- 
ture Tose to 104° F.; a cold beth one given, after which he felt much better 
end dropped off in a na sleep. 

The next morning tem: wus nompel oni su. hes Geaqenses; 
pulse 96, not so full as the day before; headache and backache ; breath 
still exceedingly —_, and tongue heavily coated. He felt rather comfort- 
able, complaining only of a slight sense of nausea and sore throat. His tem- 
ture remained normal for the nex 


and for next two mouths he 


i 


perature, was under my o' 
ae Spe Oe SS See t below 99.8° F., often at 
periods to 101° or 12° F. He lost about % in weight and became very 
weak. The treatment consisted of quinine hate in lar 
doses, with until he took 20 the Fowler's solution t. i. d. 
the ment of eg wey ee ‘ew York, when he was transferred 
to the U. 8. Naval Hospital at Brook! I was unable to follow his case any 

This thoes that with the pernicious type: 

ex &@ person recovers, 

and the with whom I talked on the Isthmus regard it as fatal. To 
my it is a fact that unless war is against the mosquitoes along 
the Panama Canal route more will be lost d: and after 


It is better Colon in regard to its se but resem it in the 
for sanitary. I think, will not 
wovety & upon the q under discussion, the reason 
that ite bor is not deep enough for vessels to t within 8 miles of the 
city, and therefore: about to enter the canal anchor well out of any 
source of in Panama. The diseases common to all 
of the divisions are as follows, and occur with frequency in the order named 
Mr intermittent, remi' t, and 


case recover. inf 
; I think there is less 


An effort was made to the records of the 


LOUISIANA Srate Boarp oF HEALTH, 
Shreveport, 


La., November 23, 1902. 
_ Y ne instant received, and replying to will 
EAR ror: Yours 0} same 
gay that I spent seven months of last year in Central America as resident 


Marcu 10, 
medical inspector, Louisiana State board of health. I wasstationed in Belize, 
British Honduras, but made frequent trips into Gautemala and Hon- 
duras, and familiarized myself with health conditions pi in these 
countries, as well as in the boring State of Nicaragua. 

LS pe ee gained - secrets leaned . 
residen! am convinced health conditions icaragua are most fa- 
vorable, and this fact is amply borne out by officers o 
United States i ce and of Louisiana State board of health 
statio in Nicaragua. and Colon, on the other hand, are noto- 
ay 1jand are hotbeds of yellow fever, pernicious malarial 


ysentery. 

The infiux of a horde of nonimmunes into a region so infected can not but 
bo pescasivess results of a most character. It is a noteworth 
fact that native Colombians coming from the interior to the Inthmms are at- 
tacked by yellow fever, and on more than one occasion the ranks of the Co- 
lom bian army have been decimated by Teeeenee., From a poe medical 
point of view, there can be but one opinion as to desirability of the Nica- 
raguan route, and as conditions of health and sanitation are the most impor- 
tant factors in the construction of the canal, as well as the most difficult 
coe to overcome, the opinions of physicians and sanitarians should have 

ue weight with our national legislators. 

While much may be done to improve local conditions, and lessen the mor- 
tality, still the most sanguine can not expect as favorable results as were 
achieved in Cuba. Among the man siscng seqeome santas tity sag be 
cited the Soe conditions are entirely erent. Weare on 
foreign territory, with a foreign government, and can not employ 
the the same ends as in a government 
own administration. (2) Civilians can not be subjected to strict 
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for ts of 
condi and whocan foresee the far-reaching ts of this sudden 
of nonimmunes into the infected territory around Panama and Colon? 
traffic will be increased and our Southern ports endangered can admit 


iH 


Trusting that our legislators, in their wisdom, mag soagneties ho matter 
and decide on the N route, and regretting that Ican not give you 
more exact data on the subject, I remain, 

Fra y, yours, 


J. 8. ALISON, M. D., 
Former Resident Medical Inspector, Louisiana State Board of Health, 
British Honduras, America. 


Fort Davis, ALA., November 11, 1902. 
Dr. Joun A. Wreru, New York City. 


Dear Sre: Replying to your communication dated November 1902, I 
have to sa Sos e interest of the Louisiana State board of health 
and Uni States Hi tal Service in tral America for six con- 


Cen 
secutive during my resi in the I formed ns of the 
deadly theapen, yellow, aan pernicious Sane toate which — hab- 


concur in the opinion that the Ni 
ty. and ship crews in t through the route 
suffer much imminent danger from prepinaully of harmful air, which is a 
factor ca’ the pervading fevers. 

y, W. E. FORT. 
P. 8.—Any communication will reach me directed to Fort Davis, Ala. 


I now present the following clippings from the daily news- 
papers: 


FEVER-STRICKEN MARINES HOME—THIRTY-FOUR OF YELLOW JACK’S VIO- 
TIMS REACH NEWPORT NEWS ON CRUISER PANTHER. 


Newrort News, VA., December 7.: The U. S. S. Panther, Commander 
J. C. Wilson, reached Hampton Roads from Colon to-day, bringing the ~+ 
railroad p 


stricken marines who have been tecting the y on 
Isthmus for more thana month. A the vessel there were men. 

= of whom officers, were taken to the naval 
hospital at Portsmouth immediately on the Panther’s arrival ese cases 


TWENTY-SEVEN DIE ON A TRIP. . 
CoLon, CoLomBIA, Thursday: The Colombian gunboat Presidente Marro- 


more 1,000 Government troops on board, reached Cartagena 
December 8, after a of three days from Colon, 
The troops on board from lack of water and food. There 


on greatly 
were 27 deaths them during three days, and there were 8 births 
cmon the soldiers’ wives on board. tp 
An accident to the gunboat’s machinery accounted for the slow trip. 


her 
cinnati, which is at Cape Haitien, allowing the 


A later received at the State t from United States 
dispatch Depestmeni -_ 3 
feveron the cruiser Montgomery. ae Sees enenend saree 
of the disease, in view of the perfect modern naval me of handling such 
canes chters Sy 008 ey & wer me Pe 
ail which the disease, can be excluded. Therefore, unless 
ere oO ee ee, See ee Se ee ee 
Tho Baoge, wasn Sas been on duty at Panama for several mon past, 
has for San Francisco. In announcing her sailing from Panama 


r possible safe and comfo: 
Coon, Norenter ithe Colomblen gunn Prentnt esemnecett Gaeeterts Cen tes ae 
ovem) outa a r © while 
qoutiy Se Ben Bigs egsived poem, Corpaann t Sag 1,200 Boat him stay at the company hotel, which is rather 
Ow so reper ted that eetnat beatae marite uatood Be of yellow The company certainty does the right thing by its white empl 
fever, at Panama, the three com es of marines stationed exceptin, pexs salaries which are about 50 per cont more than those pai 
a al guard have been to Colon. The situation here is nited States. Houses are furnished for the married employees to live 
A armed Government soldiers, under the command of General [> caine sete ace Given, voomns te the compan ‘s hotel, while all m 
Silvia, were sent to-day train to a station on therailroad. | have their meals at the at a nominal cha: his hotel is surround 
PaNAMA, November 13: The Government t Bogota returned to this | by Poe, vie are — by electricity. There is a splendid 
last oS ee damage to one of her pumps. She also | bath house, to w employees have free access. Besides this, they are 
some val correspondence which had been cap- two months’ vacation out e twelve at full pay, and a 
From these papers it wouid seem that the m: steamer to the United States. There is no night work at all; 


careful in 


was paid for dearly by the 
EARTHQUAKE AT COLON—NO SERIOUS DAMAGE REPORTED—GUARDING Colo 
Conon Stine, Sethe A Guvene canthanahie pak Gt dere yeatertng Rion the seashore, “The sur 
The intrenchmentsand barricades around Colon and Panama have been ex- nut pains are alwa 
boat Pinzon has arrived here with 600 men. therk. lolling in the lap 
has arrived. by living contrary to 
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co 
provisions, and other necessaries, and that | none of the offices are kept open and no trains are run after 6 o'clock. 


wy wd Bogota will sailin search of the STRONG INDUCEMENTS NECESSARY. 
‘Bepote, Sangineny & offer these inducements in order to get white 
cannon will make revolutionists more | live down here in this fever-stricken swam; 
sarmorer, | and the black-and-tan heathen who live in 
of t water in a state of filth and dirty 
an in a-United States community in less than a month. The white 
is 


of 


er the coral reefs that line the 
of the swamp, ia the 
every known law of 


marines. Panama 
reer nen om ene Seen Cine, Was Sled havea run one week anda 


not follow same conductor, as 
senger remaining on their 
ae See Say oatoces, The crews are 


TO WITHDRAW FROM ISTHMUS—THE WISCONSIN WILL SOON SAIL AND 80 | which is wider than the 
WILL 


Asa result of the better condi 
yellow fever, which has already 
be issued 


soon 
eonsin, and for the marine battalion 
proceed in the Panther to 


marines will 
an army of 


in minor 
shores as az object of attack. 
[Daily Commercial News.] 
THOUGHTS ABOUT PANAMA. 
that the circuit can pass through the wheels and rails to the 
In common with the friends of an isthmian canal, the Commer- wd wine ona pals & Gam abeahal te the tele, 

graph wire overhead 

= News is skeptical as So , the pos and the proba- | Connecting it with the instrument inside the car, and vant ean then “ hello’ 
‘as did sli who desire a | % much as you _ In case of a wreck or unexpected delay between ste- 

Se tel es eee cervice ome = telegraph. 
to a canal measure that it eee ee ae and passengers 
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they aeenell sack of flour being 30 cents. The local rates ar tiff also, the sam 
“ieem six ‘ten llow fever on the British Comliebank bing ae See noe ee — distan noe. oF a Bs - 
a a a second c cen 6 Ta 
7 she left Panamaand before she arrived at her destination, Sound, | 895 respectively. Inaddition to this, Scomsavenel 
On Of B20 toarines i a eT over 30 pounds carried in e average trav- 
serious cases of fever and all were suffering more or less from malarial | S/¢T more get his trunk across the Isthmus than to have himself transported. 
t This from the effect of five weeks’ stay on the Isthmus, The annual report shows that 5,590 first-class passengers were hauled duri 
"Gonater the condition: Three hundred cm twenty men in prime condi- iS ; ; — = ~ i a abeaent ao that each one paid was abou 
its a iieon on aullees @ given; thelr duties aa such aoe oe first clase. +> > meng apes 
was " was 
tle exposure to sun and none to rain. Water and food—in short, their diet EBVER BLQGEED BY REVOLUTIONS. 
was under most careful pervision. In their short stay, going in Panama has had many re but the international highway across 
‘ect health and not remaining long enough for disease the Isthmus has never been blocked by these disturbances. On some occa- 
get hold of after more than a however, the operation of the road has only been maintained by the 


cations on the island. 
operations, 


| 
i 
| 


now in v 
THE PANTHER, WITH THE MARINES. few of the cars are with air brak 
on the Isthmus and_the prevalence of 
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* | Trains of sugar, nuts, and hides go 


~ ¥ | loaded with man ured articles th 
facts. Some points may be given, however, from day t piles of coffee bound | for the North, 


for the railroad 


States 


ted posbinee, preceded 

canal fiasco failed to completely fill. jackets removed the fallen from track, 
‘ got through on time. At times the train crew 

on the car floors to avoid the shower of bullets that were flying back and 


to 
ar nis purity across the land | forth. 
as they over Lake N The natives fight each other, but they seldom molest the whites. 
San tion of graves in the ‘‘ Monkey 
im” b ground bears witness to the jungle’s resentment of the trespass 


utilize a canal, 
m ocean to ocean, and are furthe ica- 
- The waters of that flowing out h the Juan t enemy of all is disease. ‘The con, 
River, assist even to the bitants of the 
At Panama even the seasoned native is not immune. on its privacy. 


VILENESS OF PAN. 
PECULIARITIES 


PANY DOES 


OF THE ROAD—OLD BUT WELL-KEPT EQUIPMENT—COM- are some luxuries when it comes to 

IT CAN TO MAKE PASSENGERS COMFORTABLE—PAYS than thecost of a hearse in‘our country. 
HIGH AND OFFERS OTHER INDUCEMENTS TO WHITE EMPLOY- cemetery except the 
BES—CRUELTIES OF NATIVE POLICE. 


In would seem that there are more people dead in Colon than there are 
AMA—THE RAILROAD 18 ITS ONE REDEEMING FEATURE — living. The advantages of living here are not worth recounting, but there 
—a@ funeral train can be had for less 
here is noroad leading to the crude 
railroad, and one of the company’s sources of revenue 
is operation of a funeral car attached toa switch engine. Th 
redeeming ene are cogent of in a way that is barbarous. 
save commannengens hout Cen- paeen Soma ve an estate amounting to as much as 
and main‘ £ of track car), and eT of his friends revere his memory 
rails. was “ oe ee scribe this sum, body will have to be carried d 
4} A RF take its | shoulders of men. The body of each destitute person is carried 
me grese fingers of the 2 site = the | common coffin, dumped in the grave, and the box returned for the next un- 


© disease which takes them off. 


fortunate. This is used over and over in without regard to 
in the place ntacarene 8 tee taal an te entere of tao boeeen 
are hoisted when a ship is sighted, Besides to share a common coffin, these pitiable human wrecks 
t ee pee at ee Soe who were created in the image of God, but whoy 
eee, The transfer of field, have to share a common 


each other, with just enough earth 











rs; they come because by 
across Panama they save 8,000 miles of saili 
to 


being. It is safe to say that few would come here if they could well avoid it, 

for iE nas little to attract, waytare he: by traveling 4 

The railroad Americans, are ver 
Praniittate the 


around by sea. 


among the rats and 
ats over scum-covered 
wretchedness 


comfortable houses that stretches 
song for them as it 

rebellious cocos- 
heads above them; but back of 
that defies nature 


has some peculiarities of its own. The conductors 
ext. The crews do 
do in the States, those on the pas- 
nd those on the freightsstay- 
all black except the conductors and 


on the Panther, where they will go into camp and The equipment of the Panama Railroad is old-fashioned, but in excellent 
condition. road has been in operation since 1857, and the gauge is5 feet, 
ped with We tologsaph petes ove mani 

5 8 i 
of i old alls being stood eS: sages Se purpose. The ties are 
made lignum- wood, which so hard a can no 
tor Rear-Admiral Casey to sail north im his finganig Khe Wis. | init. In order to get the spike in place « hole must 

Lieutenant-Colonel 


TELEPHONES IN CABOOSES. 
There is on one te station on the — but all stations have tele- 
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ping all cabooses and cars with telephones, so that a train can stop 
here along the line enter into communication with headquarters 

omecouing Oe whereabouts of other trains. 

a the car with a ground wire attached to the 


carrier The rod aaa tT the Boe aoe oun 

plot to tion was be- Repuhtice tabe @he aherk out actos the Tat = tor — aul buen. 

In the limits of a tet editorial = oni tales em aide eects for teoten 
the wharves you 
while the ships that bronght it 
their cargoes of flour for the re- 


turn trip. 
Henne Rised setlist to deny that | "Tne frolght ratesacross the Isthmus aro very high, the tariff on a 50-pound 


week | sions, 
exercise of heroic measures. Quite recen 
oes, and of laborers | intrenched on one side of the track and the 
Vi par are yawning for more | sallies back and forth many dead and wounded fell on the track. A special, 
Reliroad carrying r train, and as the blue- 
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to lie on their stomachs 
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ts on the other. 


the price of the 
ciently to -_ 


as miserably as beasts 
ve. Four or five will be pui on top 
tween to separate them, while their 
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name ont number will be recorded on a wooden slab stuck endwise in the 
ground. 


BRUTALITY OF THE POLICE 


Another feature of these poor burials is that the —4 arrest men and 
force them to carry the dead on to do the burying. I have witnessed many 
brutal scenes during my trips to these coun’ but one of the most inhuman 
ard cowardly outrages x ever witacenss toes my eta in front of the Washing- 
ton Hotel in ‘Colon one afternoon d anne Sy ¢ y here, which was caused by 
the police drafting an old negro for bu 
e oe negro of all countries has . , for the dead, and here 

there is good reason for his fear on oceuss es an je being so many deaths 
from contagious and loathsome d: rticular case the officers 
halted an old black man who was a years of age. His hair was 

ed with gray and his shoulders were ly 0 year 6 was terror stricken 

begged piteously to be excused. The arrest ont lace near the surf and 
the old fellow ran into the water and lay down. At the point of the bayonet 
they forced another man into the water, ae = him tie a rope around the 
old negro’s neck, yanked him out, and began to beat him. 

Four more officers aoupened along and one of he newcomers deliberately 
knocked down the he! old fellow with the butt of his gun and then 
jumped on his head. They would probably have murdered him if several 
Americans had not interfered. It isanoutrage that these lazy officersshould 
be allowed to shirk the work they are paid to do and force it upon others. 
ps finally twisted chains around his wrists and a stra’ eas Snow on 

ther side pulled his arms a until the iron cut into the They led 
fim away with the blood from his finger tips and hie back gashed 
from bayonet jabs. It would be nothin ES they killed him when 
he had completed their dirty work for 


YANEEE MARINES DESPISE THEM. 


A Yankee marine can go ashore in Colon or Panamaand bluff a half dozen 
of these murderous ruffians who make law a burlesque and justice a parody. 
If there is sovaies that arouses the contempt of our rough and ready sailor 
it is cowardice and unfair play, and he pee loses an opportunity to tale a a 

fall out of these despicable i — ‘mian police. The latter a sae fiadron 
low when there is a Yankee battleshipin port. The last tim 
was in Colon = of our jackies took on some gece. and then Gocid 
his respects to th lice force. He started out by marching up to the 
one he encoun , ordered him to take off his hat. and when the policeman 
complied he was politely knocked down. The sailor went the rounds at this 
e until a squad of his comrades came upon him and took him aboard the 
Se. By rights he should have received a sound thrashing for his impudence, 
but he got away without a scratch,and for a week or soabout ers other 
policeman in Colon solemnly wore a black eye as a memento of his 
The railroad is a clean streak across the grimy face of Panama. It Ss the 
only healthy, hearty, human thing here, but it has small limitations. The 
ple who operate it live to themselves, and its territory is only as wide as 
i Gre rails. Slender though it is, it is doubtless the entering w for 
Yankee rule in Central America. According to the canal treaty this strip is 
to be widened to 6 miles, and in these 6 miles the Americans will work 
another miracle like those performed at Santiago and Habana—out of the 
fearful rottenness and corruption will come law and order, and that clean- 
liness which is next to godliness. 


HEALTH OF THE COUNTRY—ONE OF THE MOST IMPORTANT FEATURES OF 
THE CANAL QUESTION—COMPARISON OF CONDITIONS ALONG THE TWO 
ROUTES—RECORDS SHOW THE NICARAGUAN FREE OF SEISMIC DISTURB- 
ANCES, WHILE MANY CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED ON THE OTHER— 
CHAGRES RIVER CAN NOT BE CONTROLLED AS IS INTENDED—POSSIBILI- 
TIES FOR DEVELOPMENT OF THE COUNTRY ON EACH SIDE—THE COMPARA- 
TIVE COST OF THE TWO CANALS AND THE ADVANTAGES OF THE LONGER. 


[The Picayune Bureau, Post Building, Washington, D. C., November30, 1902.] 


A gentleman of international reputation who has expert knowledge on 
the isthmian canal question, but whose —, because of his high tion, 
can not be used, ave the Picayune ent bocey the follow opin- 
ion on the subject which soon m ay be fully discussed in Congress. 

“Tn selecting the route A “— this great = is to be fulfilled,” 
said he, “among the be considered is the heal ess of the coun- 
try through which it — +y pass, and mee Conpqustreies that the 

yoy while atengtes & control rn : for cone! » pur- 
ost their employees, sw = an uae throws! e un- 

beat althy conditions of t their ——_ which causes what is notorious as 
hagres fever’ and its kindred ms so prevalent the year round and so 
nozious, infectious, and dangerous to human life as to affect persons even in 


transi 
- Tt is history by which the world was horrified that the workmen en 
in excava’ and other work in this canal died like sheep infected wi 
t, and what solid foundation there is to the bridge which crosses the 
gree at arhoenes is composed of the bones of these workmen 
RP Ee 
whole o: e route of the e a 
both ends of it and to the ted, swampy nature of the come the 
overgrowth of tropical vegetation, continually acted upon by sun and rain 
in the absence of wind and tide to give any relief, causes w ich, if not im- 
ible to eae, would segue the ae of much more money for 


purpose alone than would build tw 
“ Should this Ps Panama —— e unfortunaialy be be selected we must Sere 
send there our enginee d other gmatevers, bees 
mated and proof against the er ae da Seen, thew natives of 
Panama will not work, and our su Sea aS aa be stationed 
there to cork, aad our superviners ond actsiers 5 operations 
to police = country occupied by the ca 


parti to belightly considered. War, 
whether ‘the result of ons or of a violation of the rights of - of the 
belligerents, exc yang an, the eeenenns destruction of human 
lives; but to imperil life in in cold "cold Blood, — = and Fenrir 
us will ensue if we attempt to of gain, is —_ 


“Such direful difficulties aiean 
except it may be slight cases of 
Rica, situa so nearl irae ae: man me 
ee, vora| eet 
this fe rang 


| ed ny ns oe the testimon 


witnesses who were w 
“A canal to connect on this continent our tre great, cotame is a public 
necessity and should be owned and ee, —, but some of our 
people are fearful that seismic d bances the usefulness of this 
hich occurred last April in Guate- 


waterway. The volcanic disturbances which 
mais and which destroyed © large town and surrounding co country, and the 





eruption of Mont Pelee in Martinique and adjacent islands, did not aioct 
either of the lakesalong the Nicaraguan route, and since 1663 no earthquak 
have occurred along route or near it severe enough to have 
any lock or dam. 
‘There is no record of any seismic disturbances along this route which did 
ony oe nee | other than to frighten a few nervous people out of their poor 
adobe 
- a 1888 during the eruption of Ometepe, the only volcano near this route, 
rthquakes occurred in several pa in Central America, but in no place 
were ey 80 little felt as on the Nicaraguan route, yet at Panama many boa 
built houses were badly damaged, while on the former route no 


sustained. 

“The serene of 1888 destroyed gerpneiel wells which had long existed 
on the Isthmus of Panama, but none of the deep artesian wells near the 
Nicaraguan Toul have bgen disturbed and there have never been any 
cracks or crevices in the earth or changes in the water levels of the taboos 
alon this latter route caused by seismic disturbances. 

ven if the volcano in the Lake of Nicaragua. which is the only one ain 
this route, should have an eruption as great as that, of _— Lae aed » woul 
not stop traffic —— to allow the curious to view th o tpemnc 

“For over two hundred and Carty coves years, since no oe 


earthquake has along the Nicaraguan route, — less 

ears ago the ao pers veut te suffered from such causes in that. wet 
Lave Crereese the oposed dam at Bojio and have vinjared all ~ 
locks along t a hie water level of Lake Nicaragua has never been 


disturbed, rant tral Aim natural evaporation and filling by since the 
discovery of Cen erica, and its stability doen not depend on a dam 
such as is proposed to onal to utilize Lake Bojio on the Panama route 
and which is situated in a district where earthquakes have are been 
more frequent than in ony part of Nicaragua or Rica, and especially 


ang route through the latter countries. 
concede that when the paeen attempted to construct a 
canal on the 1 Isthmus of oe a they 8 intended to su if it were possible. 
They formed a stock com issued bonds to a very large amount and 
payable at long range, w h were 0 Okt up and Amy 4 now held by all the 
aL The ~ about $160. were in what proved to be a 
futile attempt to build the canal, yet et krenek engineers, men eminent in their 
rofession, p ae and carried on the work and si vy after spend- 
ing pos enormous rtion of the sum mentioned above and cing count- 


use of the unstable condition of soilandclimate. The oy 
lett os he bondiol i to, ‘hold the pag. * This they still continue to do wi 
the hope that the U: tates will purchase a forlorn hope and which will 
involve endless ied over = ownership of their gigantic fai 
débris of which was abandoned by practical men, but purchased by 

tors under a very questionable title and with the ever-looming up of the 
claims of the o lienors or the bondholders, who might be restrained 


from making under French jurisdiction, but who would finally mulct 
the — utneee of our country to the ae of millions of dollars. 
agents have reported a canal by th: nama route as undesirable, 


thus confirmi the < of the e Frenchmen, but ina inter report say ysuch 
a canal can be built. e must ieee =. roposition of building a canal 
as an af sb business man working 
course of wepenam. and where aap 
ving unlimited resources at their command for effecting it utterly failed 

to accomplish the underta use of instability of conditions, soil, the 
elements, and climate, not rato — other reasons w appear herein 
and which exist on the a Panama route, a business man would reject 
a pro tion to invest ew and experience in such a project, but we 
have heard of tors who undertake such thi sone wy S devious ways 
succeed in gulling the unwary into an extension of 

“The t be harnessed ble na- 


Chagres 
ture of its bed and course, owing,to to the uncertain and variable wee coe 

strong current of its waters and the shifting nature of its banks. 
impassable most of the time owing to the immense volume of a, Which tt it 
empties into the sea. We know ene even inthis benighted country 
— the forces of swollen sprees, which break dams, carry away houses, 
p trees by the roots, and omey havoc and by in ar path. 

Such ‘conaitions are likely to arise at any time in the Chagres Ri 

“The dam at Bojio is’ liable to poe care ae away at at any time (like “that which 
caused the Johnstown flood Coin hy Fo 
pe Ps my 4 ee — cut, on nwhick it is d many millions 
— rmanent and stable part of a when we ‘ake into 
she na of the soil in this es. which becomes mushy when 
water, rain or from other aontoes, © which will necessarily 
a the aa on the outside of —_ walls which conld be erected in 
cut during the pe Peart of the year, owing to the almost continuous 
rains which occur in this vicinity. It eee that 6 nae © of this cut 


alone should convince the ordinary 

cted, the a yaa po uld require an 
itina yom state < Sam, a8 to mention 

ee ee would be requi ved to pa it up so as to allow 


“Som: ot the truth af the scooting ragraph will be found in 
the last report of the Canal Countaiasion, whic cote eS cost 
of ) and operation of the two routes as 


te, route, $2,000,000. 

“The canal by the former route early four pempe.en lane 00 Hat of 
the Panama as unstable and unrelia e ge the latter ae should 
cost four times as much to k it in and i m qpernticnt, oS lain 
figures, $8,000,000. This p is evi ent to the | simplest mi isa 
strong factor against the Dbilit e Panama route, when salats it 
will aos vequire mead the proportion to operate the Panama short route as 


not be easily ely overcome. The San Juan River can be governed, 
and has been in its present condition for centuries. This statement also ap- 
plies to Lake Nicaragua, and the substratum of this route is solid for canal 


sate. | parpceie, end Sie saael, cess built over it, would not be liable to suffer 


f would doin the seat 
ble of ng it utterly fated 
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the Nicaragua route are not only easy of approach, but are of such a charac- 
ter in all requisites as to safely accommodate vessels of any size, and when 
once fitted for the purposes will be maintained with but little expense. 

“Ships ropelied by wind can be operated at much less cost than vessels 
propelled by steam, and while the former eee to make the same voy- 
age, for certain classes of cargo they are prefe and it is not to be even 
supposed that sailing ships will be entirely superseded by steamers. There 
is another great objection to the Panama route in favor of that of the Nica- 
raguan—because of the almost total lack of wind to take sailing vessels to the 
Atlantic entrance of the Panama route or to leave the Pacific entrance with- 
ene the heavy expenses of towage for long distances to and from 
each port. 

“The very opposite of such conditions exists at both entrances to the Nica- 
raguan Canal, and vessels under sail will have no difficulty in approaching 
or leaving either of its ports. : 

“The Canal Commission, in their last report of the cost of constructing a 
canal by this Panama route (if, as we doubt, it can be made a success with 
all the disadvantages it labors under) and ae ee — to be made 
to the New Panama Commeny, states it to be $184,253,358 and that by the Nica- 
raguan route to be $189,564,062. The latter route, being more than three 
times as long as the former, would indicate that the Panama route presents 
much greater natural disadvantages to be overcome. Now that we are 
choosing the route over which the only isthmian canal will ever be built we 
should bear in mind that the old saying, ‘The longest way around is the 
shortest way home,’ will be verified if my conclusions are correct. But if 
the interests of a few speculators are to besubserved at the cost and damage 
to the public, that will be another way to look at the proposition. 

‘From our eastern seaboard, by the wayof the Nicara n route, to our 
western ports and the East Indies the distance would be shorter by a day of 
fast steaming, and from our Gulf ports to those places by more than two days 
of steaming than by the Panama route, and the difference in point of time 
for vessels leaving the Pacific terminus of the Nica n Canal and that of 
Panama for ports in the South Pacific in South America would be nominal, 
while for sailing vessels the advantage is all on the side of the Nicaraguan 
route, where there isalways plenty of natural guopeting power. 

“Sailing vessels es Panama route would have to be towed out of 
the doldrums for a long distance before they could encounter wind enough 
to take the flatness out of a flying jib. Sothe apparent difference of time for 
transit against the Nicaraguan route is more n offset by the advantage 
just stated. Though we are about to build a canal to suit our uses, I will 
state, en nt, that the Nicaraguan route will pe ounely advantageous in 
point of fim e consumed for European vessels as it be for ours. 

‘We will find that the people of both Costa Rica and Nicaragua are alive 
to the importance of having this canal built over their route, and, if I am 
correctly informed by people who should know, I am confident they will 
gladly concede to us for a nominal consideration all the right of way which 
we uire in fee simple and untrammeled, and, consequently, the right to 
control the enterprise, for which they will largely profit by the development 
of their country and increase the demands for our productions of all kinds. 

“We can hardly compel the Colombian Government, even if we could find 
one which is de facto, to grant usa free and untrammeled right of way or 
any concessions which would meet our views, and they make demands which 
are exorbitant for permission to renta strip of their peoperty so we can 
attempt to work a miracle in their God-fo en country. e would prob- 
ably never need Lake Nicaragua as a coaling orrefitting station, but it would 
be ‘very handy to have it in the house’ should we desire to utilize it in that 


way.” 
vi spent several days recently in San Jose, Costa Rica, and almost the only 
article of American manufacture I found in the stores there wag brown co 
ton drill. I don't understand, either, how we are to maintain peace and keep 
Colon and Panama in sanitary condition if Colombia retains governmental 
control of them. We may put them in sanitary shape, but it is positively 
against the Colombian's principles to insist upon a city being kept clean. 

ose two towns now needa thorough ‘Habanaizing’ to make them fit to live 
in. After going all over Panama another American and I came to the con- 
clusion that the best way to clean that city would be to burn it down and 
build it over.” 

And I present the following extract of a letter to me from a 
gentleman who was recently traveling in Colombia: 

We landed in Savanillo, Colombia, on the morning of October 5; and as we 
spend thirty hours in port, I took the train for Barranquilla, a town of 10,000 
or 15,000 people and 20 miles inland. This is a very old town and is especialiy 
dilapidated now, as the state of poverty existing there, caused from their 
three years’ revolution, issomethingawful. One American dollar was worth 
$90 in Colombian money, and at present it is $130 for one. When I returned 
to the pier next morning tho famous Colombian gunboat Pinzon had just ar- 
rived from Panama with 360 sick soldiers on board. They all had Panama 
fever and dysentery, and in all my life I have never witnessed such suffering. 
They were not only half starved, and without an ounce of medicine or a doc- 
tor, but were in rags and without a blanket or pillow and stretched out on the 
hard floor of the deck. Those who were able to walk were taken up into 
es but eight of them died there at the wharf before our ship sailed in the 
afternoon. 

We stopped the next night in Ca ‘ena, and I had a talk with the Amer- 
ican consul there. He told me that between last December and August 8,000 
soldiers had been drafted from that district for service in the fighting around 
Panama and that out of the lot only 3,000 could be accounted for at present. 


JOINT CONTROL OF CANAL ZONE SHOULD BE REFUSED. 

Iam not asking the Senate to reverse or disregard the prefer- 
ence Congress has given to the Panama route by the rejection of 
this treaty, but the facts I have presented to-day should, in my 
judgment, require us to refuse a joint control of the canal zone 
with Colombia in the exercise of the police powers and the mili- 
tary powers that are indispensable to the control of the canal 
zone at Panama. When we consider what Great Britain has 
found it necessary to do to protect and police the Suez Canal, 
constructed through a desert, we should never accept a joint con- 
trol with Colombia over such people as are shown above to be 
inhabitants of the canal zone at Panama and the dense population 
of its immediate vicinity. 

CHANGE OF FRONT OF 1STHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION. 

Mr. President, the Isthmian Canal Commission, after making 
two reports, one preliminary and the other final—the final report 
being dated the 16th of November, 1901—in both of which they 
recommend the Nicaragua route in preference to the Panama 
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route, changed front as to their recommendation without the 
slightest change of facts or of opinion, or the addition of any new 
facts relating to the practicability or feasibility of either canal, 
based on the facts they had twice reported and had once testified 
to on examination as witnesses. 
SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT TO JUSTIFY CHANGE OF RECOMMENDATION. 

To justify that change of recommendation they made the fol- 
lowing supplemental report, which I will read in full, because it 
is the only justification they have attempted to make of their 
change of recommendation: 

[Senate Document No. 123, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session.] 

Message from the President of the United States, transmitting the report of the 

Isthmian Canal Commission upon the proposition of the New Panama Canal 

Company to sell and dispose of ali its rights, property, and unfinished work 

to the United States. 


[January 20, 1902.—Read; referred to the Committee oa Interoceanic Canals 
and ordered to be printed.] 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report of the Isthmian Canal Commission upon the 
Ag of the New Panama Canal Company io sell and dispose of all its 
rights, property, and unfinished work to the United States for $40,000,000. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Wuire Hows, January 20, 1902. 


The PRESIDENT: 


The undersigned, the Secretary of State, has the honor to lay before the 
President a copy of a letter from Rear-Admiral John G. Walker, United 
States Navy, president of the Isthmian Canal Commission, transmitting a 
report of the Commission upon the proposition of the New Panama Canal 
Company to sell and dispose of all its rights, property, and unfinished work 
to the United States for $40, 000,000. 

Respectfully submitted. 

JOHN HAY. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, January 20, 1902. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C., January 13, 1902. 
Srr: I have the honor to transmit herewith a report of this Commission 
upon the proposition of the New Panama Canal Company to sell all of ita 
rights, property, and unfinished work to the United States for $40,000,000. 
lam, sir, with great respect, your obedient servant, 
J.G. WALKER, 
President of Commission. 
The SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Washington, D. C. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C., January 18, 1902. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Srr: The Isthmian Canal Commission has the honor to submit the follow- 
ing report upon the proposition of the New Panama Canal Company to sell 
and d se of all its rights, property, and unfinished work to the United 
States for $40,000,000: 

Ata meeting of the stockholders of the New Panama Canal Company held 
on the 21st of December last full pope was given to the board of directors of 
the company to negotiate for the transfer of its property, concessions, and 
unfinished work to the United States, its action to be subject to formal rati- 
fication by the stockholders. In accordance with this action the board indi- 
cated its desire, through its eee in this city, to offer a proposition 
to make such transfer to the United States for the price mentioned. There- 
upon by your oral direction the president of the Commission conferred with 
Mr. Edouard Lampré, secretary-general of the New Panama Canal Company. 
He also received several cablegrams from Mr. Marius B6, the newly chosen 
president of the company, in Paris. The results of these conferences and 
communications have been considered at a meeting of the Commission called 
for that purpose. 

The first cablegram was dated in Paris on the 4th of January, and it stated 
that the oomgeny was ready to transfer to the United States its property 
and concessions for $40,000,000, and that the offer would remain open until the 
4th of March, 1908. As it was not clear whether this offer included all the 
property of the company, further correspondence ensued, and it was made 
clear that the proposition was intended to cover the entire property of the 
company uj,on_ the Isthmus of Panama, all the stock of the Panama Rail- 
road Company held for its use and benefit, and the maps, plans, archives, and 
records in Faris. 

A comm aication and eapnetry documents, duly certified, containing a 
fuller statement than is embraced in the cablegrams, but to the same effect, 
are on their way to the United States by mail, and copies of them have been 
deposited with the ambassador of the United States in Paris, who has ac- 
knowledged their receipt by cable to the Secretary of State. 

The cablegrams received are as follows: 

PARIS, January 4, 1902—8.53 a. m. 
Borurvk, Washington: 

Inform Admiral Walker fampetinsels and without awaiting Lampré’s 
arrival, that the company declares itse # ready to transfer to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, on payment of $40,000,000, its properties and 
concessions, estimated at that amount by the Isthmian Canal Commission 
in its last report, page 103, in conformity with the terms and conditions of 
the estimates of said report. BO 

30, 


President of the Board. 


PARIS, January 9, 1902—4.07 p. m, 
Admiral WALKER, 
President Isthmian Canal Commission, 
Corcoran Building, Washington: 
The New Panama Canal Company declares that it is ready to accept for 
the totality, without exception, of its property and rights on the Isthmus 
i, amount of $40,000,000, the above offer to remain in force up to March 4, 


BO, 
President of the Board, 
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PaRIs, January 11, 1902—4.17 p. m. 


Admiral WALKER, 
President Isthmian Canal Commission, 
Corcoran Building, Washington: 


o Offer of sale of all our property applies also to all maps and archives in 
aris. 


BO, 
President of the Board. 


PARIS, January U,, 19082—9.45 p. m. 
Admiral WALKER, 
President Isthmian Canal Commission, 
Corcoran Building, Washington: 

We send by mail letter confirming cable llth January, and, under regis- 
tered package, judgment August 2, agreement with liquidator, and threé 
extracts showing powers of board. Ali these documents are certified to by 
the United States consulate-general. BO 

President of the Board. 

The “totality, without exception, of its property and rights on the 
Isthmus,” mentioned in the cablegram of January 9, includes the following 
classes of property: t 

1. LANDS NOT BUILT ON. 


There are 56 parcels of land to which the title rests in the canal company, 
amounting to about 30,000 acres, which, with the lands belonging to the rail- 
road company, cover nearly all of the ground required for the actual con- 
struction of the canal. Some additional land must be acquired for the con- 
struction of the lakes at Bohio and Alhajuela and for the outflow from the 
Gigante Spillway, these additional lands wn at present of little value. 

Jnder the law of Colombia dated December 10, 1590, the canal company 
became entitled to 250,000 hectares (about 625.000 acres) of the land grant pro- 
vided for in the original Wyse concession. These lands have never been de- 
limited and the company has not actually taken possession of them, but the 
right to them would’ pass to the United States. In case the United States 
should not wish to take and hold these lands. it might relinquish the right in 
favor of Colombia in the negotiations with that Government for new treaty 
rights. 

2. BUILDINGS. 

There are scheduled 2,431 buildings, divided among 47 subclassifications, 
used for offices, quarters, storehouses, hospitals, shops, stables, and miscel- 
laneous purposes. Among them are two large aa buildings in 
Panama, one used as the headquarters residence and the other as the general 
office, large general hospitals at Colon and Panama, and several important 
buildings at Colon. These buildings are furnished. 


38. PLANT. 


There is an immense amount of machinery, consisting of floating plant 
(tugs, launches, dredges, etc.) and spare parts, with 24 subclassifications; 
roliing plant (locomotives, cars, etc.) and spare parts, with 17 subclassifica- 
tions; stationary and semistationa plant (excavators, cranes, pumps, 
etc.), with 25 subclassifications. The Commission does notattach much value 
to this plant for the reasons given in its report of November 16, 1901. 

There are also many surveying and other instruments, office supplies, and 
stationery, surgical and medical outfit, and miscellaneous supplies covering 
thousands of items. 

4. WORK DONE. 


The excevation already accomplished upon the main canal line, which 
will be of value in the plan recommended by the Commission, was carefully 
computed and was found to be 36,689,965 cubic yards. As stated in the report 
of November 16, 1901, the amount of excavation which can be utilized in the 
Cc res diversion is 210,873 cubic yards and in the Gatun diversion 2,685,494 
cubic yards. Adding these together, the total quantity of excavation which 
will be of value in the new plan is 39,586,532 cubic yards. A temporary diver- 
sion of the Panama Railroad has been made at the Culebra cut, which also 
must be considered. Using the same classification of materials and the same 
unit prices as in the other estimates, with the 20 per cent added for contin- 
gencies, the value of the work done is found to be: 


Canal excavation ......~.cancccsecece ence ---- ceceee cone cnneceecocccecce $21, 020, 386 
Chagres diversion 178, 186 












Gatun diversion -.......- meme aes 1, 396, 455 
Railroad diversion (4 miles) 300, 000 
22, 895, 028 

On, 00 EP GUID ccnicacnenndisemecces vent peniipaeamnnen 4,579,005 
IED ..ncdeqintditutintingaiunipiapehiiipecinnpe tities 27,474,083 


5. PANAMA RAILROAD. 


Of the existing 70,000 shares of the Panama Railroad the canal company 
will transfer to the United States all but about 1,100shares. These latter are 
held by a few individuals residing in various parts of the United States and 
in Europe. As it will not be the policy of the United States to so manage the 
railroad as to secure a large revenue, it is probable that the holders of these 
shares will in time find it to their interest to dispose of them at the price 
fixed by the Commission for the other shares, viz, their par value, At par 
the value of the 68,863 shares to be transferred to the United States by the 
canal company is $6,886,300. 

Against this property are mortgage bonds to the amount of $3,439,000. Of 
this amount the company owns $871,000, which it has pledged as collateral 
for its debt to the Panama Canal Company described below, and it also holds 
in its treasury $1,064,000 subject to sale or cancellation, leaving outstanding 
in the hands of the public $1,504,000. The bonds bear 4} per cent interest. 

There are outstanding also $996,000 six per cent sinking-fund subsidy bonds, 
but this liability isan amortization of the annual payment of $225,000 due the 
Colombian Government under its concession for the period ending Novem- 
ber 1, 1910. 

The railroad company owes $986,918 to the Panama Canal Company, mainly 
on account of the construction of the pier at La Boca. 

Its total liabilities, therefore, are $2,490,918, not counting the sinking-fund 
subsidy bonds, for which the Colombian Government has received the bene- 
fit and for which it should make allowance to the United States in the nego- 
tiations for treaty rights. 

Its cash assets January 15, 1902, were $438,569.33. ; 

It owns three passenger and freight steamers of American registry, the 
Allianca, Advance,and Finance, of ee 2,000 tons net each, which, 

ther with a chartered steamer, the Orizaba, run between New York and 
Colon on a weekly schedule. For the past year it has operated a line of char- 
tered steamers of American regisuy between San Francisco and Panama. 
These steamers, owned or chartered, on the Atlantic and Pacific constitute 
the Panama Railroad Steamship Line. 


The railroad company owns an undivided half interest in the islands of 
Naos, Culebra, Perico, and Flamenco, in the Bay of Panama, the Pacific Mail 
Steamship Company being the joint owner. 

Besides its right of ye terminals, wharves, and considerable areas of 
land, it owns nearly the whole of the town of Colon, the houses there being 
constructed under leases. 

The railroad company has nooperating contracts which can not be termi- 
nated in ninety days. 

The work of constructing the canal will lesgely increase the business of 
the railroad, and will enable it to pay off its liabilities in a very few years. 
After the completion of the canal its commercial profits will probably cease, 
but it will have a value incidental to operating the canal. 

6. MAPS, DRAWINGS, AND RECORDS. 

The value of the maps, drawings, and records in Paris, on the Isthmus, or 
elsewhere, all of which are to be transferred to the United States, as stated 
in the cablegram of January 11, is placed at $2,000,000. 

cammeng up the foregoing items, the total value of the property is found 
to be: 





CONTE MOR GONR son dacs covcccccctneckadntwese dvonundwebnaigtiecwnken $27, 474,088 
Panama Railroad stock at par ....... -- 6,886,2 
Maps, drawings, and records ........ ---- 2,000,000 
36, 360, 333 
To which add 10 per cent to cover omissions............... einai %, 639, 667 
40, 000, 000 


the last item being intended to cover any buildings, machinery, railroad 
shares, additional excavation to date of purchase, and other assets which 
may be of value to the United States and have not been included in the other 
items. 

In reciting its conclusions in the ye dated November 16, 1901, this Com- 
mission stated that the selection of the most feasible and practicable route 
must be made between the Nicaragua and Panama locations, adopting a plan 
of canal with locksineachcase. It concluded that the water-supply features 
were satisfactory on both lines; that both dams, by which the summit levels 
would be sustained, were practicable, the advantage being in favor of the 
Conchuda dam at Nicaragua; that the plan of regulating the summit level 
was practicable in each case, though less simple on the Nicaragua route than 
on the Panama; that the present means of transportation were inadequate 
on the Nicaragua route, while a well-equipped railroad was in operation 
along the entire length of the Panama route; that there are now no natural 
harborsat Nicaragua, while serviceable ones exist at both ends of the Panama 
route, and although with the completion of the harbors as planned one route 
would have littleadvantage over the other, the balance was probably in favor 
of Panama; that owing to the absence of harbors and railroads the period of 
—— at Nicaragua would be twice that at Panama. 

It was also the sense of the Commission that the total time required for the 
construction of the canal by the Panama route would be ten years, and eight 
years by the Nicaragua route, with a greater probability of exigencies caus- 
ing delays on the latter than on the former. 

he estimated cost of constructing the Nicaragua Canal is $45,630,704 more 
than the cost of completing the Panama Canal. 

The estimated annual cost of maintenance and operation is $1,300,000 
greater at Nicaragua than at Panama. 

The Panama route would be 134.6 miles shorter than the Nicaragua route 
from sea to sea, with fewer locks and less curvature both in degrees and 
miles. The estimated time for a deep-draft vessel to pass through the Nica- 
ragua Canal was placed at thirty-three hours, as against twelve hours for 
Panama, these estimates being the time of actual navigation and not includ- 
ing delays for winds, currents, or darkness. 

If the @ were made without interruption, about a day could be 
saved by the Nicaragua over the Panama route by ordinary steamers han- 
dling commerce between our Pacific ports and all Atlantic po and about 
two days by steamers of the same class hetye sd between our Gulf ports and 
North Pacific ports. The time advantage of the Nicaragua route would be 
less in the case of fast high-powered steamers, the use of which is increasing 
Between Atlantic ports and the west coast of South America the Panama 
=e has the advantage of about two days, and between the Gulf ports and 
the west coast of South America the Panama route has the advantage of 
about one day. The trade of the western coast of South America is a very 
important one, which has hitherto been in European hands. 

e Panania route is an old highway of commerce, along which no consid- 
erable industrial development is likely to occur. During the construction 
of a canal on the Nicaragua route business relations would be established 
with Costa Rica and Nicaragua which would be likely to continue. Existing 
conditions indicate hygienic advantagesat Nicaragua, though equally effec- 
tive sanitary measures must be taken in both cases. 

The offer received from the New Panama Canal Com y to convey all its 
property, including all its interest in the Panama Railroad, to the United 
States will make the estimated cost of the two canals as follows: 


The transfer would give title to all the land now held by both the Panama 
Canal Company and the Panama Railroad Company which covers nearly all 
lands required for the construction of the canal. The land held by private 
parties at Nicaragua must be acquired, and its acquisition may prove 
expensive. 

he question whether the New Panama Canal Company can make to a 
purchaser a valid title to the property formerly ore to the old com- 
pany, its predecessor, has been considered and answered e former reports 
of the Commission, ‘but in view of its importance in connection with the 
present offer the results of the investigation made will be again presented. 

The old company, in addition to its canal property acquired under its con- 
cession from the Colom Government, owned nearly all of the shares of 
the Panama Railroad Company. By purchasing these it obtained the control 
of the concession under which the road had been built. The latter conces- 
sion will continue in force until 1966. The canal concession is to run for 
ninety-nine years from the day on which the canal shall be opened to public 
service, and the date fixed for this in the concession, according to its latest 
extension, is October 31, 1910. When these periods expire, the different 
properties are to belong absolutely to Colombia, without compensation, and 

e Government is woler no em oan to extend either concession. 

The canal company is absolutely prohibited to cede or mortgage its rights, 
under any consideration whatever, to any nation or foreign government 
under ty of forfeiture. The contract with the railr company con- 
tains a like prohibition, and declares further that the pain of forfeiture will 
be incurred by the mere act of attemp to cede or transfer its privilege 
to a foreign goveramens, and such an act is declared absolutely null and of 
no value and effect. But for the purpose of permitting the New Panama 
Canal Com to enter upon the paeetiene which have resulted in the 
present offer, Colombia has waived prohibitions and has authorized 
the company to treat directly with the United States, with a view to the use 
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plant, and unfinished work in his hands and un , and in con- 
sideration of this grant he was to receive 60 per cent of the net profits of the 
enterprise after deducting all expenses, charges, stipulated dividends to 
be distributed by him among the parties in interest. 
This interest of the old mene is still under the protection of the liqui- 
dator, and he must bea rapes | any arrangement that may be entered into 
for a sale and conveyance of the property, and as he derives his authorit 
pointed his action requires the approval an 


from the tribunal that ap: 
confirmation of the court. 

The papers before the Commission show that the liquidator has agreed to 
the proposition and that he is aceon uaeer judicial authority. 

A deed to the property executed by the canal company and the liquidator 

uires the approval of the Government of Colombia because of the prohi- 
bition already referred to in the concessions and for the further reason that 
the Republic owns 50,000 shares, of 100 francs each, of the stock of thecompany, 
full es of which it can not be deprived without its consent. 

The Commission has no power to enter upon negotiations for the arran, 
ment of these matters. ey belong to the Secaserapeling power, but the 
acceptance of the terms offered by the New Panama Canal Company should 
be conditioned upon their satisfactory adjustment. 

The advanta of the two canal routes have been restated according to 
the findings of the former report. There has been no change in the views of 
the Commission with reference to any of these conclusions then reached, but 
the new proposition submitted by the New Panama Canal Company makes 
a reduction of nearly $70,000,000 in the cost of a canal across the Isthmus of 

nama, according to the estimates contained in the former report. and 
with this reduction a canal can be there constructed for more than $5,500,000 
less than through Nicaragua. The unreasonable sum asked for the property 
and rights of the New Panama Canal Company when the Commission reached 
its former conclusion overbalanced the advantages of that route, but now 
that the estimates by the two routes have been nearly equalized the Com- 
mission can form its sotpesent by weighing the advantages of each and 
determining which is the more practicable and feasible. 

There is, however, one important matter which can not enter into its de- 
termination, but which may in the end control the action of the United 
States. Reference is made to the disposition of the Governments whose ter- 
ritory is necessary for the construction and operation of an isthmian canal. 
It must be assumed by the Commission that Colombia will exercise the same 
fairness and liberality if the Panama route is determined upon that have 
aes apes of Nicaragua and Costa Rica should the Nicaragua route be 

referred. 
* After considering the changed conditions that now exist and all the facts 
and circumstances upon which its present judgment must be based, the Com- 
mission is of the opinion that “the most practicable and feasible route" for 
an isthmian canal, to be “‘ under the control, management, and ownership of 
the United States,” is that known as the Panama route. 

We have the honor to be, sir, with great respect, your obedient servants, 

J. G. WALKER, 
Rear-Admiral, United States Navy, President of Commission. 


SAMUEL PASCO. 


PETER ©. HAINS, 
Colonel, United States Corps af Engineers. 
WM. H. BURR. 
O. H. ERNST, 
Lieutenant-Colonel, United States Corps of Engineers. 
LEWIS M. HAUPT. 
EMORY R. JOHNSON. 


ONLY FACT ON WHICH COMMISSION CHANGED ITS RECOMMENDATION. 


It is not open to dispute or doubt that the only fact on which 
the Isthmian Canal Commission changed its recommendation 
from the Nicaragua route to the Panama route is that they, with- 
out reference to the cost of obtaining concessions from the gov- 
ernments owning the territory through which these routes are 
located, estimated that the Panama route would cost, to complete 
it, $184,222,358, estimating the work done on that route and the 

roperty that company proposed to sell to the United States at 

0,000,000, And they estimated that the cost of the canal by the 
Nicaragua route would be $189,864,062. 

The difference in cost, on this basis, being $5,541,704. 

If the alleged advantage in cost, in favor of Panama, is changed 
by the provision of this treaty, that route has not the recom- 
mendation of the Isthmian Canal Commission, and could not 
have had it if they have made a frank and honest statement of 
the grounds on which they changed the recommendations they 
made to the President, in their preliminary report of November 
80, 1900, and in their final report on November 16, 1901. 

Not much is known about the ability and value of that report, 
and I will attach a copy of it as an appendix to my remarks. 

After a year of further examination and deliberation the Isth- 


mian Canal Commission made their final report, again recom- | 


mending the Nicaragua route. This report changed no fact 
stated in the preliminary report, but added some facts relating 
mainly to questions of eee the length and time of ocean 
voyages through the canal to different seaports, and the health 
of both canal routes, with many documents and reports to sustain 
their final conclusion in favor of the Panama route. 


HEPBURN CANAL BILL. 


The Hepburn canal bill passed the House of Representatives on 
the 9th day of Jan , 1902, and was referred to the Committee 
on Interoceanic on the 13th day of January, 1902, and 
reported by that committee March 13, 1902. 

t bill provided for the construction of the canal by order of 





the President, under the direction of the Secretary of War, and 
he was authorized to have the work done by contract, or by the 
Government. 

The committee preferred the plan of the Hepburn bill for build- 
ing the canal. Others, including some members of the Isthmian 
Canal Commission, preferred that the canal should be constructed 
by an isthmian canal commission to consist of seven members, in 
the manner provided in the act of June 28, 1902. 

STOCKHOLDERS’ MEETING OF NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY. 

It is stated in the supplementary report of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission that the stockholders’ meeting of the New Panama 
Canal Company was held on the 2ist of December, 1901, at which 
“full power was given to the board of directors to negotiate for 
the transfer of its property, concessions, and unfinished work to 
the United States, its action to be subject to formal ratification 
by the stockholders.”’ 

The report of the Isthmian Canal Commission further states 
that, by the oral direction of the President of the United States. 
‘*the president of the Commission conferred with Mr. Edouard 
Lampre, secretary-general of the New Panama Canal Company.”’ 

The only evidence of the action of the New Panama Canal 
Company, at any meeting of the stockholders or of the board of 
directors, is set forth in four cablegrams signed BO, president of 
the board—one to M. Boeufvé dated January 4, 1902, and three to 
Admiral Walker dated, respectively, January 9, 11, and 14, 1902. 


M. BO’S URGENT HASTE TO CHANGE “POWER TO NEGOTIATE.” 


The dispatch to M. Boeufvé is a rush order to— 


inform Admial Walker immediately. and without awaiting Lampre’s arrival 
that the company declares itself ready to transfer to the Government of the 
United States, on payment of ae, its properties and concessions, esti- 
mated at that amount by the Isthmian Canal Commission in its report, page 
108, in conformity with the terms and conditions of the estimates of said 


report. a 
BO, President of the Board. 


M. Bé advanced in urgent haste from full power “ to negoti- 
ate’’ to the point of making an offer of sale at a specified sum. 
This dispatch was addressed to M. Boeufvé. 

On the 9th of January M. B6 changed his offer to sell into some 
offer to purchase the totality of its property and rights on the 
Isthmus for $40,000,000, ‘* the above offer to remain in force up to 
March 4, 1903.’’ 

On the 1ith of January M. Bé enlarges his offer to include “all 
maps and archives in Paris.’’ 

The cable dispatch of M. B6 to Admiral Walker of January i4 
is as follows: 


We send by mail letter confirming cable 1lth January and, under regis- 
tered packages, judgment August 2,agrement with liquidator, and three ex- 
tracts showing power of board. All these documents are certified to by the 
United States consulate general. . 

M. BO, President of Board. 


These cablegrams and the conference with M. Lampré, of which 
nothing is reported by the Commission, comprise all the informa- 
tion given to the Senate as to the proposed sale of the property to 
the United States. 

A VERY “NAKED TITLE.” 

If these papers and statements constitute a title, it is surely a 
very ‘‘naked title.” There is no warranty against incumbrances 
found in its stipulations, and if there was such a warranty it 
would be only that of a bankrupt corporation, whose last gasp of 
life was given in the broken utterances of these cablegrams. 

The offer was hysterical and its acceptance agitated. The 
answer to the offer was given not sooner than the 18th of January, 
which must have been based alone on the cablegrams, the latest 
of which was dated at Paris on the 11th of January, 9.45 p. m, 

Counting from that moment until the session of the Senate at 
noon of the 18th of January—five days and twelve hours—the 
documents certified by the consul-general at Paris could not have 


| reached Washington before that report was sent in by the Com- 


mission to the President. 
So that this vital matter of title to property, valued by the New 
Panama Canal Company on the report of appraisers at $109,000,000 


| and offered for $40,000,000, was considered by the Isthmian Canal 


Commission on these four cablegrams, and when they looked their 
labors over they ‘‘ pronounced them good,’’ and there they rested 
from their labors. 

TWO FORMER DECISIONS REVERSED. 

In five days and twelve hours they reversed their two former 
decisions, which took two years and five months of laborious effort 
to form, and report to the President, only two weeks of which 
time they had spent in Panama. 

They were never in office after they made their final report, but 
the President intrusted to them this negotiation, and it stands for 
what it is worth as an unofficial opinion. 

“ CONTINGENCIES.” 

They stated some facts in their report that they had not stated 

before, as to the description and value of the property owned by 
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the Panama Canal Company, in which they included as “‘con- 
tingencies’’ lands and houses owned by the canal and railroad 
companies and covered them under that peculiar designation. 


“INDISPENSABLE CONDITIONS.” 


They were very cautious as to the terms of the treaty to be | 


made with Colombia, which they stated as indispensable condi- 
tions on which they base their change of recommendations, as 
follows: 

Such a transfer of title thus approved would give to the United States the 
fame right, title, and interest in the premises that the New Panama Canal 
Company now has, but that would not be sufficient. The existing conces- 
sions thus purchased would be valuable — because their ownership by the 
United States would remove the obstacles in the way of negotiations 
between the two Governments for the occupation of Colombian territory by 
the United States for canal purposes; but these concessions are unsatisfac- 
tory and insufficient, and a new arrangement must be made if an isthmian 
canal is to be constructed by our Government across the Isthmus of 

anama. 

The grant must be not for a term of years, but in perpetuity, and a strip 
of territory from ocean to ocean of sufficient width must be placed under the 
control of the United States. In this strip the United States must have the 
right to enforce police regulations, preserve order, protect prepare rights, 
and exercise such other powers as are Sp inte me and necessary. ‘The busi- 
ness relations between the railroad and canal companies and the Colombian 
Government must also be settled, and the consideration to be paid by the 
United States for the privileges and rights to be exercised in the future 
must be agreed upon free from all embarrassment with reference to past 
transactions. 

In this treaty the conditions they annex to their change of rec- 
ommendation in favor of the Panama route are all violated, and 
it would be an act of serious injustice to the commission to sup- 
pose that they would ever have recommended the Panama route, 
under this treaty, for the chance of saving any such sum as 
$5,641,704. 

When they find that this sum is more than set off by the cost 
of the concessions in this treaty and the lands we surrender to 
Colombia, and that nearly $1,000,000 is to the credit of the Nica- 
ragua route by the single item for concessions, charged by Colom- 
bia, and that Nicaragua is, as matters have been so changed, the 
less costly route, there is no fact stated and no reason is sug- 
gested by anything they have said that authorizes anyone in 
quoting that commission as favoring the Panama route. 

NO DEFINITE STATEMENT OF WHAT IS TO BE PURCHASED FROM NEW 

PANAMA CANAL COMPANY. 

I could, under existing conditions, vote for a treaty with Colom- 
bia, free from other radical defects, that was based honestly and 
firmly on the terms and conditions I have quoted from the sup- 
plementary report of the persons who once composed the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission. I will not further discuss this supple- 
mental report than to say that its statements are not accompanied 
with any evidences to show what it is that we are to purchase 
from the New Panama Canal Company in any definite or tangi- 
ble way, and that the haste of that movement was not needed to 
save the country from any danger into which we had been uncon- 
sciously led by the three careful reports that Admiral Walker had 
made in favor of the Nicaragua route. 


FACTS STATED IN THREE FORMER REPORTS THE IMMUTABLE TRUTH. 


Those reports were true and right. No one has ever assailed 
either of them or can ever do so successfully. 

The facts stated in them are the immutable truth and the whole 
truth, and the conclusions reached will never be disproved. Not 
a shade of doubt is left on any intelligent mind as to the perfect 
safety and feasibility of the Nicaragua route. No apprehension 
exists in any informed mind as to any feature of the Nicaragua 
route, and no objection is made against it except that it is more 
costly to construct than a canal on the Panama route by the esti- 
mated sum of $5,641,704. 

When that is wiped out by the greed of Colombia and her bad 
faith, Admiral Walker’s three reports in favor of the Nicaragua 
route stand vindicated by the events that have occurred since he 
changed his recommendation. 

If he could support this treaty after what he has said in his 
supplemental report that it must contain in order to meet his ap- 
proval, it is because,'like many eminent men, he has got to believe 
that he can demolish by a change of opinion, abrupt and unsup- 
ported by any new facts, the monuments he has builded to his 
own fame and that of his coworkers through many years of as- 
siduous labor and careful study. 

I will not aid in disparaging these honorable labors and their 
excellent results because he may see fit to do so. 


NO DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF WHAT THE CANAL COMPANY PROPOSES TO 
SELL. 


It will be seen from this report that no description in detail is 
made of anything the Panama Canal Company proposes to sell to 
the United States. 

There is no description of lands or buildings, or of rights to 
lands earned or selected, or to be earned or selected, by the canal 
company under the concession, or how they are located with 
reference to the proposed canal zone. 


As to personal property, machinery, material, tools, and the 

thousands of articles, stores, and supplies included in this broad 

| designation of all the property of the canal company in Panama, 
there is no inventory or descriptive list submitted to the Senate. 

We are in ignorance of what is offered for sale, and if it is 

withdrawn or dis of between this time and the exchange of 

| ratifications of this treaty between the two Governments we are 

none the wiser and will be entirely without remedy. 


CULPABLY LOOSE AS A BUSINESS TRANSACTION, 


As a business transaction it has no parallel in the history of 
commercial dealings for its culpable looseness. Are we trusting 
these ordinary and necessary details to so great and costly a con- 
tract to the honor of the men with whom we are dealing? We 
have no right as the representatives of the people to risk this vast 
sum of $40,000,000 derived from their labors, upon the honor of 
any set of men under the sun. 

Does the Senate know what we are buying, and can we point 
out to the people the property we are to get, and have we any 
guaranty of how much of it will be delivered to us after the treaty 
is ratified and before the money is paid? 


PERSONNEL OF THE NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY. 


If the New Panama Canal Company is the anchor of our blind 
faith that all will come out right in the end, I will point the Sen- 
ate to the final report of the Isthmian Canal Commission, on 
pages 83-84, where the men who compose that company are de- 
scribed: 

The time in which the canal was to be completed under the wre conces- 
sion having nearly expired, the liquidator sought and obtained from the 
Colombian Government an extension of ten years. The law of Colombia 
granting this extension is dated December 26, 1890. It provided that a new 
company should be formed and work upon the canal resumed on or before 
February 28, 1893. This condition not having been fulfilled, a second exten- 
sion was sought and obtained April 4, 1893. It provided that the term of ten 
years nted by the extension of 1890 should begin to run not later than Oc- 
tober 31, 1894. y an agreement dated April 26, 1900, the time was still fur- 
ther extended to October 31,1910. The validity of the last extension has been 
called in question. Full copies of the concession and its various extensions 
will be found in Appendixes GG, HH, IT, JJ. 

The liquidator found himself laboring under special legal difficulties, from 
which he obtained relief by the special law of the French Chambers dated 
July 1, 1893. (See Appendix KE.) He finally secured the organization of a 
new company on the 26th of October, 1894, with a capital stock of 650,000 
shares of 100 francseach. Six hundred thousand shares had been subscribed 
to be paid for in cash, and 50,000 shares were given as eo stock to the 
Colombian Government in compliance with the terms of the extension of 
the concession dated December 26, 1890. Thus the cash capital of the com- 
pany was 60,000,000 francs, or $11,640,000, a sum deemed suflicient for the pro- 
visional operations contemplated. 

The scandals connected with the failure of the old company, which had 
led to the prosecution and conviction of De Lesseps and other prominent 
pounens, had made it dfficult tosecure even that amount. Suits had been 

rought against certain loan associations, administrators, contractors, and 
others who were sup: to have unduly profited by the extravagant man- 
agement of theold company. A series of compromises were made with these 
persons, by which it was agreed that they should subscribe for stock in the 
new company on condition that the suits should be dropped. Whatever 
amount remained to make up the 60,000,000 francs after deducting the sums 
thus obtained and those to be obtained by public subscription was to be sub- 
scribed by the liquidator. The stock was subscribed as follows, viz: 





Francs. 

TE 6 cn pcttindnnsccngtonddtnet cntntdvetere cbse < ccctetebttonunsisbiins «+. 10,000,000 
OnSGit Ligaments ..cncoccosccsccccccee 
Société Générale................... 
Crédit Industriel et Commercial - 
Administrators of the old company -. 
Artigue, Sonderegger & Co............. 
Baratoux, Letellier & Co 2 
EE chit tiehnndinatinniintcibtdintéd pein p hcianhsttiee Siewa svadesitien 750, 000 
COs EE Waisted windinins Hendbudeienedcbedeay pis cued nodsed 500, 000 
Various poms to the number of 60, who had profited by syndicates 

SI Sr OID iectcicccicennencnin céynesebesceusioniinn’ 8, 285, 700 
Hug0 ObeEMEOPEP . nonce cece nccccecccccs cocces cccosesccces onccos cone 8, 890,000 
Pn in kivntnddinwdihnes dnccnedenves oubbbstinwsesookwanten 8, 484, 800 
el I  Adanbincdnduliinginadineucnnncmtinewiinendinns cuigedl 15, 895 


adit si vinicnidiptinininasient edad matophennnnadded nralswnoliiacndit 60, 000, 008 
See Soars reapers of the liquidator to the court, dated November 26, 189, 
s 8, 9, and 13. 

he old company and the liquidator had raised by the sale of stock and 
bonds the sum of So46 706,431.68. The securities issued to raise this money had 
a face value of $495,559, 80. The number of persons holding them is esti- 
mated at over 200,000. (See second > of the liquidator to the court, 
dated November 12, 1891.) There have nm excavated in all about 72,000,000 
cubic yards. There had nm purchased and tra to the Isthmus an 
enormous Geantisy of machinery and other plant, at an estimated cost of 
$ 000. Nearly all of the steck of the Panama Railroad—about 68,500 of 
he 70,000 shares existing—also had been purchased at a cost of about 
$18,094,000. A general statement of the —— and expenditures and fur- 
ther details of the history of the enterprise down to the formation of the 
new company, fu M. Maurice Hutin, director-general New Panama 

Canal Company, will be found in Appendix B, 


NO RECORD OF ACTION OF CANAL COMPANY GIVING POWER TO SELL. 


Are we to take the word of the attorney of the New Panama 
Canal Company that he has a special — of attorney to sell 
the United States this vast property, t is in due form and 
authorized by the action of that company, either through its 
board of directors or a meeting of its stockholders? I ask for 
profert of those powers and of the record of the action of the 
Panama Company, by which alone such powers can be 
given. 
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Cr shall we take Mr. Cromwell’s letter to the Attorney-General, 
which was sent to the Senate by the President, as full 


roof of his powers and of an undeniable a ane 
: 1 enough to cover this vast and com ted transac- 


powers are " 
tion, and that they were given by the action of New Panama 


Canal Company in full compliance with the statutes of that com- 
pany and the laws of France? 

If the Attorney-General or the President has such records of 
the action of that company, why are they not laid before the 
Senate? Who in this ber will undertake to answer that 
question? 

I will pause for an answer. 


OFFER OF SALE NOT RENEWED OR EXTENDED BY CANAL COMPANY. 


It issimply impossible that the offer of sale made on the 9th day 
of January, 1902, in these words— 


The New Panama Canal Company declares that it isready toaccept for the 
totality, without exception, of its property an on the mus the 
amount of $40,000,000, above offer to remain in force up to March 4, 1903— 


could have been renewed or extended by any action of the Pan- 
ama Canal Company, or could have been changed into a binding 
agreement by any action of the Panama Canal Company, the rec- 
ord of which could have crossed the Atlantic Ocean since the 17th 
nd of ey 1903, the date of the letter of the Attorney- 

eneral. 

This entire business was transacted by cablegrams exchanged 
between the parties across the Atlantic. 


ONLY RELIANCE ON CABLEGRAMS NOT SENT TO SENATE. 


* We are here put to conjecture as to the action of the Panama 
Canal Company in this great matter, and our reliance for the truth 
of the situation is upon cablegrams that are not sent to the Sen- 
ate, but furnish Mr. Cromwell with some foundation for his cer- 
tificate that his powers are full and that they rest upon a record 
of the action of the New Panama Canal Company that fully sus- 
tains them. 

I will read the message of the President of March 11, in full | 
support of these statements: 


To the Senate: 


In response to the Senate's resolution adopted in executive session on March 
9, 1903, in the following words: 

* Resolved, That the President is requested to inform the Senate of the 
_— state of negotiation or agreement between the New Panama Canal 

mpany and the Government of the United States, together witha copy of 
any agreements that have been made or proposed by said parties, or either 
of them, touching the sale of the property of said canal company since De- 
cember 1, 1902.” ; 

I transmit herewith a report by,the Attorney-General addressed to the 


Secretary of State. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Waits Hovstz, 
Washington, March 11, 1903. 


The Acting Secretary of State, to whom was referred the resolution 
adopted by the Senate in executive session on March 9, 1903, requesting the 
President to inform the Senate of the present state of otiation or 
ment between the New Panama Canal Company and the Government of the 
United States, together with a ~ dy aay agreements that have been made 
or p ed by said parties, or eit of them, the sale of the prop- 
erty of said canal ene December 1, 1902, has honor to lay before 
the President a sapere on the subject from the Attorney-General. 

Respectfully submitted. 

j ALVEY A. ADEE, 
Acting Secretary. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, March 10, 1903. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 10, 1903. 
The SECRETARY OF STATE. 

Srr: I have received your communication of this date, asking to be fur- 
nished with the informa called for by the following resolution passed by 
the Senate in executive session on yesterday: 

“Resolved, That the President is requested to inform the Senato of the 
pa state of negotiation or eement between the New Panama Canal 

Jompany and the Government of the United together with a copy of 
any agreements that have been made or p: y said parties, or either 
of oe ee the sale of the property of said canal company since De- 
cember 1, . 

I shall state, as briefly as I can consistently with clearness, the present 
condition of affairs. 

The concession given to the French comanny ty the Republic of Colombia 
contained in articles 21 and 22 a prohibition to cede or mortgage its rights to 
any nation or foreign government. Accordingly, all negotiations have been 
conducted with the understanding that the consent of Colombia is necessary 
to enable the company to sell the Government of the United States to 


= such rights. 
fter some dence between the Isthmian Canal Commission of 
the United States the former tof the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany, M. Hutin, which is printed in Senate Document No. 34, Fifty-seventh 
second session, the following cablegrams were received from the 
new president of the company, M. B6, the first Sans cereus ney to 
a and communicated to the president of Isthmian Canal Com- 
m $ 


PARIS, January |, 1902. 
Borurvs, Washington: 

Inform Admiral Walker immediate 
arrival, that the company declares itse: 
ment of the United States, on payment of 
cessions, estimated at that amount by the 


and without awaiting Lampré’s 
ready to transfer to the Govern- 
000, its properties and con- 
Commission in its 
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last — 108, in conformity with the terms and conditions of the 
estima pi Kena : 


BO, 
President of the Board. 


PARIS, January 9, 1908. 
Admiral WALKER, Washington: 
The New Panama Canal Company declares that it is ready to accept for 
the totality, without exception, of its property and rights on the Isthmus 
oes amount of $40,000,000, the above offer to remain in force up to March 4, 


BO, 
President of the Board. 


PARIs, January 11, 1902. 
Admiral WALKER, Washington: 


Offer of sale of all our property applies also to all maps and archives in 


BO, 
President of the Board. 

For reasons explained in my opinion = the title proposed to be given by 
the New Panama Canal Company to the United States, the liquidator or 
receiver of the old Panama Canal Com y gave his formal assent to the 
offer contained in these wotggnemes and obtained the approval of the civil 
tribunal of the Seine to his iving such assent. The judgment of the 
approval, dated March 19, 1 eclares that the tribunal— 
“confirms, so far as the liquidation of the Universal Interoceanic Panama 
Canal Company is concerned, the offer made by the New Panama Canai Com- 

ny, with the assent of the liquidator, to the United States Government, to 
remstor to said Government the whole of the property and rights owned by 
the New Panama Canal og =e ! on the Isthmus of Panama, as well as its 
maps and records in Paris, for the sum of $40,000,000 (i. e., about 205,000,000 
franes), said offer to remain in force until March 4, 1903, the actual proceeds 
of the sale to be divided according to the award made by the arbitrators, 
subject to the modification to be secured from the Government of the Re- 
public of Colombia as to articles 21 and 22 of the concessionary contract.” 

Recently, and while the offer of the company was yet open for acceptance, 
the following correspondence was had: 


M. BO, President, etc., Paris: 


By direction of the President of the United States, I have the honor to 
say that the offer of the New Panama Canal Company, as contained in your 
telegrams of January 9 and 11, 1902, through Admiral Walker, to sell the 


WASHINGTON, February 17, 1903. 


property and rights of the company on the Isthmus of Panama and in Paris, 
to which offer M. Gautron, liquidator of the Universal Interoceanic Panama 
Canal Company, assented, with the approval of the civil tribunal of the 
Seine, is hereby accepted, subject to =pdiientions of articles 21 and 22 of the 
concessionary contract by the ratification by both countries and the going 
into effect of the pending treaty concerning the Panama Canal between the 
United States and Colombia, now signed and awaiting ratification. The 


President desires that the pocsentinen necessary to the transfer of the title 
and possession of the ropecty be forwarded as much as possible, to the 
end that when the pending treaty is ratified and goes into effect nothing will 
remain to be done but to consummate the transaction by the delivery of 
possession and the payment of the consideration. P.O. ENOX 


Attorney-General. 


PARIS, February 19, 1903. 
P. C. Knox, 
Attorney-General, Washington: 

We have duly received your telegram of the 17th, and we charge M. Crom- 
well with transmitting to you the response of the council of administraticn, 
agreeably to our engagements. You may rest assured that we shall expedite 
as much as possible the formalities necessary to the conclusion. 


BO, 
President of the Council, 


WASHINGTON, March 3, 1905. 
P. 0. Knox, 
Attorney-General, Washington: 

Pursuant to authority upon me conferred by the president of the New 
Panama Canal omyenr: I beg leave to state that the acceptance made by 
the President cf the United States through your cablegram of the 17th ultimo 
of the offer of the company as contained in its cablegrams of Januaiy 9 and 
11, 1902, addressed to the president of the Isthmian Canal Commission, is 
hereby accepted as being in conformity with said offer. 


WILLIAM NELSON CROMWELL, 


General Counsel, New Panama Canai Company. 
a has been no other negotiation or agreement than is fully set forth 
above. 
Very respectfully, P. C. KNOX, 


Attorney-General. 

The cablegrams contained in this message and those in the sup- 
plementary report of the Isthmian Canal Commission, above 
quoted, are all the documentary proof or evidence, even by cor- 
respondence, that we have to inform us of any contract, proposed 
or accepted, between the United States and the New Panama 
Canal Company, or the liquidator of the old Panama Canal 
Company. 

POWER TO CONCLUDE CONTRACT IN BOARD OF DIRECTORS, NOT IN THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE COMPANY. 

As to Cromwell’s alleged powers to conclude a contract of that 
sort, he only claims in his note of March 3, 1903, to the Attorney- 
General, that he is authorized to act ‘‘ pursuant to authority upon 
me conferred by the president of the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany.” Yet, in the proceedings of the stockholders’ meeting on 
the 2ist of December, 1902, as stated in the supplemental report 
of the Isthmian Canal Commission, the power to negotiate for the 
transfer of the property of the New Panama Canal Company, etc., 
to the United States (which includes, necessarily, the power to 
complete the contract) “‘was given to the board of directors,” 
not to the president of the company, and the contract when made 
is “‘to be subject to formal ratification by the stockholders.” 
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‘ACCEPTANCE BASED ON AUTHORITY OF THE TRIBUNAL OF THE SEINE. 


The acceptance of the offer of the Attorney-General, by tele- 
graph, dated February 17, 1903, is expressly based on the author- 
ity of the tribunal of the Seine, given to the liquidator of the old 
company. 

To show exactly what this means, I will insert what Mr. Knox 
sets forth in his report to the President, which is copied in the 
message of the President, as follows: 

For reasons explained in my opinion upon the title proposed to be given by 
the New Panama Canal Company to the United States, the liquidator or 
receiver of the old Panama Canal Company gave his formal assent to the 
offer contained in these telegrams, and obtained the approval of the civil 
tribunal of the Seine to his giving such assent. The judgment of the 
approval, dated March 19, 1902, declares that tho tribunal *‘confirms, so far 
as the liquidation of the Universal Interoceanic Panama Canal Company is 
concerned, the offer made by the New Panama Canal Company, with the 
assent of the liquidator, to the United States Government, to transfer to 
said Government the whole of the property and rights owned by the New 
Panama Canal Company on the Isthmus of Panama, as well as its maps and 
records in Paris, for the sum of $40,000,009 (i. e., about 205,000,000 francs), said 
offer to remain in force until March 4, 1903, the actual proceeds of the sale to 
be divided according to the award made by the arbitrators, subject to the 
modification to be secured from the Government of the Republic of Colom- 
bia as to articles 21 and 22 of the concessionary contract.” 

Recently, and while the offer of the company was yet open for acceptance, 
the following correspondence was 3 


M. B6, President, etc., Paris: 


By direction of the President of the United States, I have the honor to say 
that the offer of the New Panama Canal Company, as contained in your tele- 
grams of January 9and 1], 1902, through Admiral Walker, to sell the p1 opert 
and rights of the company on the Isthmus of Panama and in Paris, to which 
offer M. Gautron, liquidator of the Universal Interoceanic Panama Canal 
Company, assented, with the approval of the civil tribunal of the Seine, is 
hereby accepted, subject to modifications of articles 21 and 22 of the conces- 
sionary contract = the ratification by both countries and the going into 
effect of the pending treaty concerning the Panama Canal between the 
United States and Colombia, now signed and awaiting ratification. The 
President desires that the proceedings necessary to the transfer of the title 
and possession of the property be forwarded as much as possible, to the end 
that when the pending treaty is ratified and goes into effect nothing will re- 
main to be done but to consummate the transaction by the delivery of pos- 
session and the payment of the consideration. 

P. C. KNOX, 


Attorney-General. 


The order of the tribunal of the Seine, thus relied upon by Mr. 
Knox, does not include the shares of stock in the Panama Rail- 
road Company. That decree also terminates the power of the 
liquidator to make an offer of sale on March 4, 1903. 

‘Nobody but that court can renew this power on or after the 4th 
of March, 1903. 

CONTRACT NOT COMPLETE UNTIL RATIFIED BY STOCKHOLDERS OF THE 

CANAL COMPANY. 

If our offer is not accepted before that date, it expires under 
the order of court, and it must be agreed to by the board of di- 
rectors of the New Panama Canal Company and ratified at a 
meeting of stockholders before it becomes a complete contract. 
As to them it is not an accepted contract, and its acceptance by 
Mr. Knox and Mr. Bé6 is not an acceptance that creates a contract. 

In either case this new effort to conclude an agreement by cor- 
respondence between Mr. Bé6 and Mr. Knox is abortive, and the 
contract accepted by Mr. Knox does not include the stock in the 


Panama Railroad 
ONLY CROMWELL'S WORD FOR ANYTHING. 


As the contract laid before the Senate yesterday has no other 
foundation for its existence or its terms than the statement of 
Cromwell, the Senate should at least wait until the records can 
be produced from France to ascertain whether he has the power 
to bind the New Panama Canal Company to this new contract. 

A cablegram, probably in cipher, is of all methods of contract- 
ing the least certain. Even Mr. B6 stopped long enough in his 
eagerness to grasp $40,000,000, at the sacrifice of $69,000,000, as 
M. Hutin asserts, in the value of the property, to remark that his 
first cablegram, conveying his offer of sale of this vast property, 
would be followed by confirmatory papers, to be sent across the 
Atlantic in the mails. He knew that no decent government 
would make such a contract by cable dispatches, which an oper- 
ator might mistake or a crafty and unconscionable lawyer might 
misconstrue, misread, or misrepresent. 

But in this matter no confirmation by mail is furnished as was 
promised by Mr. B6é, and the cablegrams to Mr. Cromwell are 
not permitted to be read by the Senate. We have only Mr. Crom- 
well’s word for everything. 

MAKING A CORPORATION A PARTY TO A CONTRACT BETWEEN TWO sov- 
EREIGNS. 

This is the only treaty that was ever made that introduces a 
corporation, or joint-stock company, or a copartnership, or by 
whatever name the Attorney-General may choose to deal with it 
in this great matter, as a party to a contract between two sov- 
ereign powers. 

I mean just what I say, and I wonder at the situation, as I have 
wondered at it and protested against it from the beginning, and 
I still respectfully protest that this treaty is sui generis and is 


WASHINGTON, February 17, 1903. 


impossible of ratification so as to bind Colombia and the United 
States until the third party named in the treaty, that is not a sov- 
ereign power, has made a sale of its property and rights to the 
United States in Colombia and France, and also its holdings of 
stock in another corporation in New York which owns property 
in Colombia. The act of Congress authorizes the President of 
the United States to make an agreement for certain property and 
rights of the New Panama Canal Company, but does not author- 
ize him to acquire the property in Panama that belongs to the 
Panama Railroad Company of New York. 


ATTITUDE OF NEW COMPANY AS TO TREATY. 


This plexus of conflicting interests I will reserve for discussion 
later on. At present I will deal with the remarkable attitude 
and powers of the New Panama Canal Company in respect of 
the conclusion, the ratification, and the force and effect of the 
treaty now before the Senate. 

This treaty authorized the New Panama Canal Company to sell 
and convey concessions made to it by Colombia and to its prede- 
cessor—the old company—and its property of every kind in Colom- 
bia and certain property that it owns in Paris. 

COLOMBIA THE REVERSIONER. 

Colombia is the owner of the reversion in all this property in 
Panama, at the termination of a lease for years, which- may be 
sooner ended by certain causes of forfeiture. In this treaty it 
authorizes the canal company to sell its lease and all the rights 
and privileges connected with or arising out of it to the United 
States, leaving the terms of the purchase to be arranged between 
the United States and the canal company. ‘ 

The attitude of Colombia is distinct and unquestionable, tha 
this arrangement with the canal company must be made asa 
condition precedent to its right to make a sale of its reversionary 
interests to the United States, or of any interest in Colombia 
ee would conflict with its obligations to the New Panama Canal 

mpany. 

Colombia, in obedience to these obligations, undertakes to pre- 
serve them and at the same time to sell and convey its interests 
to the United States. She refuses to exercise the right of forfei- 
ture if it exists. In other words, Colombia undertakes to substi- 
tute a new landlord for its tenant,the New Panama Canal 
Company, on the condition, necessarily implied, that the tenant 
will surrender its lease to the United States and thereby unite the 
leasehold with the reversion in a new estate created by treaty be- 
tween the United States and Colombia. So far as this treaty is 


_ concerned the present tenant, the New Panama Canal Company, 


is entirely at on to sell to the United States, or to refuse to 
sell, at itsoption. The treaty does not attempt tocontrol the sale, 
POSSIBLE DEFEAT OF TREATY AFTER PAYMENT OF TEN MILLIONS, 


If the New Panama Canal Company refuses to sell its leasehold 
estate to the United States, that ends our treaty with Colombia, 
for she sells tous only if the lessee—the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany—agrees to sell its rights to us, and not otherwise. 

It is obvious, therefore, that if the canal fails to sell tous before 
the treaty is ratified, it can not be ratified as a contract with Co- 
lombia to operate immediately, because no contract of sale has 
been made with the New Panama Canal Company. Or if an ar- 
rangement of sale, or an agreement to sell, has been made with 
the Panama Company, but not completed until after the 
treaty with Colombia is ratilied, that company has it in its power, 
by refusing to complete the trade, or by refusing to perform its 
agreement, to defeat the treaty with Colombia already ratified, 
even if the $10,000,009 purchase money has been paid to Colombia. 


WHAT IS OUR REMEDY? 


Now, let us suppose that this cable contract with Cromwell, as 
the attorney in fact of the Panama Canal Company, is valid, still 
it can not be that it is executed, for the payment of the mone 
and the delivery of the possession of the property, after the rati- 
fication of this treaty, is provided for in the express terms of the 
Cromwell contract. 

If the canal company, finding that it can do better with its 
property, or for any reason should refuse to execute the contract, 
what is our remedy? No lawyer can imagine any other remedy 
than a lawsuit to recover damages or to compel a specific per- 
formance of the contract, at the suit of the United States in the 
French courts? The canal company is not a State or a treaty 
power that we can compel to comply with its contracts, and we 
can not compel that company, vi et armis, to perform its contract 
or to turn over to the United States its stock in the Panama 
Canal Company, or those precious maps that are in Paris, or the 
canal ditch, or the lands in Panama. 

If we ratify this treaty now, on the facts before the Senate, 
what is there appearing here, or on any record in the United 
States, to prevent the New Panama Canal Company from disput- 
ing Cromwell’s right to make the contract that he and our 
Attorney-General have hurriedly agreed upon? 
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DANGER OF INCREASED DEMANDS BY THE NEW COMPANY AND COLOMBIA, 


I ask myself, with a shudder, what is there in the history of 
the New Panama Canal Company that can give us even moral 
security for their compliance with their contract. Why should 
not that company climb back to its demand for $109,000,000, as 
suddenly as its fall from $109,000,000 to $40,000,000, when it found 
that the Senate would the Hepburn bill that came from the 
House with every vote but twointhat body? 

Why should not Colombia, in the opportunities that are so 
enticing to blackmailers, again demand the $26,000,000 spot cash 
that she demanded of Mr. Hay for her concession, after agreeing 
with him to take $7,000,000 for it in April, 1902, just before the 
passage of the Spooner bill in the Senate? 

Her conduct in that transaction is just the same, in principle 
that characterized the conduct of Spain in the treaty for the pur- 
chase of Florida. 

It was thwarted by the moral courage, sagacity, and patriot- 
ism of John Quincy Adams, who dealt with the blackmailing 
monarch as honest men always deal with the breakers of public 
faith. And Old Hickory Jackson dealt with that and other ques- 
tions of like character as an honest Democrat is never afraid to 
deal with them. - 

But the Adamses and Jacksons are left alone in their glory in 
these days of degeneracy, wken no moral restraint is applied to 
nations that violate agreements. 

REPUDIATION OF AGREEMENT BY COLOMBIA. 


The conduct of Colombia in the repudiation of her agreement 
to sell this concession for $7,000,000, after having plighted her 
faith to do so, in order to overreach the friends of the Nicaragua 
route, by pricing her concession at the same sum that Nicaragua 
and Costa Rica combined agreed to take for their concession, is 
a total dismissal of the hope of good faith in any of the future 
joint agreements we are to make with her for future joint con- 
trol of the canal zone provided in this treaty. 

To pay Colombia $10,000,000 for the concession and to give her 
lands worth more than $3,000,000, for which we pay the Panama 
Canal Company in cash, and to guarantee $1,000,000 promised her 
for canal stock, in all more than $14,000,000, for what she agreed 
to sell us for $7,000,000, is also a deception practiced on the men 
in both Houses of Congress who, in any stage of the secpeeenee, 
voted for the Spooner bill on faith of the agreement made by 
Colombia. We can notafford to raise questions like this between 
ourselves, to gratify the ambition or the cupidity of anybody. 

If we demand of Colombia that she shall do what is right and 
shall. keep her diplomatic agreements she will dismiss Cromwell 
and P6 from her council of advisers and will cea: to follow these 
charlatans in their play upon our supposed craving for a good 
bargain (that turns out to be a desperately bad one, even as to 
the cost of the canal), and then play upon our sup fears that 
Colombia would make no treaty with us, we s be able to get 
a just treaty. 

LIBERAL PARTY SHOULD BE ENCOURAGED. 


If we will take the honest Liberal party in Colombia by the 
hand and give them a place in our negotiations, we will not only 
have peace in Panama, but will have a chance to bless mankind 
by purifying, if that is possible, the most dangerous country to 
the health of the world. 

The Liberal party in the Spanish American States are the 
people who have driven monarchy from the government of fif- 
teen republics in North, Central, and South America, and have 
followed our en in replacing that form of government with 
free, constitutional, republican governments, in which the free- 
dom of religion is the most precious liberty of mankind. 

LIBERAL PARTY CRUSHED BY TREATY. 


In this treaty we crush the Liberal party in Colombia and grasp 
the velvet hands of the slaves of the Holy Alliance and draw them 
to our bosoms. After this treaty has been ratified, the first trick 
of the lawyer who is dealing monte for the French gamblers, with 
his rig of three cups on his knee, namely, the United States, Colom- 
bia, and the Panama Canal Company, will be this: He will refuse 
to pay Colombia out of the $40,000,000 purse the $1,000,000 for the 
Panama Canal stock that we guarantee in the second paragraph 
of the first article of the treaty. 

He will do that as a condition of delivering the property—the 
railroad stock—to the United States, and will claim that we, as 
guarantors of that promise, must pay this sum that has been 
promised to Colombia. When this holdup is put in practice we 
are bound by this treaty to pay the money, and the President will 

y it and take the risk that the money appropriated for building 

he canal can be luwfully diverted to that purpose. If this treaty 
is‘a substantial repeal of the conditions prescribed in that law for 
. the payment of that peaceson. we may expect serious ques- 
tion as to the legality of such an act. What power have we to 
compel Cromwell to pay this money to Marroquin? 


CROMWELL’S POWER. 

If the Panama Canal Company was a government and Crom- 
well was King, we could use force to compel him to pay the 
money to eee and save us from liability as his sureties. 
As matters stand, Cromwell can force any conditions upon the 
United States he may choose to require as the condition of the 
delivery of the railroad stock, and Colombia, the United States, 
and France will all be powerless to compel the performance of 
any term in the contract we have made or are to make with the 
New Panama Canal Company. 

This illustration of the condition that this treaty makes possi- 
ble, and that the history of the Panama Canal Company and its 
character as a robber makes certain (unless they are allured away 
from their prey by fear), completely proves the dangers of this 
treaty or of any treaty between governments that give to private 
partnerships, joint stock companies, corporations, anonymous 
companies or individuals the right or the power to destroy a 
treaty by refusing to consent to its execution. 

It is all wrong, needless, and unheard of, and it could never 
have been thought of as a correct method of creating or execut- 
ing an honest contract between two governments. 

COLOMBIA'S REASONS FOR INVOLVING THE UNITED STATES. 

Colombia had her wise and sufficient reasons for involving the 
United States in this dangerous entanglement. She was afraid 
of the intervention of France in any dispute between her and 
the canal company, under article 9 of the concession of April 4, 
1898, which I shall read: iste 

RT. 9. 


Disputes which may arise between the contracting parties with regard to 
the present contract or the former contract shall be submitted to the 
supreme court of justice of Colombia. 

conformity with the provisions of Article 7 of law 145 of 1888, the con- 
cessionary waives the right to diplomatic intervention concerning the duties 
and rights arising from the three contracts, except in case of denial of 
= COLOMBIA’S COMPLICATED RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 

Colombia had further complicated her relations with France 
by becoming a stockholder in the New Panama Canal Company, 
which was created by the French courts, acting through the 
liquidator of the old company. 

e majority of the seven-eighths of the stock in the Panama 
Railroad Company was held by the New Panama Canal Company, 
which was a formidable factor in the Colombian civil and mili- 
tary government in Panama. 

For every reason, indeed, Colombia could not afford to break 
with France, or to disregard her slightest wish. It was wise in 
Colombia to take shelter under the decrees of the French courts 
and the acts of the French assembly, which, if they were valid, 
had smothered the rights of the bondholders and other creditors 
of the old company, for which she is liable. She therefore put 
the New Panama Canal Company forward as the prominent nego- 
tiator of the contract that would relieve her from responsibility 
to France, and at the same time to the creditors of the old Panama 
Canal Company. 

HAS “DONE US TO A TURN.” 

In this diplomatic ruse she has succeeded to perfection and has 
‘done us toaturn.’”’ Her triumph is complete, since this treaty 
is only a quitclaim title, with no guaranties as to incumbrances 
or against the liens, equities, claims, or rights of these creditors. 

To do this Colombia has placed the necks of the creditors of the 
old Panama Canal Company under the guillotine of the French 
courts, and leaves us to the horrible task of aiding in that execu- 
tion. When we have done this we will have stamped this grand 
and clean Republic with the odium of an assistant executioner of 
the sacred rights of more thana million of innocent French people. 
Why do we permit ourselves to assume this fatal and disgusting 
attitude when it is the simple duty of Colombia, as vendor of con- 
cessions to the United States, to clear off all incumbrances on the 
property and warrant the title to what she sells us? 

OUR ONLY EXCUSE. 

Our only excuse for this slack and dangerous attitude toward 
this imbroglio is that our Attorney-General holds that there are 
no incumbrances on the property; in fact, that no debts remain 
to be paid; and that they have all been asphyxiated by the strangu- 
lation administered by the French courts. 

MONEY EXPENDED BY OLD COMPANY. 

Before taking up the report of Mr. Knox, which was sent to the 
Senate on yesterday, I will call attention to another report, from 
which practical as well as moral deductions are to be gathered: 

[House Report No. 2615, Fifty-second Congress, second session. } 

The Committee on Rules, to whom were referred the resolutions hereto- 
fore introduced by Mr. Fellows and Mr. Geary, respectively, reported the 
same back with the recommendation that the resolution herewith submitted 
be adopted in lieu thereof, viz: 

‘* Resolved, That a special committee of five be appointed by the Speaker 
to investigate and report as to what sums of money, if any, were expended 
by the Panama Canal Company, or its promoters, directly or indirectly, for 
the purpose of preventing opposition in this country to the plans of said 
company, or securing acquiescence in America thereto, and what disposition 
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was made of such sums; and generally as to the situation of affairs upon the 
Isthmus so far as American commerce seeking transit across the same may 
be concerned; and also as to the contracts relations between the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company_and the Southern Pacific Railroad Company, the 
Transcontinental Railroad Association, and other railroads; and as to what 
contracts or other collusive eas have been made by said companies 
whereby the traffic by way of the us of Panama has been suppressed or 
diminished; and as to whether said steamship company, by virtue of said con- 
tracts or otherwise, has been practically absorbed by or subjected to the con- 
trol of said railroad companies; and as to whether the business which it was the 
design of this Government to foster by the sums granted to said steamship 
company, through mail contracts or otherwise, has been thereby diverted 
from the Isthmus of Panama and the Panama Railroad Company to such 
granscontinental companies; and as to whether such acts are detrimental to 
the interests of American maritime commerce and the producers, manufac- 
turers, and merchants of the United States; and if such abuses are found to 
exist, by what means the samecan or should be suppressed, and as to whether 
the further grant of said sums to said steamship company should be with- 
drawn. Said committeeshall have the power tosend for pares and papers 
and administer oaths, and the expenses incurred in said investigation shall 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, and said committee shall 
nave leave to sit during the sessions of the House in Washington or else- 
where.” 

Your committee, to which was referred the foregoing resolution, finds it- 
self confronted with the fact that this session will close within a few days 
— that some report is demanded during the very last week of an expiring 

mgress. 

The matters referred to in the resolution are so varied and distinct in their 
nature that while the committee finds itself able authoritatively to report 
qn certain of the subjects contained in it, feeling confident that the true facts 
have been thoroughly disclosed, as to other matters referred your committee 
does not feel that same confidence, and should the House desire further in- 
vestigation of some of the subjects embraced in this resolution your com- 
mittee does not feel justified in saying that no ground for such actian exists. 
Your committee has not felt itself compelled to go through the great mass 
of diplomatic papers and correspondence which has accumulated during the 
present century between various foreign powers and the United States on 
the subject of transit across the Isthmus of Panama. Your committee has 
examined the matter sufficiently to be able to say that as far as the treaty of 
1846 with New Granada is concerned, and so far as the concession granted to 
and contracts made with the present Panama Rai corporation, there is 
no clear ground for the assertion that any exclusive right to cross the Isthmus 
was ever in terms granted, or by implication secured, either to an American 
corporation or to citizens of the United States, to the exclusion of citizens of 
any other country. 

he original concession to Howland and Aspinwall was simply the trans- 
fer of the concession theretofore given to a French corpus. which con- 
cession had been surrendered back to the Government of New Granada. The 
rights of the Panama Railroad Company are smety those conveyed to it by 
Howlandand Aspinwall, affirmed and modified only by subsequent contracts 
with the Government of New Granada. There does not seem to be any 
ground, so far as the evidence adduced before this committee goes, for the 
claim that the Government of New Granada or the United States of Colom- 
bia has ever guaranteed that the United States shall control the transit, or 
place any limitation on the 1 rights of shareholders in the railway com- 
pany or restriction in the nationality of the owners of its stock. 

The Panama Railroad isa corporation under the laws of New York, and 
its directory and the rights of ownership of its shares are governed by the 
laws of that State. 

Your committee being instructed to ascertain whether any sums of money 
were expended by the Canal Company, or its promoters, for the 

urpose of preventing o ition in this country to the plans of said canal 
fas done its utmost in the limited time before the end of the present Con- 
gress to investigate this matter. It has been unable thus far to trace directly 
or indirectly the expenditure of any money whatever in a corrupt way to 
influence the legislative or executive action of the United States Govern- 
ment. It may be that no investigation, however prolonged after this lapse 
of time, could be efficient in making such eeerery, even if such corrupt use 
of money was made, but this is the subject of w: ‘ich your committee does 
not desire authoritatively to express its opinion that further investigation 
would be entirely fruitless. 

Certain facts in relation to the expenditure of money on the part of the 
canal company, however, are distinct. ven. 

In the year 1879 the original subscri to the stock of the Panama Com- 

y was opened in France, of w oa Se canal company, by its 
Pechnieal name of the Universal Interoceanic Canal Company, is a corpora- 
tion. The original eee Ee was an entire failure,and great weight must 
be given to the opinion that it was a failure a on account of the dis- 
trust as to the attitudeof the United States this canal project, which 
was universally entertained in E . Itisa fact too well known to have 
required testimony to be offered that the entire tone of the executive branch 
of this Government during the Administration of President Hayes, and the 
entire current of our dip! tic correspondence, was one of intense loyalty 
to the idea that not merely no een proceamnens, but no foreign corpora- 
tion indirectly or contro. by any foreign government, should 
ever obtain any t to construct a canal across the Ditons. In fact, dur- 
ing the two years the close of the Hayes administration the cor- 
respondence of our Government was t within ordinary diplomatic cour- 
tesy of protest on this sub only by the belief, which results have proved 
to be well founded, thatthe canal constructed on the plans and ideas of De 
nas ome his associates was an idle dream, practically hopeless of accom- 

Lis: en 
: It seems clear that the moters of the canal company saw that no suc 


cess would attend their efforts to obtain subscriptions in unless the 
public opinion of America on this subject should either be ae 
0 e 


the people of Europe should be persuaded that the public opinion 
American people had been modified. De Lesseps visited this country in the 
winter - oe — as oe Sea _— eee w ney i med © pro- 
moters of the canal were, W ver was Po) opinion country, 
that Europe should be persuaded that it was not hostile to the canal. Onthe 
very day of De Lesseps’s arrival in Washington President Hayes sent his 
message to Congress affirming in strong terms the position of adminis- 
tration as to the Monroe doctrine in its est acceptation. That message 
as it appeared in the press was translated to De Lesseps, and his answer was 
characteristic and immediate. To the amazement of his American friends 
who had translated him this message, he at once iegragnee to Paristhat the 
President's message had guaran the neutrality of the Panama Canal. 
This seemed to be the beginning of a great change in the tone of the press 
of Paris and of France, and from the time of De Lesseps’s visit to this coun- 
try there seemed to be an assurance that America was not hostile, but, on 
the contrary, very friendly to the enterprise. It was after the return of De 
Lesseps to France that the decision was made that an American commiteee 
of men of prominence, whose solid names would be a guaranty of the finan- 
cial stability of the enterprise, should be selected. 


The object of this is perfectly clear. Tt was to be given a wihsguent b- 
lic imequemen that American capital, in the persons of some of oot and 
spectable agencies, with ramificatio: ——aee and connections in 
every financial center of all localities in the United aa was backing the 
enterprise,and that Americans intended to become shareholders in the canal. 
It was intended first by the tlemen who were selected to compose this 
committee to choose Ge Grant to lend his name to this enterprise, to 
give to this American committee not merely financial weight but the patri- 
otic glory of a great name at the head of it, so as to impress the American 

peop e with its international or binational character. General Grant having 
eclined, it was clear that the next best thing to do was to secure the nam: 

as chairman of this committee, of some gentleman widely known, of political 
experience and —— and, if possible, one whose orthodoxy in the past in 
relation to the Monroe doctrine would make his support of the canal project 
all the stronger in the eyes of the American people. 

The American committee, by mutual agreement, under suggestions from 
the financial agents of the canal compsey in Paris, had already been com- 

osed of the great banking houses of J. & W. Seligman, Drexel, Morgan & 
bo. and Winslow, Lanier & Co., of New York. Each of these houses was to 
designate one of its members to form tho American committee, and the then 

Secretary of the Navy, Hon. R. W. Thompson, was decided upon as chair- 

man, and in the autumn of 1880 the offer was made to him, through J. & W. 

Seligman, to leave the Cabinet and assume the title of chairman of the Ameri- 

can committee, with a salary to be at not less than 125,000 francs. 

The house of Seligman & Co., of London, in which the New York bankin 
firm of J. & W. Seligman were interested, had been the financial agents oo 
the Navy Department during the = Administration, and personal 
acquaintance between the Seligmans and Mr. Thompson had been the con- 

yuence. 

he only testimony obtainable as to the reasons which induced Mr. Thomp- 
son to consent to take this step is his own recollection of what was in his 
mind at that time. He states that after he decided on this step he notified 
the President of his intention and that the President acquiesced in it; and 
his resignation, under these circumstances, caused no severance of the per- 
sonal aay relations between them. This may be true, but it is difficult 
to see what the President could have done to show any want of acquiesence 
when one of his Cabinet tendered his resignation and explained that it was 
to assume a position of great apparent financial responsibility and impor- 
eae — . salary three times greater than he received as h of the Navy 

epartment. 

estimony has been taken showing that this action on the part of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy was a t disappointment and surprise to Mr. Hayes, 
and he so expressed himself to others Mr. Thompson. 

It is clear that the whole tone of the Administration had been suspicious 
of and hostile toward the enterprise into which Mr. Thompson was willing to 
go, and it is perfectly clear that had not Mr. Thompson been a member of 
that Administration, no controlling reason existed for his selection as chair- 
man of a committee intrusted, or Supposed to be intrusted, with such great 
financial and commercial responsibilities. 

Mr. Thompson tendered his resignation early in December, 1880, and it was 
formally accepted by the President a few days thereafter. It is significant 
of the contro! reasons for the haste in which this matter of Mr. Thomp- 
son’s resignation from the Cabinet was concluded him, that we find him 
writing, on December 16, that arrangements should made that his salary 
should non the 2th of December, in order that his friends might “be 
assured t his position was fixed beyond a peradventure,” and that a 
pa =e this effect ‘‘ would satisfy his friends and put the N icaraguans on 
their C 

It was at this time that the Forty-sixth Congress appointed a special com- 
mittee to examine and rt on interoceanic routes. At the same time the 
Committee on Forei airs was charged with the examination and report 
upon the so-called ** “apo resolution,” as to whether the Panama Canal proj- 
ect was a violation of the Monroe doctrine or was detrimental to American 
interests. 

wan “ Senate the Burnside resolution to a similar effect was under con- 
sideration. 

Your committee repeat that it has not found pony owiBense to show that 
any corrupt or improper means was used to stifle the investigation or the 
discussion of these resolutions. In fact.in spite of the arguments of Mr. 
Thompson and the counsel employed by him to assist, the Crapo resolution 
was reported back to the House in a somewhat modified form, but with a re- 
port ringing with true American patriotism, anda manly, yet conservative 
assertion of the Monroe doctine as it is generally understood in the United 


States. 

The Select Committee on Interoceanic Routes also made a report strongly 

rting the idea that the United Statesshould control all transit over 

itenven, at least in so far as to a any European or non-American 
nation from having a preponderating influence. But it will be remembered 
that it was at the short session of the Fortieth Congress, with a change of 
administration on the 4th of March, that these reports were made, 
as the present one be, just at the close of the session, and your committee 
can see reasonable ground for the ef that these resolutions and reports 
were not acted upon sim os the — apathy of the House the 
stress of other business a close of session. 

Your committee find that for the next three or four years Colonel Thomp- 
son was exceedingly + in watching the legislation of Con and 
most active and able in his efforts and uence to postpone the Sonattere- 
tion of .— either directly or indirectly, tending to work aa 
injury to cause of the Panama Canal Comune, He appeared before 
committees, House and Senate, personally and by ted eamente and 
briefs. These, he t had = weight in the defeat of N 
canal plans in whatever shape they came up, but it is not clear that de 
of this he had anything directly to do with the shaping of public opinion in 
this country or about what seems to have been an epporent acqui- 
escence, or atleast an indifference, on the part of the press and the le. 
Ee Sane Thom: Sead duiaiiad af een enaions 

er done , pson, an o ora 
part of the time for the construction of the canal, and this persistent, watch- 
ul, and successful supervision of the legislation of the Uni States. 

The members of the American committee other than himself were sup- 
posed by Mr. Thompson to have received no compensation whatever except 
their commission as bankers and brokers in ob’ subscriptions and fur- 
thering the sale of the stocks and bonds of the canal company and in the 
handling and of the very large amonnt of money t in this 
country for the purchase of supplies of various kinds. It was object of 
the committee to see that to as great an extent as possible the purchase of 
supplies of raw material, of machinery, and tools should be made in the 
United States as an aid to make it appear that America had no hostility, but 
or elas Sr far pecan of UTE ong tavomgh he 

e amount of money for nm 
single house of J. & W. and distributed to conten bn 
ward of $40,000,000, and that house is not able to say that no further 
of money came through other banking to be spent in America for 
agents of the canal 


houses 
similarends. This, however, was all spent by purchasing 


Poe at 
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forwarded to Paris for 
There wasone however, seam sence Cho caty Cansenaens 
olficers of the Panama Canal ve been able 


t an ent > 
salted chore received, apparently for the loan of their names and for noth- 
else to this en’ immense sum of francs, or $1,200,000; 
000 a piece, or a year, was paid these houses without the know 
of the chairman of that committee, who all the time supposed that he was the 
i is SEE SPREE SOR SHS RONAES SECIS Saly RAlt of 
annually. 
ee two cars before the canal company went into liquidation it is in 
evidence that . Thom: voluntaril vodaced his salary by one-half— 
that is, to $12,500—re in complete Jenorance that the other members 
of the committee, of which he was still c 
$50 These ba: had no specific duties to render in 


‘arn for th ee Se el lo tor interest to effect 
return for these su s no ymentor ec 
the sale of canal stock or Lee ot aes. in fact, lly none were sold 
in the United States. What influence was exe upon the financial public 
opinion of the United States by the names of these three great banking houses, 
what indirect credit and popularity was given to the en rise through their 
numerous correspondents and connections throughout country, is per- 
haps impossible now to estimate, but to effect this was the ob of the for- 
mation of this American committee—a committee which testifies that it had 
no regular meetings, and some members of which were never present at a 
meeting or knew whether any minutes were ever kept by the committee, 
while each of these houses were receiv 000. This fact, if it isa measure 
of the general conduct and managemen: the Panama Canal Company, 
maz possinly explain why % wes compelled to go into liquidation as soon as 


The only specific matter the three ban! members of the American com- 
mittee seem to have had in charge and to have accomplished was the pur- 
chase of the stock of the Panama Railroad Company by the canal company 
at a price more than double what it had been quoted in the market for two 
ov tines yeare provions Co the Segining of shee? tions. This stock had 
been selling from $140 to $150, and the result of the negotiations and contract 
of sale was that the Panama Canal Company purchased 68,500 shares out of 
the 70.000 shares of stock, at a price of a share for the stock, $41 
and some cents on each share for certain “assets” of the railroad company, 
the nature of which is not very clear. . 

It may not be out of place to state that in pursuance of this purchase these 
“assets”? were sold boughs bya“ “and that syndicate was 
composed of Messrs. J. & W. gman, Winslow, Lanier & Co., and Drexel 
Morgan & Co., who had been she pmenens of the Panama 
stock on behalf of the canal company. negotiations and the price 
le for this stock by the canal co: y, however, may not come within 

e strict purview of the resolution o: 

As to the second part of the resolution referred to your committee, relat- 
ing to the situation in the past few years and at present of American com- 
merce upon the Isthmus, your committee feels that it has obtained all the 
evidence needed to establish certain facts beyond controversy. On the Ist of 

'e' 1878, the Pacific Mail Company, a corporation organized under the 
laws of New York, owning and steamers between New York and 
Aspinwall on the Atlan between Panama and San Francisco on the 
Pacific, together with certain intermediate Central American M 
ports, made a contract for fifteen years with the Panama Railroad Company, 
also a corporation under the lawsof New York. At that time there was not 
showing that there were any foreign stockholders in either of these two cor- 


re 
PoPhis contract provided that the Pacific Mail should have the exclusive 
right ‘to bill fraght ” from New York to San Francisco and vice 
versa over Pamama and all t offered 
these points could not be “ billed 
on the Isthmus railway. The sum d for this was to be a 
$75,000 a — = the cones comaeny, which, by a modification, was after- 

@ mon 

A remarkable about this contract is that it was the result of a con- 
tract made before that time between the Pacific Mail Company and the 
Transcontinental Railway Pool, as at that date the Association of Trans- 
continental Railways was ca That was a contract whereby the Trans- 
continental Railway Pool, embracing all of the roads between the Missouri 
River and the seaports, and covering entirely all railway traffic be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific seaboards, several of which had received large 
donations of public lands and yA bonds of which the United States Govern- 


ment was guarantecing, d the sum of 000 a month, 
which was afterwards eed 


company, and their vouchers for their purchases were 


to $75,000 a month, for the eration that 
the Pacific Mail would only tons a month of freight each way be- 
tween New York and San isco, and on that freight would allow the 
transcontinental pool to fix the and rate to be 


ract, although the f eal axsen aes tale 
shot of the cont orm Was & reserva space for 

tons a month for the exclusive benefit of the Transcontinental Railway 
roads—whether the steamers sailed full or half empty. 

After the eof the interstate-commerce law had compelled the dis- 
solution of so-called “‘pool” a transcontinental railway association was 
formed, which, under some name or other, is still in existence; and down to 
the present time the Pacific Mail, su by the Government in a large 
amount each year, has been allo the transcontinental railways to fix the 
rates and t the traffic over its These two contracts were so far 
practically _ of one eae the same that the amount paid the Panama Rail- 


tinen: 
Pacific il; it was to maintain rates above the level to which they would 
fall if free competition between these several continued. 

It seems to be certain that a very large, if not an absolutely controlling, 
interest in the stock and ere of the Pacific Mail Company is owned by 
individuals and estates very large interested in the stock and directory of 
the transcontinental roads; and it is proven that the same individuals com- 
posing a majority of the directory of the Pacific Mail com a majority 
of the directors present at the meeting of the Panama Ra Company’s 
directory at which the contract between the Pacific Mail and the railroad 
com of a was ratified and executed. That this system 
has for Afteen years been diminishing commerce between New York and 
San Francisco across the Isthmus is not denied. It is stated, asa justifica- 
tion, that the Transcontinental Railway Association, controlling, as it did, 
under these con a, Shp petoap and wate of the Pacific Mail, used the 
ter as an active factor to defeat the competition of sailing-vessel traffic around 
Cape Horn, and thus were able to maintain the rates of the railroad com- 

nies as against that of sailing-vessel competition. It is obvious that this 

‘id not to increase American or tend to the encouragement of 
the merchant marine of the commerce of the United States. 

It seems to your committee that this state of or cot not be beneficial 
to the general interstate trade or commerce of the United States, nor can it 
see that it is of any particular benefit to our trade with foreign countries. 


It is stated that thisarrangement between the Pacific Mailand the Transcon- 
tinental way tion came to an end in December , which is just 
about the time that tiations between the Panama Railroad comeeay 
and the Pacific Mail as to a renewal of the former contract seems to have 
fallen through. And itis likewise in evidence that the final check to the at- 
tempts at aang 5, bow contract between the Panama Railroad Company 
and the Pacific was given by the following letterto the vice-president- 

the railroad ea the controlling member of the executive com- 
mittee of the Pacific il, who is also universally recognized as one of the 
controlling nees of the transcontinental railways. 

C. P. Huntinerton, 23 BRoAp STREET, 
New York, December 28, 1892. 
CHARLES CouDERT, Esq., 
68-70 William Street, New York: 

My DEAR Sir: Herewith I return memorandum that you gave me on 
Monday. Of course this would not do, but it does seem to me as though ° 
poare poset be such a contract made as would be largely beneficial to both 

rests. 
Yours, truly, 0. P. HUNTINGTON. 

Whatever be the case in the last sixty days, it is perfectly clear to your 
committee that the Panama Railroad Company has for fifteen years been 
prevented by these arrangements from being a competitor with tho trans- 
continental railway lines. 

Your committee recommends that whenever, under provisions of the act 
of March 3, 1891, “for ocean mail service and to promote commer-e,” the 
Postmaster-General shall enter into contract with any line of vessels, a 
clause shall be inserted in said contract to the effect that if said steamship 
line shall enter into any combination or arrangement with competing lines 
of traffic the result of which is to diminish trafic or raise or maintain rates 
of freighton American commerce, foreign or domestic, over what free com- 
—= would effect, that said contract may be terminated forthwith by the 

stmaster-General. 

Your committee regrets, so far as the ownership of nearly all the stock 
goes, that the control of any American corporation, as the Panama Railroad 
is, should be held in foreign hands, ticularly in the hands of the liqui- 
dator or receiver of another corporation, also foreign appointed by foreign 
judicial authority and subject to foreign judicial supervision. 

It fails to see, however, that any law, treaty stipulation, or contract obliga- 
tion has been violated by the purchase of these railroad shares by the Pan- 
ama Canal Company, or that as yet any discrimination has been attempted 
— American commerce, or any injustice practiced thereon on account 
of such foreign ownershipof thisstock. The restrictions and injuries Amer- 
ican trade and commerce have sustained have m laid on them by Amer- 
ican citizens controlling various other American corporations, and it is not a 
pleasing subject to contemplate. 

Your committee can not refrain from calling attention to what seems an 
obvious deduction from the facts shown, that it is to the interest of the 
United States that the American people should absolutely control some out- 
let across the Isthmus at some point, which shall be used for the benefit of 
American trade in general, as an open and continuous competitor, affording 
no opporfunity for entangling subsidies from great competing lines or chance 
of felting into the grasp of any monopoly through stock manipulation. 

JOHN R. FELLOWS, 
Chairman, 

T. J. GEARY. 

JOSIAH PATTERSON. 

H. HENRY POWERS. 

BELLAMY STORER. 


SHREWD PRACTICE OF NEW COMPANY. 

The New Panama Canal Company has not forgotten and does 
not fail to profit by the example of its predecessor. It has become 
the owner of all that remains of the property of the old company, 
for which it has never paid a dollar, including the stock in the 
Panama Railroad, and, with American aiders and abettors, it is 
about to realize from this property, as a dishonest pawnbroker 
realizes from goods that have been stolen, more money by $3,000,- 
000 than the full amount of money paid into the treasury of that 
company. 

Those stockholders put $13,000,000 into that company, and 
under a decree of a French court, already passed and made final 
before the United States have agreed to pay the $40,000,000, the 
stockholders of the New Panama Canal Company were to receive 
40 per cent of that sum, which is $16,000,000. If the law still 
holds that the sins of the fathers are visited upon the children 
even to the third generation, I am afraid that if we enter upon 
this succession we will be just in time to inherit our just punish- 
ment for the sins of both the Panama Canal companies. 

THE TWO PROPOSITIONS ATTEMPTED TO BE ESTABLISHED. 

All the rare skill of our Attorney-General, samples of which 
might be multiplied indefinitely, from his report sent to the Sen- 
ate, was intended to prove two propositions : 

First, that France has no sort of connection with or control 
over the new or the old Panama Canal companies and no right to 
control them. 

Second, that a dead bar to all rights and claims of the creditors 
of the old Panama Canal Company has been created by the judi- 
cial action of the French courts. 

OUR NATIONAL CODE OF JUDICIAL ETHICS. 


If American public morals are not also res adjudicata in the 
French courts, I will read some American law that at least defines 
our national code of judicial ethics. I quote from areport of the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals: 


It appears from the testimony of Edouard Lampre that another person 
was chosen to succeed M. Hutin as general manager of the New Panama (a- 
nal pomnany. and that at a stockholders’ meeting subsequent to that change 
the of managers or directors of that company, under the authority of 
a stockholders’ meeting, was empowered and directed to offer to the United 
States ail of the property, concessions, and rights of every kind for the sum 
of $40,000,000, an t this offer was made by a cable dispatch to Admiral 
John G. Waiker as president of the Isthmian Canal Commission. 
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The witness, Lampre, was sent to the United States to notify this Govern- 
ment of the existence of this offer, that it had been stated in a cablegram, 
and acopy of it lodged in the embassy of the United States in Paris for the 

purpose of identifying it and of assuring the Government of its genuineness. 

he witness stated that Admiral Walker had received the same, and a copy 
of it was produced by the witness. He stated that a letter would follow the 
cablegram, by mail, that had not yetarrived. He did not state the contents 
of = letter, or that it was different from the cable dispatch to Admiral 

Valker. 

M. Edouard Lampre stated in his pute: that the following is a cor- 
rect copy of the dispatch sent by the New Panama Canal Company to Ad- 
miral John G. Walker, the president of the Isthmian Canal mmission, 
inviting an offer of purchase by the United States: 

“The New Panama Canal Company declares that it is ready to accept for 
the whole, without exception, of its property and rights on the Isthmus the 
amount of $40,000,000, the above offer holding good until March 4, 1903.” 

M. Edouard Lampre stated that he had no credentials from the Panama 
Canal Company, or from the Government of France, authorizing him to 
make any offer to the Government of the United States in relation to the 
Panama Canal. M. Jules Boeufvé, whois chancellor of the French embassy 
at Washington, stated that he did not represent the Government of France 
in anything he had done in connection with an offer to sell the Panama 
Canal to the United States. 

And M. Lampre stated that the Panama Canal Company have received no 
consent or authority from the Government of France, in connection with 
this transaction, to mako a sale or offer of sale of its Pposty rights or con- 
cessions to the United States. The Government of France, in any of its 
powers, jurisdictions, or functions, is entirely eliminated from any connec- 
tion with this sale or offer of sale by any act of that Government that is 
intended to prevent or control the same as a government. 

It is insisted by the counsel of the company that the Panama Canal Com- 
pany is a private corporation, having no such relations with the Government, 
or people, or public policy of France, or with Colombia or the other maritime 
powers as to im upon it the duties and obligations of a public or quasi- 
public corporation, and that it is under no other lawful control than such as 
is applicable to a commercial or manufacturing corporation or company. 

he question, whether, as between its stockholders and bondholders, it can 

sell its franchise, or its concessions from Colombia, or its canal and other 

roperty to the United States, such rights of property and such privileges to 

fe owned and exercised in the Uni States and in Colombia, oe the 

root of the subject and must be answered in the affirmative before the 
United States can venture to pay $40,000,000 for it. 

The statement of the question contains the answer to it, in many obvious 
and insuperable objections, that decide it in the negative. : 

This corporation was created under the laws of France, whereit has its legal 
residence. It has also a statutory recognition in Colombia, from which it 
derived its concession and its extensions, by acts of the Colombian Congress. 
The statute laws of France created this corporation and gave it all its legal 
vitality. When that connection is severed, it no longer lives. 

After it has sold and conveyed tothe United States all its franchises, rights, 
concessions, and property, if such a thing was ble, its corporate exist- 
ence would be extii. ct, except for the purpose o: ee affairs. Itcould 
not, after such a sale, compel its officers in France to deliver its books, or its 
stocks in the Panama Railroad, or any money, credits, or property to the 
United States. Not only would the sale forfeit the French charter, but the 
United States could not, in its own name, sue in a French court to assert any 
right that may exist in favor of the Panama Railroad Company asa corpora- 
tion to whose rights and franchises it had succeeded by contract. 

The proposition is scarcely capable of discussion, that even a private cor- 

ration chartered in France can not sell and transfer all its property and 

ranchises to the United States and still continue to exist in France; or that, 
dying by such an act of felo de sé, it could bequeath its property and a. 
of every kind, to the United States without the legislative consent of the 
French Government. 

The Bank of England, which is a private corporation as to its ownership 
and management, could as easily transfer its property, rights, and credits of 
every kind to New York by its voluntary act, under a contract with the 
United States and without the consent of Great Britain, as the Panama Canal 
Company can transfer to the United States, by like means, its canal located 
in Colombia and its concessions from that Government, or its rights and 
powers created by French law. 

The voluntary migration of corporations from the country of origin to 
other countries, to be adopted as citizens, or sheltered by the laws of countries 
foreign to the land of their nativity, is a new device of legal ingenuity that 
makes its a rance, for the first time, in the emergency that brought 
ee offer of sale. It has no precedent to sustain it,and will never have 
& el. 

We must construe such propositions by our own knowledge and judgment 
of the laws that govern corporations—as we are invited tostake $40,000,000 on 
the result—and not by the opinions of an interested lawyer of France, whose 
views of French law are an astonishment to American jurists. 

The following quotations from the deposition of M. Lampre, the counselor 
of the Panama Canal Company, will illustrate the hazardous uncertainty of 
following his advice. 

If he is correctly informed as to these laws, the United States could not so 
far ignore or discredit the fundamental principles of its Government as to 
become a party to a contract to assist in executing laws that deprive people 
of their property without a hearing, and sequester it and confiscate it for no 
other cause than that they are bondholders, or stockholders, of acorporation. 

These are some of the views of M. Lampre, as testified on his examination: 

The CHAIRMAN. Please produce a copy of the charters granted to the old 
or first company or the new canal company by the Government of France 
and all amendments thereto that have been enacted. 

M. LAMPRE. I have not any charters of theold company. I have only the 
statutes, by-laws, and charter—that is what we call statutes—of the new 
company. I have not got them with me. They will be at the disposition of 
the committee whenever they uire them. At least, I think I have them. 
Anyhow I might get them from Paris, to be left with the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does that charter expressly authorize this company to 
sell its concession? 

M. LAMPRE. No; it does not. 

The CHAIRMAN. While that charter stays in force can this company sell 
its concessions without an act of the French Congress? 

M. LAMPRE. Quiteso. Under the general laws of France thestockholders’ 
meeting is the only pepe Aw investigate into the action of private corpo- 
rations and to give them authority. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then a stockholders’ meeting can acquire by their act 
authority to dispose of their property to any y without the consent of 
the Government? 

M. LAMpPrReE. That is quite the fact. The Government has nothing what- 
ever to do with private corporations. 

The CHATRMAN, It is a surprising statement to me, at all events, as an 
American lawyer, that any corporation can exceed the bounds of its author- 
ity and can dispose of its entire property to any person anywhere, at any 
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time, and for any consideration, without the authority or assistance of any 
act of the legislature or the consent of the Government. 

M. LAMPRE. Nothing whatever of the kind is required. Corporations 
are quite free in France and independent of the Government. It has been 
so from the year 1867. 

The CHAIRMAN. So that if this company is prohibited by the concession 
from disposing of its property to the United States it can still do so under 
the laws of France? 

M. LAMPRE. It can, ane. without any impediment whatever. 

Speaking of the act of the French Parliament of July 1, 1893, M. Lampre 
says, as follows: 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, that law is in conflict with some of the laws you 
have stated here to-day. Therefore it repeals them? 

M. LAMPRE. It repeals them. 

The CHAIRMAN. This, then, is the law upon which you act? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes; upon which the liquidator acts. 

The CHAIRMAN. I mean the liquidator, and your company, too? 

o LAMPRE. No; not our company; the liquidator of the old company 
oniy. 

The CHAIRMAN. You are not superior to this law in any way? 

M. LAMPRE. No; but we have nothing to do with it in fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. You are bound by it 

M. LAMPRE. Not so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The company is not bound by this law? 

M. LAMPRE. No; not the company. The liquidator acts under this law; 
that is to say, whatever the liquidator does he to do it according to that 
law, and if there is something in what he does which he thinks fit to submit 
to the judgment of the court he has to doit. But that does not concern us. 
We are bound only by the general law of France. This law, I must make it 
7 clear, concerns exactly, only, and clearly the dealings of the liquidator 
of the old company. It has nothing to do with the new company. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you a separate charter from the Parliament of 
France for the new company? 

M. LAMPRE. We have no government chartersin France. Corporations, 
as I stated in the be are free and independent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the general law? 

M. LAMPRE. Under the general law. We have no government charters. 
on Sm at So that the general law of France furnishes now all of 

e know © We possess—— 

~ LAs ——- is the oa. - : 

¢ CHAIRMAN. In regard to the charter powers of your new compan 

M. LAMPRE. That is the fact. my . " 

Senator MITCHELL. The new company? 

M. LAMPRE. The new company. 

The CHAIRMAN. Except that this act, as far as it interferes with the new 
company or with any previous enactment of the French Chambers, repeals it? 

. LAMPRE. You mean the law of July 1, 1893? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

M. LAMPRE. It has nothing to do with that, I must state again. It has 
—= do with the new company at all. 

The CHATRMAN. It is bound to have. We must havea judgment on that 
question ourselves. 

Senator TURNER. Did the new company get its title from the liquidator 
or from the old company? 

M. LAMPRE. We got the title from the liquidator under that law. The 
liquidator had to transfer the title under the provisions of thatlaw. But that 
was his business. He has eae it. The faaeh qaesetng to that law, 
have approved of the transfer of the pro y of the old company to the new 
cemeen em that is all we had to do with the question. Weare not bound 
by that law. We have no’ to get from the court and nothing to ask 
from the court in any transaction whatever we may put forth or may do. 

Senator TURNER. Now, let me ask you this q jon: When you took this 
canal precoharer from the liquidator, was ita contract to complete the canal 
and operate i 

M. LAMPRBE. Yes; that was the contract. 

Senator TURNER. And to turn over to the old stockholders 60 per cent of 
the net proceeds? 

M. LAMPRE. It was. 

Senator TURNER. That was your contract? 

M. LAMPRE. It was. 

Senator TURNER. If the bonded indebtedness amounts to 800,000,000 francs 
or more, there would be none of this $40,000,000 to turn over to the old stock- 
holders at all, that being the first lien, of course? 

M. LAMPRE. This is how the thing stands: Thestockholders, as I said-—— 

Senator TURNER. The stockholders would be out and injured? 

M. LAMPRE. That is a matter for the liquidator to decide. 

Senator TURNER. Would they have a standing in some court to come in 
and say that the liquidator had no authority to contract to turn over this 
property to a foreign government and cut them out from the pouieey of 
ae ng whatever from the construction and operation of this canal? 

. Lo sheng Well, you know any claim may always be set forth, but Iam 
convinced—— 
a TuRNeER. Is it not quite likely that they would urge a claim of 

M. LAMPRE. It might ha , but Iam convinced there would be no diffi- 
culty about it at all under these conditions. 

Senator TURNER. What right would any court have, in justice and equity, 
to cut these old stockholders out of any possibility of an efit? 

M. LAMPRE. The law itself, sir; because it is the law in France that when 
a corporation fails the first interests that corporation to satisfy are the 
interests of the bondholders. The stockholders, who are only associates, who 
are debtors to the bondholders, have no right to get anything unless the 
bondholders are completely disinterested. 

Senator Turner. I understand that; but having failed, the liquidator, in 
the interest of the stockholders as well as the bondholders, made this con- 
tract with the new company. Now, what right has any court to say to 
that liquidator, ‘You may make a contract which will cut these stock- 
holders off from any possibility of any benefits whatever?” 

M. LAMPRE. The law itself. 

Senator TURNER. Does the law give them that right absolutely? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes. 

Senator TuRNER. Without any compensation or consideration to them 
whatever? 

M. LAMPRE. Quite so. 

. - . a * * a 

The CHAIRMAN. Then, if I gather your idea correctly, the Colombian Gov- 
ernment, because it isa stockholder in the Panama Canal eee has given 
up a rey powers and has no other powers than those of any other 
stockholde 

M. LAMPRBE. Its powers as astockholder and the power derived from the 
concession. 

The CHATRMAN. And she is subject to the courts of France, to be dis- 
posed of as to her interests in this stock as if she were a citizen of France? 

M. Lamprs. I must insist on this point. We are not subject to the courts 
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of France; and, moveoven, te only authority that we have to appl 


stockholders’ meeting. The Colombian Government being a stoc 

navine 6 representative at the stockholders’ meeting, has upon the 

— on giving power to the company to negotiate a to the United 
es. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, you state that as being the action of the Colombian 
Government? 

M. LAMPRE. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has thatever been communicated to the French Govern- 
ment? 

M. LAMPRE. The French Government has nothing to do with it, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, I want to know what was purpose of your com- 
pany as you have stated it here. 

M. LAMPRE. The purpose was to build the canal. 

The CHAIRMAN. ve not these stockholders the right to say to the 
liquidator, “We have not put this property in your hands, and the court has 
not put it in your hands for the pur of traffic, but it has been put in 
your hands for the pur of completing a great establishment, out of 
which we are to draw interest at 5 per cent upon these stocks from the date 
of their issue?” 

M. LAMPRE. I understand the question thoroughly. But, you see, the 
liquidator isa party to the agreement which has been inserted in the by-laws. 

oreover, the liquidator is a shareholder of the new company. Under these 
conditions the liquidator acts upon the resolution passed by the stockholders’ 
meeting. Moreover, there is no authority whatever which could prevent 
the stockholders’ meeting to decide about what it can do. It is left exclu- 
sively and solely to the stockholders’ meeting of the new company. 

The CHAIRMAN, You will allow me to observe that on this side of the At- 
lantic universally the powers of a corporation are those that are expressed 
or necessarily implied in the law granting the privilege. 

M. LAMPRE. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now,if the powers are not found there, expressed or 
necessarily implied, they do not exist. 

M. LAMPRE. I understand the mene wee you will find an express power. 

The CHAIRMAN. I understand you to go upon the idea (if I am incorrect 
about it you can correct me) that under the power of this charter and by- 
laws your corporation has a right to do anything with this property that itis 
not prohibited from doing? 

. LAMPRE. That is it. 
The CHAIRMAN. That is your view? 
M. Lampre. That is the very thing. That is the law under which we act 
* * - - * * * 


Senator TURNER. Now, I want to know what principle of law of France 
would authorize the liquidator to make a contract which would cut the old 
stockholders out from tho benefits of the provisions of that contract? 

M. LAmMpRE. The general principle under which receiverships are 


eaater TURNER. Your company is not in the hands of a receiver, is it? 

M. LAMPRE. No. 

Senator TURNER. It is still operating? 

M. LAMPRE. Still one 

Senator TurNER. Is it still obligated to carry out this contract made for 
the benefit of its stockholders? 

M. LAMPRE. mance 

Senator TURNER. What right has this liquidator to relieve it of its obli- 
gation to the old stockholders? 

M. LAMPRE, I would like to make it clear that the stockholders’ meeting 
of corporations in France is the only authority to decide this business. The 
court has nothing to do, I wish it to be understood, if possible, with what 
we, Low standing corporation, do. That is the business of the stockholders’ 
meeting. 

Senator TURNER. The stockholders of this new company have no right to 
relicvo the new company of this obligation to the stockholders of the old 
company? They can not by a mere vote relieve themselves from the obliga- 

n of their contract? 

M. LAMPRE. I do not see that. They can, indeed. 

Senator TURNER. You predicate their right upon theaction of your stock- 
holders, the stockholders of the new company? 

M. LAMARE. Yes. 

Senator TURNER. To contract with the liquidator for the benefit of the 
stoc!:holders of the old company? 

M. LAMPRE,. Yes. 

Senator TURNER. Now, the action of the stockholders of the new com- 
pany can not relieve that company from that obligation? 

M. LAMPRE. I understand the question itself, but you see I stated in the 
course of this hearing that we are guided solely and only by our charter, and 
the charter does not forbid in any way that we should make a transfer or 
sale of our rights to anybody whatever. 

Senator TURNER. But I understood you to say that yourcharter did con- 
tain this contract with the liquidator? 

M. LAMPRE. It does contain it. 

Senator TuRNER. Under which you were to construct this canal and op- 
erate it? 

M. LAMPRE. The liquidator has authority to relieve us from that contract, 
and he has agreed to what has just been passed upon. é 

. Senator TURNER. What I ask you is what principle of law authorizes this 
uidator to relieve you of the obligation for the benefit of the old stock- 
holders without securing anything to them? 

M. LAMPRE, That is the business of the court to decide, and the court has 


decided it. 

The CHAIRMAN. I think ae had better make that clear, because I do not 
believe the Congress of the United States will want to join your company in 
inflicting an act of absolute injustice upon these old stockholders. 

M. Lawpre. I do not think that I understand the question. You mean 
about the 60 per cent? 

Senator TURNER. No. Does that decree which you say authorizes you to 
make this sale cut off—— 

M. LAMpPRE. The rights of the liquidator? - 

Senator TurNER. The rights of the stockholders of the old company to 
insist that your company shall carry out the obligation which you undertook 
to carry out toward them? Does it specifically cut them off? 

M. LAMPRE. It does not say so. 

Senstor TURNER. Then it is a question of judgment as to whether they 
would have a right not to be cut off if they should inist on it? 

M. LAMPRE. You see, sir, our obligations were to give the liquidator 60 
per cort out of the profits. ‘We have no profits. 

e Sevetoe SVRNEM. Your obligations were to construct the canal and give 
9OFr cen 

: Mi LAMPRE. Sixty per cent out of the profits when the canal would be 

completed; but in the present condition of affairs there is no profit to divide. 

There will bea fixed amount, whatever it may be, to be divided between the 

old company and ourselves; and that will be divided according to the decision 

of that arbitration court under the authority of the agreement passed be- 
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tween the liquidator of the old company and ourselves—an agreement passed 
under the authority of the court. 

Senator Foster of Louisiana. Suppose a majority of the stockholders and 
a majority of the creditors should come into court and oppose the ratifica- 
—_ a, homologation by the court of the action of the liquidator in this 
ma 

M. LAmMpRE. In my opinion the court would do away very soon with such 
a claim, having given the authority. 

Senator Foster of Louisiana. The liquidator represents the — 

M. LAMPRE. He represents the whole of the interest. 

Senator Foster of Louisiana. Suppose the majority of the stockholders 
and the ority of the bondholders should come into court and say, ‘We 
think the liquidator has made a very bad bargain for us,and we oppose 
homologating the action of the liquidator,” what would be the probable ac- 
tion of a judge in a case of that kind? 

M. LAMPRE. In my opinion, there would be no doubt as to the action of 
the court. It would confirm purely and oy the decree authorizing the 
liquidator to pass that agreement with us and to settle the whole business. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without reference to its justico? 

comet Foster of Louisiana. Without reference to the justice, the fair- 
ness 

M. LAmMpne. Of course the court thought it fair when it gave the authority 
to the liquidator. 

Senator KITTREDGE. Were those stockholders and creditors given an op- 
——> be heard at the time the court authorized the making of this 
agreement? 

M. LAMPRE. No, sir; because the liquidator is the representative, and he 
has the power to act. 

The foregoing extracts from the testimony of M. Lampre, who is the legal 
counsel of the Panama Canal Company, will serve to show, as he declar 
that this corporation, created by the statute laws of France and deriving al 
its rights of rept through the special acts of the French Parliament and 
the action o e mch courts, claims to be ar independent of the 
control of the French Government and of the courts of France in its right to 
sell all its rights and privileges, its property of every kind, and itsconcessions 
from Colombia to the United States without the consent of France and with- 
out reference to the obligations it is under to the bondholders or the stock- 
holders of the old company or the loss it may occasion to them. 

These propositions of law are boldly and confidently stated by M. Lampre 
as the legal basis of the proposed goeceganes for which the United States 
Government is invited to expend $40,000,000. 

The meaning of this offer is that the Panama Canal Company, new or old, 
will cease to possess any property right, or privilege, or concession that it 
was created to own. and t it will cease to do any work it was created to 
do, but will surrender and convey all these to the United States, and that 
the United States will take the same subject to any equities or legal rights 
that may exist in law and in morals in favor of all persons who have claims 
against said corporation. No guaranty is given or proposed as to any out- 
standing debts, rights, or liabilities. Itis a quitclaim title to the property, 
resting for its validity on the statements of French law by thelegal counselor 
and representative of the company, as above quoted. 

This proposition is at war with a principle that is common to the civil-law 
and the common-law systems of jurisprudence—that a corporation which 
derives its paves from statute laws can only surrender its existence or 
transfer all its property and privileges with the express consent of the gov- 
ernment from which it derived its existence. 

If the French law is as a in its control of corporate bodies and as 
loose and inconsiderate of the binding obligations of contracts and of the 
rights of creditors, of stockholders and bondholders, as M. Lampre insist 
that it is, it is still from being true, on his own statements, that the hold- 
ers of 600,000,000 francs of stock and of 800,000,000 francs of bonds of the old 
company, held by at least 500,000 people in France, have no rights that the 
new company is bound to respect, especially under a contract with the new 
company which secures such rights. 

He admits that the New Panama Canal Company is a reorganization of the 
old company, and that the bondholders and the stockholders are, as cl 
each represented by separate “liquidators”’ or receivers, and that 60 per cent 
of the net earnings of the canal are to be applied to these stocks and bonds 
and is to be paid to the liquidators for that purpose. 

According to the statement of M. Lampre in his deposition, this right to 
60 per cent of net profits of operating the canal, after its construction is com- 
yamnee, is a matter of agreement between the respective liquidators, approved 

y the court and embodied in the statutes or by-laws of the new company, 
and they constitute a distinct feature of the charter of that new company. 

Out of the 60,000,000 francs which comprise the stock of the new company 
the liquidator, representing the stockholders in the old company, subscribed 
for them 16,000,000 francs in the new company as stockholders. Not only, 
therefore, are ae Geese ee in the new company, but in the old com- 
pany ee well, which is not dead by any means, but lives as a debtor to ita 

mdholders and stockholders, who are represented by liquidators. 

In our own Supreme Court a definition has been given as to the rights of 
such stockholders and bondholders as follows: 

“Where a new form is apeen to an old corporation, or such corporation is 
reorganized under a new charter, taking, inits new organization, the place of 
the old one, embracing substantially the same corporators and the same 
territory, it will be presumed that the legislature intended a continued exist- 
ence of the same corporation, although different powers are possessed under 
the new charter and different officers administer its affairs: and, in the ab- 
sence of express provision for their payment otherwise, it will be presumed 
that the legislature intended that the liabilities, as well as the rightsof prop- 
erty, of the corporation in its old form should accompany the corporation in 
its reorganization.” (Broughton v. Pensacola, 93 U.3., 266; Girard v. Phila- 
delphia, 7 Wall, 1) 

ether the action of the French court in the disposal of the stock in the 
old company is valid is a dangerous question to a purchaser of the property 
of the new company, which can not be settled except with the consent of all 


the stockholders of the old company or by some action of a court to compel 
them to accept the stock in the new company in lieu of their stock in the old 
company This question ]1:as not been settled, and under the laws of the 
United States it could not oe settled adversely to the stockholders, 


The subscriptions to the stock of the old company bear interestat the rate 
of 5 per cent per annum, and no court in the United States could avoid the 
duty of compelling the reorganized company to pay that interest whenever 
it had funds to meet the demands or to provide the means if its stockholders 
are worth the money. 

If the United States should purchase the property of the new company, 
charged as it is with this trust, the suit of the cestuis que trust to enforce 
the trust would be brought, necessarily, in some court in the United States, 
and there would be no possibility of escaping liability under the following 
decisions of the Supreme Court. 

Our courts would ‘not only hold that the pro 
United States is charged with an express trust, 
United States was voi 


rty purchased by the 
ut that the sale to the 
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The proposed sale is not authorized by any law of France or the United 
States, because it is ultra vires and violates only purpose for which the 
charter was granted—the construction and completion of a canal in Panama 
and its maintenance and operation for a period of ninety-nine years. A sale 
of the concessions and the property to any r not expressly author- 
ized by French law to purchase it is a violation of a trust created by France 
and Colombia for public and international purposes. 

The grounds on which acts of this nature are held to be ill 
are clearly stated by Justice Miller in Thomas v. The Railroad 

“When a corporation, like a railroad company, has granted to it by 
charter a franchise in’ in large measure to be exercised for the public 
good, the due performance of those functions being the consideration of the 
public grant, any contract which disables the corporation from performing 
those functions, which undertakes without the consent of the State to trans- 
fer to others the rights and powers conferred by the charter, and to relieve 
the grantees of the burdens which it im is a violation of the contract 
with the State, and is void as against public policy. Accordingly, in the ab- 
sence of express authority, a corporation like a railroad or canal company, 
with public duties to perform, can not lease or transfer its franchises wb 
another co tion or an individual, nor mor its franchises, nor con- 
solidate with another corporation.” (Thomas v. R. R., 101 U.S., 71; Oregon 
By. Co., 130 U. 8., 1.) : 

In accordance with its previous decisions, the Sarees Court of the United 
States recently held that a corporation having public duties to perform, as, 
for example, one organized to tra rt passengers in its cars, can not lease 
its entire property; such a lease is ultra vires and void, and the lessor corpo- 
ration can sustain no suit upon it even for rent due. at the time of bringing 
suit. although the lessee had had the benefit of the lease. (Central Trans- 

rtation Co. v. Pullman Palace Car Co., 139 U. 8., 24; v. Hooper, 160 

. 8., 514.) The Federal doctrine of ultra vires as applicable to corporations 
= ae duties was stated as follows by Justice Gray, giving the opinion 
of the court: 

“The clear results of these decisions may besummed up thus: The charter 
of a corporation, read in the light of any general laws which are applicable, 
is the measure of its powers, and the enumeration of those powers implies 
the exclusion of ail others not fairly incidental. All contracts made a 
corporation beyond the scope of those powers are unlawful and void, and no 
action can be maintained upon them in the courts; and this upon three dis- 
tinct grounds: The — of everyone contracting with a corporation to 
take notice of the — imits of its pees the interest of the stockholders 
not to be subjected risks which they had never undertaken; and, above 
all, the interest of the public that the corporation shall not transcend the 
powers conferred upon it by law. : 

“A corporation can not, without the assent of the legislature, transfer its 
franchise to another corporation and abnegate the performance of the duties 
to the public imposed upon it by its charter as the consideration for the grant 
of franchise. either the grant of a franchise to transport ngers nor a 

neral authority to sell and dispose of property empowers the grantee while 

t continues to exist as a corporation to sell or to lease its entire property and 
franchise to another corporation. These principles apply equally to compa- 
nies incorporated by special charter from legislature and to those formed 
by articles of association under general laws. 

“A contract of a corporation which is ultra vires in the proper sense—that 
is to say, outside ihe object of its creation as defined in the law of its organi- 
zation, and therefore beyond the powers conferred upon it by the legisla- 
ture—is not voidable only, but who: a and of no legal effect. The objec- 
tion to the contract is not ey hat the corporation ought not to have 
made it, but that it could not make it. The contract can not be ratified by 
either party, because it could not have been authorized by either. No per- 
formance on either side can give the wiul contract any validity or be the 
foundation of any right of action upon it.” (See also Memphis, etc., R. R. 
Co. v. Railroad Commissioners, 112 U. 8., 609.) 

Whatever peculiar decisions the French courts might make to throttle the 
bondholders and stockholders of the old company, as is stated in the deposi- 
tion of M. Lampre, even if those courts should hold that the rights of these 
500,000 pope areexterminated by the decreesof the French courts, we could 
not close the doors of our courts against such litigants. When eer appeal 
to our courts for their rights we have already declared, through the judg- 
ments of our Supreme Courtand of our State courts, in many adfa: cases, 
that they could mes us to a re of the old company, with 5 per 
cent interest from the date of and also the interest due on the stock 
subscriptions for at least ninety-nine years, or else surrender the property 
to them or to the company, it not having any lawful authority to sell it to 
the United States. There appears to be no possible escape from thisdilemma 


through any 1 prossetieg. 
it there Aa ds who still covet a property so beclouded with imperfec- 
tions in the title sufficiently to take the risk of the getting a good title, either 


through the French courts or the French Government, there is another diffi- 
a“ in the way that can not be controlled either by the French courts or 
eo 
Th 


and void 
mpany: 


rench Government or by act of Congress. 

e Panama Railroad Soamerey is chartered under the laws of New York. 
It is independent of the control of the Panama Canal Company. That com- 
pany owns a majority of the stock in the Panama Rail Company, but it 
can only control the company in accordance with the charter. e railroad 
ooneeey owns ips, and its net dividend in 1899 was 35.34 per cen., or 
#7 75, tte 


This comeane ite no power to selli ts franchise, or its property. without 
the consent of the State of New York, and the consent of the State would 
avail nothing against —~ objection of any der, certainly not to de- 


nn the three clas holders of its outstanding bonds of their liens on 

© property, to wit: 

6 per cent gold sinking-fund bonds outstanding..................... $2, 681,000 

6 per cent gold sinking-fund subsidy bonds-.................-....---- , 482, 000 
Other bonds, amounting in all, to ............................-- 4,177,072 


Besides other debts, one of which to a contractor on the terminal at La 
Boca, was $1,482,000. 

The Panama Canal Company owns nothing but stock in the Panama Rail- 
road Company. If theGovernment of the United States can purchase all the 
stock not owned by that company and should pay all its debts, it would still 
not ove the pene ise, which would have to be obtained from New York by 
acto e@ i ure. 

Colombia a contract with the Panama Railroad Company under which 
she is entitled, a ears, to the annual payment of $275,000. 
The consent of Colombia must also be obtained to the sale of the railroad to 


the United States. 
How could the United States, if it owned all the stock in the company, 


make a valid contract with New York to obtain her consent to tear up the 
Panama Railroad, in which the commerce of the people of New York, as well 
as all the commercial nations is so desply concerned?’ 

Shall we establish the _— that would gustity the policy of buying 
the railroads in all the 
poses? 


tates when they are needed for commercial pur- 


Colombia is the in ble factor in the proposition to sell the Panama 
Canal to the United Manifestly Colombia would not consent to the 
transfer of the canal to the United States unless we will guarantee that we 


will oo the canal at 7 cost. 
If we should find, as the French have found, that fhe Panama Canal can 
not be completed and put into ul operation at any cost, much more 


would be lost than the money we would waste in its purchase. 

In that case, or even if the canal is successfully opened, we leave open to 
private capitalists, or to the transcontinental railroads, the use of all our sur- 
veys on the Nicaragua route, and the opportunity, by agreement with that 
Republic and Costa Rica, to form combinations for monopolizing the trans- 
portation across the us on lines that are from five to m days 
shorter between New York and San Francisco than by the Panama route. 
and a line that would receive the patronage of every sailing ship that would 
cross the Isthmus; a line through a healthful, fertile, and beautiful country, 
instead of acountry that is a nursery of fatal epidemics; and a line through 
which every ship that _paeaee will cl by the action of the fresh 
water, to the saving of the expense of going into dry dock for that pu b 

If the transcontinental railroads and other capitalists in the United States 
believed, as French capitalists do not believe, that the Panama Canal could 
be built and successf 7 cocented, they would not hesitate to accept the ad- 
vantage of the $69,000, offered the United States by the Panama Canal 
Company below the appraised value of the canal, and furnish the money on 
that basis to complete the canal. or. would hasten to embrace the oppor- 
tunity. But they do not believe it. en we would have the problem of an 
American canal owned by citizens of the United States, and we would not 
dare to raise a hand against them. 

The capitalists and the transcontinental railroads are deterred from this 
course by a single consideration. It is the same that deters French capital- 
ists from putting up the money to complete the canal, namely, an absolute 
want of confidence in the feasibility of the Panama Canal. They are not 
alarmed at the competition that would occur if a canal at Nicaragua was 
opened by the United States, for the reason that the same combinations that 

e transcontinental railroads now have with the Panama Railroad Company 
for monopaaas the ca ng trade between the oceans would be more easily 
and profitably conducted by them when they should own a controlling inter- 
est in the Panama Canal. 

A more powerful or dangerous monopoly of transportation could not be 
conceived of than the joint ownership or the control of the Panama Canal by 
the North American transcontinental railroads. It has existed in a much 
less dangerous form, for many years, under the tripartite contracts between 
the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, the Panama Railroad Company, and 
the transcontinental railroad companies, and it has unjustly oxterted from 
- people of the Pacific slope and throughout the country an enormous sum 
of money. 

If the canal at Panama was open and these powerful combinations had a 
controlling voice in its management, their facilities for monopolizing this 
transportation by land and sea would be vastly increased and no power could 
stand up against them. 

Such opportunities and advantages do not escape the attention of the men 
who control the great railroad systems of the Uni States, and they are not 
wanting in the ability, the enterprise, or the courage to seize upon them. 
The income of these railroads equals a million dollars daily, and their joint 
credit is cual to that of any government, our own not excepted. Congress 
could be filed up from their managers by men who would be quite equal to 
any that represent the States, and their lawyers are at the head of the bar. 
If these men could believe it safe to take over and complete the Panama 
oa - b transaction, they would not hesitate to purchase it at 

f ’ QD. 

They have the sagacity to see that it would be a waste of money, and th 
prefer to continue the present all-rail connection between the oceans, an 
are opposed to any carfial. 

France, through the savings of the French people, is seaging money to 
Russia and other great nations. She is seeking new markets for investment 
in loans and has a plethora of money for such investments. It has only been 
ten years since the Bank of France loaned gold to the Bank of England that 
saved Great BMitain from a when the Dazings failed. Why France 
does not come to the rescue of her own people, who have sunk $250,000,000 in 
the Panama Canal scheme, can not be accounted for on any other ground 
than that French qngipews and the French po have decided that a lock 
canal at Panama is either impossible or it is too desperate a venture for pru- 
dent men to make. 

France seems to stand quietly by and witness, with composure, the effort 
of the speculators who control the New Panama Canal Company to despoil 
500,000 of her citizens by arbitrary proceedings. That greatand gallant race 
would not submit to this wrong against their brethren if they believed that 
they were nein Gogeteee of anything of value. They do not resent the pay- 
ment of $40,000,000 by the United States for a property that they have aban- 
doned the hope of ever being valuable. 

The Government of Colombia has embodied its concessions to the Panama 
Canal in an act of Con; , approved May 18,1878, which declares that ‘the 
enterprise of the canal is reputed to be of public utility.” And in the con- 
tract with the Panama Railroad Company, of New York, a ved by the 
Congress of Colombia on the 14th of August, 1867, in Article it is declared 
that ‘“‘the railroad enterprise is esteemed of Po utility.” (See report of 
the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, No.1, Fifty-seventh ess, fi 
session, pages 251 and 264, for these acts of Cugress) 

Whatever M. Lampre or the New Panama Canal Company may choose to 
claim in the way of the exemption of these corporations from governmental 
control, on the hypothesis that they are private corporations, is set at naught 
by these decrees of the Colombian Con that they are public corpora- 
tons for ge purposes, and are even given powers to adopt regulations for 

olice and the protection of property and ways of communication, subject 

be chan, y the Government. 

The law in the United States makes no distinction between tions to 
operate canals and railwaysintended for public use and corporations created 
only for public uses; and Colombia, in article 18 of its concession to the Pan- 
ama Canal Company, expressly stamps =ece it this public feature in this lan- 

e: ‘‘As this enterprise is essentially international, and for public utility, 
t is understood that it shall always be kept free from political uences.” 

France could not change this declaration in the concession, by any charter 
based upon it, that it cnild give to the Panama Canal Company, so as to con- 
vert the canal into rierchandise that might be sold as private property, 
by a yey = corporation, freed from all the rights, trusts, and equities that 
attach to the corpus of the property of a public or quasi-public corporation 
in favor of credi bondholders, stockholders, and c of the Govern- 
ment and people of mbia, and of France. 

The »s of the corporation = such actionand the international 
character of the concession from Colombia, and of any corporation, chartered 
anywhere, to execute it, condemns such an interpretation of the French 
charter as M. Lam ves to it. 


The Government of Colombia was a shareholder in the old Panama Canal, 
under articles 15 and 20 of the concession to N. B. Wyse, dated March 20, 
1878, as follows (p. 249): 
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“Art. 15. By way of com 
are allowed to the grantees in this contract the 


msation for the ate and exemptions which 

overnment of the Republic 
shall be entitled to a share amounting to 5 per cent on all collections made 
by the company, by virtue of the dues which may be imposed in conforming 
with article 14, during the first twenty-five years after the opening of the 
canal to the Po service. From the twenty-sixth up to the fiftieth year, 
inclusive, it shall be entitled to a share of 6 per cent; from the fifty-first to 
the seventy-fifth to 7 per cent, and from the seventy-sixth to the termi- 
nation of the privi to 8 per cent. It is understood that these shares 
shall be reckoned, as been said, on the gross income from all sources, 
without any reduction whatever for ex interest on shares, or on loans 
or debts against the company. The Government of the Republic shall have 
the right to appoint a commissioner or agent, who shall intervene in the col- 
lections and examine the accounts, and the distribution or yment of the 
shares coming to the Government shall be made in due half-yearly install- 
ments. The product of the 5, 6,7, and 8 per cent shall be_distributed as fol- 


lows: 
** Pour-fifths of it shall go to the Government of the Republic, and the re- 
maining one-fifth to the government of the state through whose territory 


the canal may pass. 

“'The compan ntees to the Government of Colombia that the share 
of the latter sha no case be less than the sum of $250,000 a year, which 

-is the same as that received as its share in theearningsof the Panama Rail- 
road, so that if, in any year, the 5 per cent share should not reach said sum 
it shall be completed out of the common funds of the company. 

“ Arr. 20. The Colombian Government may appoint a special delegate in 
the board of directors of the company whenever it may consider it useful to 
doso. This delegate shall = @ same advantages as are grantedto the 
other directors by.the laws of the company.” 

This was not ordinary stock, to be purchased, but paid-up stock, the 
amount of which is admeasured by the gross income from all sources. And 
these shares were to be under the supervision of a director to be appointed 

by Colombia, under article 20 of the concession. 

The privileges conferred on the Panama Canal Company and the Panama 
Railroad Company were exclusive, and extended to ninety-nine years, at 
which time the property reverted to Colombia. Such leases are only posses- 
sory rights, that convey no title to the real property and may be forfeited 
for breach of conditions subsequent. To acquirea title from Colombia or a 

rpetual leasehold estate in the canal or the railroad the Congress of 

‘colombia must enact a law to that effect. 

The concessions to the canal company and the railroad company alike pro- 
vide for the creation of debts and their amortization for the purposes that 
the concessions are designed to accomplish, to persons, but not govern- 
ments. That is prohibited. In the concession to the railroad company, 
Article IT, there is a provision that prohibits the construction of a canal on 
the actual route of the railroad without paying “an equitable price for such 
privilege and as indemnification for the damages which the railroad company 
may suffer by the rivalry or ae or the canal.” 

Ai uestions as to the construction of the concessions are reserved for de- 
cision to the courts of Colombia. 

It is manifest, therefore, that these concessions to the canal company and 
the railroad company must be entirely removed by Colombia before the 
United States or any new concessionaire can secure a right. to construct a 
canal or to interfere with the railroad now in operation there. 

The United States would never construct a canal in Panama or elsewhere 
under the provisions of the Wyse concession, so that it would have to be re- 
voked and annulled to make room for any concession to the United States. 
This can only be done by the Congress of Colombia. 

Both the railroad and the canal com ies are in the active and lawful 
exercise of their respective rights and privileges, under their respective con- 
cessions. It is not pretended that either of these com has done — 
thing, or omitted to do anything, that creates any right of forfeiture of i 
concession in favor of Colombia. Consequently their rights as corporations 
9 must be acquired by agreement with them, and not with Colombia, there 
‘ being no forfeiture, or cause of forfeiture; but Colombia must confirm the 

; agreement to make it valid. 

These concessions confer exclusive rights on each company, so that while 
they are en in the business for which they were created Colombia can 
make no valid agreement with the United States to grant them concessions 
either for a railroad oracanal. Under their charters neither of these com- 

\ panies can make a valid agreement with Colombia to surrender their fran- 
} chises as a. Such a surrender, if made, or if possible to be made, 
} must be first made to the government from which the corporate franchise 
was obtained. The Panama Canal Company would be compelled to go to the 
French Government, and the Panama Railroad Company would have to go 

to New York for authority to make the surrender. 

If this is refused, that ends the matter. If it is granted, it must be 
some tribunal that has jurisdiction in Colombia to remove or extinguish a 
liens, obligations, equities, and trusts that exist in favor of stockholders, bond- 
holders, or other creditors of the respective companies and rest upon the 
property in Colombia. The French courts have no more corer to remove 
such incumbrances than they would have to create them oy their decrees, 
and if they are not in some way removed or extinguished by competent 
authority they rest upon the property and follow it into the hands of a pur- 


c Pe 
If these transactions were between private pom or private corporations, 
and not between two or more governments, there could be no doubt that the 
debts of 800,000,000 francs to the bondholders and of 600,000,000 francs to the 
stockholders, with 5 per cent interest per annum, would rest upon the pro- 
perty of the canal company in Panama, and the bonded and other debts of 
e railroad company would rest upon the property of the railroad company. 
2 These debts have never been extinguished or paid by the old Panama 
4 Railroad Company or the new company, and the property pledged for their 
payment is the samo with reference to which these debts were contracted, 
and it remains, as moperty of the corporation, under the reorganization 
charged with these debts. If Colombia should obtain the outstanding bonds 
S . for 800,000,000 francs, or the interest-bearing stock of 600,000,000 francs of the 
old company, she could compel the application of the carnings of the canal 
to their payment, or sell out the canal property and buy it under the decrees 
a] of her own court. 
ey Nations, when they deal with persons or corporations with reference to 
io property, have only equal rights with them, and are o entitled, in the 
i courts, to the same remedies for the breach of the contract, or in the asser- 
‘ tion ofany equity arising out of the transaction. They have no prerogatives 
x that can incline the scales of equal justice. 
‘ If the United States bargains or ts with Colombia for a canal conces- 
sion, even through acts of Con our courts will adjudge all rights of 
other persons that are affected by suc:  ~—— with the same independent 
oa authority and the same unb judgment as if the transaction was 
tween private persons. And, under the facts of this transaction, if we 
acquire the property of the Panama Canal Company, it will be subject in our 
hands to every charge, lien, right, and equity, in favor of bondholders and 
stockholders, that rested upon it at and before the time of the reorganization 
of the old company and since that time. 


Whatever theories may be advanced as to the extinguishment of these 
continuing contracts, for which the income of the canal company was 
ane by contract and confirmed by the decree of a court in France, the 

act re that these obligations were not extinguished. Onthecontrary, 
M. Lam swears that a fund is still in the hands of the liquidator, to be 

d to bondholders and stockholders, and he and the Isthmian Canal 

mmission, in their report, alike state that the liquidator, by the order of 
that court, represented these creditors on the rcorganization, subscribed to 
the stock of the new company for their benefit, and entered into an agrec- 
ment, which the court ratified and which the new company incorporated in 
their statutes or charter, that the stockholders and bondholders of the old 
company should reeeive 60 percent of the net earnings of the new company. 

The new company is not insolvent. Itis not evenindebt. It has 16,000,000 
franes cash in its treasury and property valued by its board of appraisers at 
$109,000,000. It holds this pee under an agreement, ratified, it is said, b 
the courtthat authorized it, that the canal should be completed and operate 
to secure net profits, of which 60 per cent is to be paid to these stockholders 
and bondholders. 

That agreement did not meer the en bind these creditors to 
consent to its abrogation and to the sale of the entire property for less than 
83 per cent of its a — value. : 

proposition of law as unfounded as this, based upon astatement of facts 
so imperfect and socontradictory of the agreement alleged to have been made 
by the liquidator, can not bo safely acted upon in so grave a matter. This 
agreement between the liquidator and the new company is‘called a “ private 
agreement” in some of the representations made to the United States, with 

e evident purpose of breaking the legal connection between the old com- 
a the new company and of avoiding that line of responsibility. 

Wheiher it is private or public, it is obligatory, and creates the same 
identity between them that the law creates upon the facts. 

The old company and the new are the same corporate body, reorganized as 
Mobile, Selma, Memphis, and Pensacola were, and, while preserving the con- 
nection between the oldand the new companics so far as to save the concessions 
and to:prevent their forfeiture by the dissolution of the old Panama Canal 
Company, to which they were granted, and to destroy,as far as possible, the 
debts of the old company, the new company became bound for the debts of 
the old company on its bonds and its interest-bearing certificates of stock. 
Being afraid to declare outright the extinguishment of the debts of the old 
coms ny, they appointed a liquidator, or receiver, to represent the old stock- 

olders. 

His name is M. Goutron (Dep., R: 81). ‘*As liquidator of the old company 
he subscribed 16,000,000 francs to the stock of the new company for the liqui- 
dation, and of course he aqpeaxe at the stockholders’ meetings not only as 
the representative of the old company, but as ashareholder in the new one.” 
See deposition of M: Lampre, page 31. He also contributed and transferred 
to the new company all the property of the old company, and in considera- 
tion of this contribution the ae was to receive 60 per cent of the net 
profits of the enterprise, to be distributed by him among the parties in inter- 
est. No money was paid for the prope turned over to the new company. 
The transfer of the property paid for the contract to complete the canal. 
The stock ho thus represented is 600,000,000 francs, divided into shares of 500 
francs, or 000,000, all of which bore interest. 

Under the same law of July 1, 1893, the court appointed M. Lemarquis as 
liquidator for the bondholders, holding bonds to the amount of 800,000,000 
francs, or $160,000,000. This money, ,000,000, was all borrowed by the old 
company, or d into it for stock, and it paid for the concessions from 
Colombia and all the material and machinery used, and for all the work 
done on the canal, and all the salaries of employees and officers, lobbyists 
and poernenane, paid out by the company. 

The crimesattending the contracts for work, material, and promotion were 
not the sole cause of the failure of the enterprise. Its deeper cause was the 
engineering and physical difficulties that De Lesseps found to be insu a. 
either as to a sea-level canal or a lock canal. The company was taken into 
court, not for dissolution and winding up as a bankrupt concern, but for re- 
organization as a going concern. 

e French Assembly came to its relief and enacted the law of July 1, 1893, 
to provide for and to compel a reorganization. 

t was estimated that the work done, the material accumulated, the insta!- 
lation, and the value of the concession was oqenl to 60 per cent of the entire 
cost of the canal when it should be completed, and the new company was 
created for that purpose, and a fixed charge was fastened upon the property 
of the old company which should yield to the bondholders and stockholders 
60 per cent of the net earnings of the new company. The proceeding was 
arbi and without notice to bondholders or stockholders, and would be 
sustained in the courts of only a few civilized nations. No court in America 
could sustain such a confiscation of valid contracts. 

The French courts did not attack the contracts, nor change their terms or 
chiientioes, Sas created a trust estate for their ultimate payment, and en- 
joined the holders from suing 7 them in the courts. They stood as valid 
obligations, and were assumed by the new company, payable out of the net 
carniegn the trust estate. If the interest was suspended, either on the 
bonds or the stock, that would not alter the case as to the continuing validity 
of the debt, but it was not suspended. 

There was no such decree as that the bondholders should lose the interest 
on their loans, which would only increase the dividends to the speculators 
who subscribed a portion of $13,000,000 as their contribution to the canal, 
which had cost the bondholders and stockholders $280,000,000. 

If the Frenchcourts or deputies had added such a shameand such asorrow 
to the 500,000 French citizens who had loaned their money tothis great na- 
tional enterprise, they would have lost the respect of the whole world. They 
had it not in contemplation to do this crime against these innocent people. 

These debts are valid, and the United States can not ignore them, nor can 
Colombia ignore them by removing the trust estate on which they are fixed 
by the decrees of the French courts, beyond the reach of these conditions. 

An honest debt is never extinguished until it is paid, and we can not place 
our feet in the shoes of the Panama Canal Company and take over this prop- 
erty without first being satisfied that this debt is paid, or that it has been 
released by the bondholders and stockholders of that company. If there is 
a moral ciple in our organic laws that protects the sanctity of contracts, 
we can not afford to violate it by drivinga bargain with asoullesscorporation 
in France, for our gain, for the spoliation of honest and helpless people. 

Sapeest and generous a Government as France could better afford to 
provide the money, or credit, to complete this canal and thereby save what 
remains to these bondholders and stockholders, after the severe losses im- 

on them by the French courts under the laws of the Chamber of Depu- 
jes, than to see them again d iled of their means, which are in a very 
mage extent the earnings of the French peasantry. 
if France believes that this canal can. be completed for the sum esti- 
mated by the Isthmian Canal Commission, and that it will be a success, it is 
ashame upon that great Republic that it should not come to their rescue. 

France is not untrue to her people, and she only refuses to act in this case 
because she has no faith in the Panama Canal. She has provided a lottery- 
bond scheme for their relief, but the people of France refuse to accept even 
this tempting game of chance for stakes that are so worthless. 
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Under this state of facts, none of which are disputable, the Panama Canal 
Company has no right or power to sell their concession or their property free 
of the claims of these bondholders, and no government can confer such power 
upon them in a form that our courts will respect. 

Neither can we adopt the disreputable course of relying upon other govern- 
ments to destroy the trust and turn these creditors adrift in order to get an 
inviting bargain at their expense; for our own courts, sooner or later, will be 
called upon to pass on these questions. 

There is no uncertain voice from the bench of the United States as to such 

uestions. 
. In addition to the cases already cited in this report, the decisions of our 
Supreme Court in the following cases are conclusive. 

t may be a misfortune that our Supreme Court is at variance with the 
opinions of M. Lampre, the counsel of the Panama Canal Company, as stated 
in his deposition, still we must he guided by them. In De La Vergne Co. v. 
German Savings Institution (175 U. &, p. 54), the court say: 

* But, as the powers of corporations created by legislative act are limited 
to such as the act expressly confers, and the enumeration of these implies 
the exclusion of all others, it follows that, unless express permission be given 
to do so, it is not within the general powers of a corporation to purchase the 
stock of other corporations forthe purpose of controlling their management.” 
(Citing a number of authorities that so declare the law.) 

This is a New York case, and }it may be difficult, if not impossible, to find 
in the charter of the Panama Canal Company the express power to pur- 
chase the stock of the Panama Railroad Company, which is a New York 
corporation. 

The contract of the liquidation for the stockholders and of the old com- 
pany with the new company, to pay for their benefit 60 per cent of the net 
profits of operating the canal, fixed in them a vested in to these net 
profits that no court and no legislature could violate. ( ford v. Building 
and Loan Association, 181 U. 8., 227.) 

Railroads and canals are chartered for public purposes and are common 
carriers, serving the public. 

In Railroad v. Chicago Railroad Co. (163 U. 8., 581) the Supreme Court say: 
“Railroad corporations possess the powers which are expressly conferred by 
their charters, together with such powers as are fairly incidental thereto, 
and they can not, except with the consent of the State, disable themselves 
from the discharge of the functions, duties, and obligations which they have 
assumed” (citing Thomas v. Railroad Co., 101 U. §., 71). 

In The State Bank of Ohio v. Koop (16 How., 369) the court say: “Every 
valuable privilege given by the charter, and which conduced to an accept- 
ance of it and an organization under it, is a contract which can not be changed 
by the legislature where the power to do so is not reserved in the charter.” 

e same rule deprives a corporation of the power to destroy itself by a 
sale of its property while it is under a contract obligation to keep in opera- 
tion and earn profits for its stockholders or creditors. Such an act is an 
abuse of the purposes of its creation and is void. 

The New Panama Canal Company is the legal successor of the old com- 
pany, as matter of law, even without reference to its express obligation to 
pay 60 per cent of its net profits te the bondholders and stockholders of the 
old company, and it is bound ay x! its debts, at least in the way expressly 
agreed upon. This is decided in Mobile v. Watson (116 U.S., pp. 300, 301). 

There is no escape from these obligations except through the adoption of 
the foliowing propositions: 

First. That the bondholders and stockholders were rightfully deprived of 
their bonds and stocks when they were seized by the French court and 
placed under the control of the liquidators in a suit to which they were not 
actual parties. 

Second. That this seizure and confiscation gave to the liquidator, with the 
consent of the court, the right to turn over the entire property of the canal 
company, which was the property of the stockholders, and which they never 

reed to transfer to a new or reorganized company. 

Third. That the liquidator, without the consent of the stockholders, had 
the right to subscribe the 16,000,000 francs in the reorganized company, and 
that they were thereby made stockholders in the new or reorga com- 
pany without their consent. 

Fourth. That the liquidator for the bondholders had the right, without 
their consent, to transfer their right of satisfaction of their bonded debts 
from the property in the hands of the old company to the same property in 
the hands of the reorganized company, and to deprive them of all right to 
sproees against that property in any court for the satisfaction of their 

ebts. And, as compensation for the destruction of their legal rights, the 
liquidator for the compat, Ss. Gautron, had the right to provide a contract 
with the new company that 60 per cent of the net earnings of the canal 
should be paid to the liquidator for the benefit of the stockholders and 
bondholders, to be distributed among them by arbitration, and that he had 
the right to destroy that contract at his pleasure. 

The French offer to sell this poe depends Seat vas the validity 
of this proceeding under the laws of Colombia, where the property is sit- 
uated, and where the concession was granted which is the basis of all these 
rights; secondarily it depends upon the laws of France, and finally upon the 
laws of the United States, where these questions must be at last resolved 
and decided, for Congress has no right or power to make the United States a 
party consenting to any act which our courts denounce as being violative of 
our Federal and State constitutions. 

Above all, the wholesome love of justice and fair pisy, which is character- 
istic of our people, revolts at the arbitrary and cruel proceedings which are 
thus described, as to their effect, by the counsel of the Panama Canal Com- 

ny, sent here to explain their right to sell this canal property. In his 

eposition, in reply to questions, M. Lampre makes the following statements: 

Senator TURNER. Does that decree undertake to cutjoff the stockholders 
from pursuing your successor, as they would have a right to pursue you, to 
compel the performance of the contract by which you got title to the canal? 

M Lamps. Ido not think that I uuderstand the question. You mean 
about the 60 per cent? 

Senator TURNER. No. Does that decree which you say authorizes you to 
make this sale cut off —— 

M. LAMPRE. The rights of the liquidator? 

Senator TURNER. The rights of the stockholders of the old company to 
insist that your company shall carry out the obligation which you undertook 
to carry out toward them? Does it specifically cut them off? 

M. LAMPRE. It does not say so. . 

Senator TURNER. Then it is a Syticn of judgment as to whether they 
would have a right not to be cut off if they should insist on it? 

M. LAmMpre. You see, sir, our obligations were to give the liquidator 60 
per cent out of the profits. We have no profits. 

o en Your obligations were to construct the canal and give 

r cent? 

. LAMPRE. Sixty per cent out of the profits when the canal would be 
completed; but in the present condition of affairs there is no profit to divide. 
There will be a fixed amount, whatever it may be, to be divided between the 
old company and ourselves, and that will be divided according to the deci- 
sion of that arbitration court under the authority of the agreement passed 
between the liquidator of the old company and ourselves—an agreement 
passed under the authority of the court. 


Maron 10, 


Senator Foster of Louisiana. Saypene a majority of the stockholders 
and a majority of the creditors should come into court and oppose the rati- 
Scatien or homologation by the court of the action of the liquidator in this 
ma’ ’ 

M. LAMPRE. In my opinion the court would do away very soon with such 
a claim, having given the eer. 

Senator Foster of Louisiana. e liquidator represents the-—— 

M. LAMPRE. He represents the whole of the interest. 

Senator Foster of Louisiana. Suppose the majority of the stockholders 
and the majority of the bondholders should come into court and say, “ We 
think the liquidator has made a very bad bargain for us. and we oppose 
hosaplegniing the action of the liquidator,” what would be the probable action 
of a judge in a case of that kind? 

M. LAMPRE. In mg opinion there would be no doubt as to the action of the 
court. It would confirm purely and simply the decree authorizing the liqui- 
dator to pass that agreement with us and to settle the whole business. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without reference to its justice? 

Sonaeey Foster of Louisiana. Without reference to the justice, the fair- 
ness Of it 

M. LAMPRE. Of course, the court thought it fair when it gave the author- 
ity to the liquidator. 

Senator KirTREDGE. Were those stockholders and creditors given an op- 
peney be heard at the time the court authorized the ing of this 
agreement. 

M. LAMPRE. No, sir; because the liquidator is the representative, and he 
has the power to act. 

There is much more in this de tion to this effect. The entire statement 
goes to the effect that the French courts have the right of absolute disposal 
of the rights of stockholders and bondholders of this corporation, in proceed- 
ings to which they are not parties, through the action of a liquidator ap- 
pointed by the court, in an ex parte proceeding of a summary character, and 
that the bondholders and stockholders have no redress and are in no way to 
be consulted in the matter. The contract with the new company is made 
Sor eee by the liquidator and is approved by the court, and t ends the 
matter. 

But the feature of this alleged title to the canal property, for which we are 
to pay $40,000,000, that is no less astonishing than it is repugnant to American 
law and our American sense of justice, is that suggested by tae question of 
Senator Turner to M. Lampre above quoted, It shocks our conception of 
law and justice that the court by which the contract with the new company 
was authorized and aqueous claims the right to violate it and annul it, 
and to deprive these beneficiaries of all rights under it, through another 
agreement to be made by the liquidator with the United States. 

_ And this power to destroy the rights of these people is based upon the ac- 
tion of an oneaee stockholders’ meeting of the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany, into which they were forced, as stockholders, by a subscription to the 
stock of the company, made in their name, by the liquidator, without their 
authority. That subscription was 16,000,000 francs. When it was paid, i 
ever, and with whose money, is not shown. It is so suspiciously near the 
sum that M. Lampre statesas being nowin the treasury of the company that 
the inference is reasonable thas it was never paid, but was an artful ruse of 
lawers to place the bondholders in the attitude of stockholders without their 
consent, so as to bind them by the resolutions that the majority of the stock- 
holders might thereafter choose to adopt. 

If Mr. Eiffel and his associates get $46,000,000 from the American people 
for this contrivance, it is well that they are sheltered from the claims of 
these defrauded and despoiled bondholders and stockholders by the alleged 
despotism of French courts. They would never escape justice in American 
courts, and would be compelled to account for every dollar of the money to 
the bondholders and to the stocks, bearing interest, before applying any of 
it to the profits of their speculation, 

They are already under legal obligation to complete the canal for the pur- 
pose of meeting their agreement with the stockholders and bondholders,and 
it is most probable that the efforts to unload this Pew upon the United 
States, in order to escape from these obligations, is the cause of the sudden 
and tremeadous drop in the price they ask tor it, from $109,000,000 to 


It may be that fear of these gations has as much to do with this great 
change in the temperature of their enthusiasm as their feeling of despair 
when they contemplate the possibility of completing and maintaining a 
canal with locks at Panama. 

If we have the sort of indifference to justice that for a consideration would 
move us to cover up these transactions, with our sovereign right to close our 
courts to such demands, we still could not escape from the question as to the 
trust resting upon this property and our consequent liability to pay these 
bonds and the interest due on the shares of these stockholders. The French 
courts and the courts of Colombia could still question our title to the eroperty 
freed from these obligations. Our markets would swarm with these obliga- 
tions, and the speculators in them would compel decisions by State courts 
and Federal courts. 

There can be no doubt how these decisions would result under the rulings 
of our Supreme Court, and Congress would_be compelled either to pay these 
debts thus shouldered upon us or else repudiate them. 

In a most important aspect of this case it is impossible to avoid or escape 
from our own laws in making this questionable bargain. 

The ownership of the Panama ilroad is indispensable as a part of the 
contract, for several reasons: 

First. In its concession from Colombia it is protected inst the removal 
of its track, while the alleged survey of our Isthmian Canal Commission, 
which, in fact, has not been made, requires the removal of the track for 6 
miles, ata cost of $1,267,000. To do this we must own the railroad. 

Second. In its concession the railroad company is entitled to compensation 
for the loss of profits in consequence of the construction of any competes 
canal. If we oo the canal, we must provide for this demand ‘ore 
we can condemn the railroad to public uses. 

Third. If we purchase all the stock, we must still get the 1 lative con- 
sent of New York to disregard her laws in the uses we make of the railroad 
or for its destruction. 

Fourth. It is only the body corporate, noting ot such, that can di of the 
property owned =o company. What it cost or whether a New York 
corporation can sell its property in Colombia to the Uniied States are unset- 
tled propositi and we must provide for all these matters before we can 
consent pay $40,000,000 for the canal property to the French syndicate. In 
De La Vergne Co. v. German Savings Institution, 175 U. 8., on page 53, the 
courtsay: ‘‘Such conveyance” (without corporate action “would not, under 
the laws of Illinois, which conform in this ticular to the general law, be 
within the power of the stockholders, even t ough they all signed it, without 
formal action at a meeting held for the parposs. 7 

In taking over a ration, if such a thing can be done, we take over the 
property anal to incumbrances and become bound to execute ell its 

eemen 
"a would be asad commentary on the rashness of this venture, when the 
United States would find itself engaged in the business of ocean freighting 
with aline of steamships bought from the Panama Railroad Company, and also 
under the snotiapolistie agreement existing between that company and the 
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ific Mail Company, which robs millions of our people of siete tot rights. 


stead of buying them out, Congress sbould drive them out of business. 
After we to pay the Panama Canal Company $40,000,000 for this canal 
ropert, onal its concession from Colombia we must acquire from Colombia 
The additional rights nec for constructing this canal. This bility 
is too remote to be counted of any value except as a means of delaying the 
construction of any canal. 

The minister of that Government as indicated the consent of Colombia 
that the Panama Canal Company may make overtures of sale of its property 
to the United States without forfeiting its charter. 

This is as far as Colombia has gone in stating any terms on which it would 
make a concession to the United States different from that made to the Pan- 
ama Canal Company. 

On whose opinion shall we risk the mditure of $40,000,000 if we discard 
the rulings of the Supreme Court of the United States as to the right to 
take over this property without becoming liable for the debts of the Panama 
Railroad Company? Shall it be the opinions of French jurists as to French 
law, when we must meet these questions on the basis of American law ad- 
ministered in American courts? 

Shall we, in driving a ba n, dishonor the wholesome laws that respect 
the sanctity of contracts, both in our Constitution and in our Supreme Court 

, for a law of tyranny and oppression that scouts contract rights and 
a nts owners of property in the guise of liquidators to take the place of 

e true and real owners, and empowers them to make contracts for its dis- 
posal and to break them at will? 

In the case of Angle v. The Chicago, St. Paul, etc., Railroad (151 U. 8., p. 
96) the case is stated thus: 

“To put it another way, the Portage company, a corporation, owed Angle 
$200,000. It had property with which the debt could paid. The Omaha 
company became the sole stockholder in the Portage oomarer: As such sole 
stockholder it used its powers to transfer the poe of the Portage com- 
y to itself, and its conduct all the way through was marked by wrong- 


ing. 
The legislature passed a law revoking a land nt to the Po e company 
and granted it to the Omaha company, and the question was whether that 
land was liable for the debt to Angle. If we should strike out ‘the Omaha 
company” from this statement and insert “the liquidator” in its place, the 
facts would be quite parallel in the two cases, 

In this case the court held that the land was liable for the debt to Angle 
because it was granted originally “‘upon the express condition that the 
(Portage) company shall construct, complete, and put in operation that part 
of its railway above mentioned,” etc. 

Angle was at work on the Portage Railroad when the land grant was for- 
feited, at the instance of its sole stockholder, the Omaha Railroad Company, 
and the court say: : 

“ Yet it is still true that the lands were given to the Portage company, as 
they had been given by Congress to the State in the first instance, for the 
purpose of aiding in the construction of this road; that a part of the work 
necessary for such construction had been done, and there is, therefore, an 
equity in securing, to the extent to which the work had been done, the appli- 
— of these lands in payment thereof. In Pomeroy Eq. Jur., sec. 155, the 
author says: 

**Tf one party obtains the le title to property, mot only by fraud or b 
violation of confidence or of Siaiery relations, but in any other unconsci- 
entious manner, so that he can not eee retain the property which 
really belo: to another, equity carries out its theory of a double owner- 
ay 9 equitable and le by imposing a constructive trust upon the peeerty 
in favor of the one who is in good conscience entitled to it, and who is con- 
sidered in equity as the benefic'al owner.’ 

“And again, in section 1053, ‘in general, whenever the legal title to pe 
erty, real or personal, has been obtained through fraud, misrepresentations, 
concealments, or through undue influence, duress, taking advantage of one’s 
weakness or necessities, or _—__ any r means, or under any other 
similar circumstances, which render it unconscientious for the holder of the 
legal title to retain and enjoy the beneficial interest, equity imposes a con- 
structive trust on the peoventy thus acquired in favor of the one who is 
truly and equitably entitled to the same, although he may never perhaps 
have had any legal interest therein; and a court of equity has jurisdiction 
to reach the property either in the hands of the original wrongdoer or in 
the hands of a subsequent holder, until a haser of itin g faith and 
ee a acquires a higher right takes the property relieved of 

6 trust.’”’ 

The court adds: “These authorities are ample to sustain this suit.” 

This decision, following many of like import, is the law in the United States 
and in every civilized country. It squares with the conscience of the Ameri- 
can people and should prevent Congress from lending a helping hand to the 
liquidator of the Panama Canal Company in snatching from the bondholders 
and stockholders the property their own money has created. 

It some emergency isresting upon this country to purchase a property for 
$40,000,000 that France is not w g to purchase at any price, Congress should 
at least require, in its contract of purchase, that the money should be paid 
into the hands of these people upon the surrender of their stocks and bonds 
to the United States. ‘ 

Unless some such provision is made for them we will be planting roots of 
bitterness in the hearts of the common people of France that will grow and 
intensify into national hatred. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL’S STATEMENT IN REGARD TO ANONYMOUS COM- 
PANIES BEING COPARTNERSHIPS. 


Mr. Attorney-General Knox sounds these mysteries of the 
alleged French laws to a deeper recess than Mr. Lampré seems to 
have found, and he asserts that all these French anonymous com- 
panies are co erships. I will read a few of his statements of 
this profound conclusion: 


The New Panama Canal Company is an anonymous partnership or asso- 
ciation, composed of shareholders (Société Anonyme per Actions), which, in 
view of its object, is of a noncommercial or nontraflicking kind, but sub- 

by a law of August 1, 1893, to an act concerning commercial associa- 

ons passed in 1867, and to the Commercial Code and the customs of com- 

merece. All anonymous associations formed since August 1, 1893, are subject 
to the same, and are, legally speaking, commercial, though in fact not so. 

The old company js an anonymous partnership which voluntarily took the 
form of an anonymous association of shareholders, but is not ruled, and never 
was ruled, by the law of 1867 or the code and customs of commerce, but only 
by the Civil Code, having been formed before August 1, 1893, and not being 
commercial in its object of business. * * * 

Anonymous associations or partnerships have not the names of the partners, 
but a name merely descriptive of their object or business. 

The essential or fundamental nature of both companies is that of volunta 
perme as we understand that. The powers, accordingly, are those whic 
an individual Frenchman has under the general rules of law—an individual 
merchant corresponding to the new eer. and an individual who is not a 
merchant to the old company. Asan ividual can sell what belongs to him 





to whomsoever he pleases (unless some third person has a claim such as prop- 
erly warrants him in opposing the sale in order to subject the property to a 
debt owing to him, or the like), so one of these associations, of either kind, can 
ordinarily dispose of its eapere. *¢ 6 

In the case of commercial associations proper, to which the new company, 

the one we are now considering, has been assimilated and added by the 

law ance referred to of August 1, 1893, the legislature of France, in 
view of the usual rge capital and the great number of stockholders 
bondholders, and other creditors, has imposed a few restrictive rules (act of 
1867 and amendment of August 1, 1893, Exhibit 3) for the greater security of 
the partners and of third persons, requiring publication of the by-laws,a cer- 
tain amount of stock to be represented at certain stockholders’ meetings, the 
paying up of subscriptions, etc.; but these do not change the essential charac- 

r of the concerns as partnerships; do not establish any tie between them and 
the Government, or any obligations from them to the Government, and do 
not forbid the exercise of the Hbersy to dispose of the property of the con- 
cerns as freely as an individual is able tu dispose of his, if no special law for- 
bids and if he is solvent and not under some particular contractual or other 
like obligation to retain the property. This new Panama Company is quite 
solvent. * * * 

But we are at present discussing the power of the new company to sell, 
and it would seem to follow from what has been said that it has the power, 
as an individual would have power to sell his property, unless some special 
statute has forbidden this or made it unlawful, since it is a solvent company 
without bondholders, as appears from its annual reports hereto appended. 
= N.) It is essentially a partnership, subject to a few statutory reguir- 

ions about entirely different matters. 

It has been suggested, however, that its contractual obligation to the old 
company oe — cent of the earnings of the canal restrains it." And 


this may we ue; but this contractual obligation of a partnership is the 
same as though an individual had agreed to complete the canal and iv pay the 
60 per cent, and is therefore such an obligation as can be released by the other 


contracting pay. If so effectually waived by the other contracting party, 
no one else could complain or question. 

Being a merely contractual obligation of a private partnership for the benefit 
of another private concern, there is no principle of law which would make 

© new company unable, with the consent of the other contracting party, 
to make use of its liberty to dispose of what belongs to it. There is no lack 
of power or vires. * * * 

ether from the point of view of the bondholders and other creditors of 

the old company, and the power of the liquidator, it is just and lawful for 
him to set free the new company is a question to be separately discussed 
hereinafter. 

It has also been suggested that the so-called lottery bond law of 1888, pro- 


ding— 

“ ArT. 38. All machinery necessary for the accomplishment of the work 
shall be made in France. The raw materials shall be of French origin ”— 
is a special law containing, by some implication, a prohibition to the new 
company to sell to one who could not be expected to be subject to such pro- 
visions of law, or else subjecting any purchaser of the property of the new 
company to those provisions, so that he would be bound to proceed accord- 


ingly. 

st has, besides, been supposed (but enough has been said to indicate the 
error of that) that this law of 1888 is proof that the Government of France is 
represented by or bound — companies generally in such a way that 
the express consent of that Government is necessary to authorize any sale of 
the whole of its property by the new company. 

This law was purely exceptional, intended to give an unusual right to the 
old company in the matter of issuing bonds, which are in effect lottery tick- 
ets also, lotteries having been prohibited in France by a law of 1836. 

The Government, as a compensation to the nation in general for permit- 
ing this unusual thing, requi the company so specially privileged and ben- 
efitted to use French machinery and materials. But in view of the general 
relations of the Government to these free partnership associations, it would be 
going a long distance to see in this an order intended to be addressed to any 
individual or other purchaser of property from the company which was thus 
given the benefit of the unusual privilege, and still more to deduce a mortgage 
or 2s attaching to any property it might sell, into whosesoever hands it 
might come. 

‘he French legislature by act of 1889—the company having dissolved and 
ceased to require to any t extent machinery and raw materials—passed 
another law authorizing the liquidator to issue some of the unsold bonds; but, 
of course, as bonds of the old company, which still existed for the purposes of 
liquidation, and providing that in case the liquidator should transfer or cede 
its assets toa company organized for finishing the canal, the new company 
should not issue the bonds which might at that time remain unsold otherwise 
than on the conditions determined by the law of June, 1888, concerning the 
minimum of the selling price and the payment of interest. 

But the new company has remained a stranger to the lottery-bond scheme. 
It has not enjoyed the eae of issuing those bonds; the still unissued 
bonds have been retained by the liquidator and were not contributed by him tc 
the new company, and they are no part of what it is now proposed to sell to 
the United States. 


LOGICAL RESULT OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL’S ARGUMENT. 


If France could take our Attorney-General seriously and adopt 
the pivotal point of his argument as French law, nothing could 
prevent a revolution in that country, and Colombia would pros- 
trate herself before the United States and implore us to take the 
canal off her hands, with all concessions we could claim, without 
any further compensation than to save her from her liability to 
the holders of the bonds of the old Panama Canal Company, 
which, with the interest due, must amount to at least $300,000,000. 


LIABILITY OF COPARTNERS., 


All copartners are liable for all the debts of the firm, and the 
liability is personal and has no relation to the amount of capital 
oo has put into the business. 

is is the law of France and Colombia, as it is of all civilized 
nations. 

Colombia is a partner, if Mr. Knox is correct in his law, in the 
New Panama Canal Company, and is liable for allits obligations, 
whether they arise from contract, tort, or from trusts created by 
law, or by any course of dealings. 

She is also liable by the terms of the charter of 1878 to Wyse 
for the debts of her creature, the company of construction, whick 
is the old Panama Canal Company. 
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I have pointed out the grounds on which this liability rests in 
another argument, which is printed, and will not restate them. 

But, upon the theory which the Attorney-General has made the 
pivotal point of his argument that these companies are partner- 
ship and their stockholders are copartners, they are each and all 
liable for all the debts of these companies. 

If the holders of stock in these companies are all partners and 
are liable for the debts of the partnership, as they must be as 
partners, it would revolutionize France and destroy Colombia if 
these debts were taxed upon these stockholders. 

No wonder that our Government has been afraid to ask France 
a question about the Panama Canal Company or that Colombia 
shuns any agreement to warrant the United States against incum- 
brances on this property. 


APPENDIX. 


PRELIMINARY REPORT OF THE ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION, NOVEMBER 
30, 1900. 


Rear-Admiral John G. Walker, United States Navy, President; Hon. Samuel 
Pasco; Mr. George 8. Morison; Lieut. Col. Oswald H. Ernst, Co: of En- 
ineers, United States Army; Lewis M. Haupt, C. E.; Alfred Noble, C. E.; 
‘ol. Peter O. Hains, Corps of Engineers, United States Army; William H’ 
Burr, C. E.;: Prof.Emory R.Johnson., Lieut. Commander Sidney A. Staun- 
ton, United States Navy, secretary. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C., November 30, 1900. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Srr: It has been found impracticable tocomplete the work of the Isthmian 
Canal Commission and prepare a full report spoe the investigation it was 
——— to make in time for its presentation before Congress convenes in 

ecember. 

The task intrusted to it was of great magnitude. It required exploration, 
examination, and research in distant countries to collect the data and infor- 
mation upon which to base its conclusions; the arrangement, tabulation, 
and study of these data, the determination of the best route for a canal at 
each locality, and of any variations necessa in former projects, the 
approval or change of sites for dams, locks, and other auxiliary works, the 
making of estimates, the preparation of plans, maps and profiles—all 
demanded care and diligence and consumed much time. The parties em- 
sen in the field work have been returning to the United States, as the 

uties assigned to them have been completed, but some of them are still in 
Nicaragua and Panama and have not yet finished their labors. Until their 
return and the results they —s with them have been digested the task of 
the Commission can not be completed. 

But the work has been sufficiently advanced to make it practicable to an- 
swer the interrogatories suggested by the law and the instructions given 
thereunder with reasonable accuracy, as the results of the unfinished work, 
though important for the development of certain details, aro not likely to 
affect seriously the approximate estimates which have been prepared. 

It has therefore been deemed best to report the progross that has been 
made and the conclusions which have been reached, and thusavoid the delay 
that a postponement might cause in the inauguration of the work which the 
legislation, under which the Commission is acting, was designed to promote. 

Such a report is now submitted and, as soon as practicable, it will be fol- 
lowed by a later and final one containing a complete and detailed account of 
the entire work of the Commission along all of the lines of investigation it 
was directed to follow, with maps, plans, and profiles, and the topographic, 
hydrographic, and other data which have been collected and used in ing 
its estimates and reaching its conclusions. 


PURPOSE OF THE INVESTIGATION. 


The purpose of the investigation, undertaken in compliance with the law 
under which the Commission is acting, was to determine the most feasible 
and practicable route across the American isthmus for a maritime canal be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, together with the cost of constructin 
the same and placing it under the control, management, and ownership o: 
the United States. 

The duty of aiding the President in the-necessary examinations and ascer- 
tainments was intrusted to this Commission, and in the performance of this 
duty its members have endeavored to carry out the intent of the law and the 
instructions received through the Secretary of State. 

The Commissoners were appointed on the 10th day of June ,1899, and qual- 
ified without delay. 


ORGANIZATION OF THE COMMISSION. 


The first meeting was held in the city of Washington on the 15th day of 
June, 1899, and Rear-Admiral John G. Walker was unanimously chosen as 
resident, and at a subsequent meeting, held on the 6th day of July, Lieut. 
Sommander Sidney A. Staunton, of the United States Navy, was chosen 
as eeresey. : 

The work of the Commission was divided among five committees, with the 
undorstanding that they were to report their results and conclusions, with 
the evidence they had collected to the Commission for its consideration and 
action. These committees were severally authorized to enter upon the in- 
vestigation of the following subjects: 

The Nicaragua route. 

The Panama route. 

Other possible routes. 

The industrial, commercial, and military value of an interoceanic canal. 

Rights, privileges, and franchises. 

At the first meeting after their appointment, in obedience to a resolution 
of the Commission, each of these committees submitted an outline of ascheme 
for the investigation which formed its special work, and they have followed 
the general lines indicated in these plans. 


WORKING PARTIES SENT TO NICARAGUA, PANAMA, AND DARIEN. 


The examination of the different proposed canal routes, and careful explo- 
rations to determine whether other routes exist presenting advantages for 
an interoceanic canal superior to those found at Nicaragua and ma were 
at once set on foot. 

A chief engineer was appointed to take charge in the field of each of the 
investigations to be made under the direction of the three committees 
charged with these duties. Working parties were sentinto Nicaragua, Pan- 
ama,and the Darien country under assistants appointed upon the recom- 
mendation of the chief engineer to collect such information and data as 
would serve asa safe basis for correct conclusions as to the practicability of 
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the different routes, and an approximate estimate of the cost of each that was 
deemed feasible. 
INSTRUCTIONS. 


The general tenor of the instructions given to the parties sent to Nica- 
meus and Panama was to verify the examinations previously made, so as to 
determine the accuracy of former estimates and findings; to develop the 
canal lines by borings, so as to ascertain the nature of subsurface material; 
to lay out the center line upon the ground where it had not already been 
done; to survey the locations for locks and dams, using the diamond drill to 
determine the character of the underlying rock; to continue and extend the 
observations of rainfall and stream flow and of the lake fluctuation in Nica- 
ragua; to ascertain the supply of materials for locks, breakwaters, embank- 
ments, and other auxiliary works, and to make careful surveys of the 
different harbors with a view to their improvement. The Darien country 
was to be explored from the Panama region to the Atrato River on the 
Atlantic and Pacific sides; the crest line of the dividing mountain range was 
to be carefully examined for the discovery of any existing gap or depression 
sufficiently low for canal purposes; former proposed routes were to be sur- 
veyed so as to develop their character and features, and the topography, 
hydrology. and meteorology of the country were to be carefully studied. 

In all 31 working parties were organized and sent into the fleld, 20 into 
Nicaragua with about 150 engineers and assistants, 5into Panama with about 
20 engineers and assistants, and6into the Darien country with about 5) engi- 
neers and assistants, making in all a force of about 220 sent from the United 
States, the number varying a little from time to time, besides about 600 la- 
borers, boatmen,and other workmen employed in the different countries, a 
total of more than 800. 

STUDY OF CANAL ROUTES. 


Meanwhile the members of the commission were devoting much time toa 
study of the different canal routes and an examination of the results of former 
surveys and explorations of the entire American isthmus. The reports and 
other writings upon the Nicaragua route afforded much information, but 
there were no similar advantages at hand for familiarizing themselves with 
the details of the Panama route. 

It was ascertained, however, that there were ample ams and geo- 
graphical data in ssion of the New Panama Canal ompany in Paris, 
and its officers offered to open to the commission its records, plans, maps, 
profiles, and the results of the different surveys of the isthmian country 
made from time to time, if its members would visit that city. It was deter- 
mined to improve this opportunity, and the commission left New York on 
the 9th day of August and returned on the 29th day of September. Most of 
this time was spentin Paris, where daily sessions were held at the offices of the 
company, when the officers could be present, and with the assistance of the 
director-general, the chief engineer, and other officials, the visiting commis- 
sioners mad» a thorough study of all the details of the Panama Canal scheme 
from its inception, including its economic, historical, and legal, as well as its 
engineering aspects. 

KIEL CANAL. 


From Paris they went to Kiel, Germany, and passed through the canal 
there in company with its principal officers and engineers, with whose as- 
sistance they obtained much valuable data relating to canal construction. 


NORTH SEA CANAL. 


In like manner they examined the North Sea Canal in Holland, passing 
through it from Amsterdam to the North Sea. 


MANCHESTER CANAL. 


Sub menity they proceeded to Ragiend where they inspected the Man- 
chester Canal from that city to its outlet into the River Mersey near Liver- 
1, and afterwards devoted a day to the examination of Liverpool 


ocks. 
At all these ive, addition to the oral information which was freely 
given, the officers in charge gave thecommission valuable printed data, maps 
and drawings for further study. All the information thus collected at these 
different Places, and full rrinted and written details of the Panama Canal 
scheme sent from Paris since the return of the Commissioners, have been 
considered and utilized by the commission during the progress of its work. 


VISIT TO CENTRAL AND SOUTH AMERICA. 


The eral plan of investigation determined upon included a personal ex- 
amination of the different canal routes upon the American isthmus anda 
visit to the capital cities of the countries where they are located, to ascer- 
tain the feeling and sentiment of the President and the people ineach Repub- 
lic with reference to the occupation of its territory for the construction of a 
— to be under the control, management, and ownership of the United 

tates. 

NICARAGUA. 

To accomplish these purposes the commission sailed from New York for 
Greytown on the 6th day of January last and returned on the 8d day of April. 
The time from January 19 to February. 27 was spent in Nicaragua. The 
party examined Greytown Harbor, the adjacent coast line from the mouth 
of the San Juan to the Indio, the work and plant left by the Maritime Canal 
Company, and the different outlets of the San Juan River. Thence it pro- 
ceeded up the river in steamboats to Lake Nicaragua, changing from vessel 
to vessel whenever the state of the water and the rapids in the channel made 
it nm . 

Detours were made so as to inspect the sites considered suitable for locks 
and damsand otherimportant points along and near the line of the canal where 
it did not follow the river. These detours were made in small boats and 
canoes and often on foot. The lake was then crossed and the canal] line and 
adjacent country were traversed from the western shore to the terminus at 
Brito on the Pacific. The party traveled on horseback and sometimes on 
foot, making examinations of the same character as those made east of the 
lake. The camps of the working parties were visited all along the line, their 
work was carefully inspected, the results studied, and written instructions 
left as to the manner in which it should be continued. 


RESULTS ACCOMPLISHED BY THE MARITIME CANAL COMPANY. 
During the investigations upon the canal line the work accomplished by 


| the Maritime Canal Company, in addition to the surveys and borings, the 


reparation of ma lans, and profiles,and other pre rations, 
vas examined ond tempected. It was found that a railroad bha n con- 
structed and partly equipped from Greytown to the headquarters on the 
beach at La Fé and for about 12 miles westward along its line from the open- 
ing of the canal into the harbor, alsoa seepage line from the same point to 
Castillo, covering with its loops about 60 miles. The excavation of the canal 
had been commenced and carried forward for about ti uarters of a mile 


to a depth of 16} feet, and varying in width from 150 to 230feet. In an effort 
to —- the entrance to the harbor in use at the time a jetty 42 feet wide 


had n constructed to a distance of 947 feet seaward and filled with brush 
mat ea hydraulic-cement concrete. Upon it was a railway 
track which had used in its construction. 

In addition to this a clearing 486 feet wide had been made for a distance of 
10 miles along the canal line at the eastern end, and the forest growth had 
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been removed for nearly the same distance at the western end; a number of 
temporary frame buildings had been constructed for quarters, storehouses, 
workshops, and hospitals on the shore of the Caribbean near La Fé, and near 
the entrance to the canal. Thecompany had also purchased several ee 
five of these and a number of steel ts, launches, tugs. ae and other 
property are still lying in the lagoon near Greytown and along the adjacent 
shores in an exposed and neglected condition. The railroad embankment, 
which was built fora greater part of the distance over a swamp, still remains, 
and is in good condition. The ties are mostly rotten, but the rails were, at 
the time of the commission's visit, in good order. — 

The short section of partially constructed canal is perhapsinas good shape 
to-day as it was when the work was stopped. The buildings are all rotten, 
and may be considered as valueless for any future operations. The dredges, 
boats, ete., are worthless. Some of the tools and machinery in store might 
be made use of, but they have little,if any, value now. It is understood that 
all this property has been declared forfeited to the Nicaraguan Government 
under the terms of the concession. The railroad embankment and the piece 
of canal constitute all that would be of any value in future operations, and 
the latter item has value only for river diversion in case the canal terminates 
in the Greytown Lagoon. 

VISIT TO MANAGUA. 


After the examination of the entire canal line from Greytown to Brito, 
the Commission journeyed from Rivas, its headquarters west of the lake, by 
steamboat and railway to Managua, the capital, where the President and 
other leading officials and citizens received the party with a cordial welcome 
and manifested great interest in the project of establishing an interoceanic 
communication through Nicaragua rather than at any other location. The 
occupation of their territory by the United States for this pmrpose did not 
seem to be regardeéd as a serious obstacle, provided the sovereignty of the 
Republic was respected and maintained. 


PANAMA, 


After leaving Mana the party went by rail to Corinto and took a 
steamer for Panama, where it arrived on the 3d day of March. Two houses 
built by the French company at Colon were placed at the disposition of the 
Commission, and its members, after a short delay at Panama, crossed the 
Isthmus and made their headquarters at the Atlantic terminus of the canal 
route during their stay in the country. From this es daily trips were 
made to different points on the railway from which the canal line could be 
reached, and thé same thorough inspection of the whole work and the 
harbors at each terminus was made as in Nicaragua. The examination was 
extended to the upper waters of the Chagres in the Alhajuela region, and 
the entire river was traversed in canoes from there to the point near its 
mouth where it leaves the canal line. 

The Commission found a large force of workmen and laborers engaged 
upon the canal line, about two thousand in number, according to the state- 


ments of the officers of the Panama Canal Company, who were superintend- | 


ing the work upon the Isthmus. Most of these were engaged at or near the 
deep cut in the Culebra region, excavating the earth and rock and removing 
the excavated materials in dump cars to 


mate that the cut which has been 
jo feet. Thecanal had been opened by the old French company at the At- 
ntic end, in the Bay of Limon, near Colon, to a distance of about 13 miles. 
The depth as excavated was from about 16 to 29) feet, but it had been aban- 
doned for a long time and had silted u 
water courses, so that in places it could 
light draft. There are other excavations at different places 


from the shore of Panama Bay to a depth of from about 6 to about 26 feet, 
varying in different localities. In the ney ® channel has been dredged to 
oe at the anchorage near the island of Naos. 
work done in the Culebra region and at the two ends of the canal, and 
some in other sections, can be utilized in executing the plan adopted by the 
Commission. Its value in this respect has been considered and the approxi- 
mate estimate of the additional cost of the canal, if it had not been accom- 
plished, based upon the unit prices which have been used in other estimates, 
will be given in another part of this report. 
At Colon and at different oe along the line there are storehouses, cov- 
ered sheds, and other buildings filled with locomotives, excavators, cars, 
dredges, and an immense amount of other machines, implements, tools, and 


from the nares River and other 

e used only by ts or launches of | 
along the route, | 
and an opening has been made at the Pacific end for about 4 miles inland | 





supplies of various kinds, all purchased for canal purposes, besides the | 


locomotives, cars, steam shovels, and other machines and tools in actual 


use in the work now going on. Much of this property is ill adapted to | 


American methods of work, and all of it is now from thirteen to twenty 
a old, during which period the improvements in this class of machinery 

ve been such that contractors would generally find it to their advantage 
to buy entirely new machine 
use this of an older class, even if 
locomotives, rails, and cars ma 
ful; the locomotives are much lighter than is desirable for economical serv- 
ice, the rails are of a pattern ill fitted to rough use, and the cars have narrow 
tread wheels. The cars are the best pert of the whole outfit, and it is quite 
likely that they would be used; but it has seemed to the Commission that no 
value should be given to the plant now on the Isthmus, although its owners 
may realize something by the sale of portions of it tocontractors, if they con- 
sider that they can use it to asveamage 

The existence of the Panama Railroad is, however, a very important fac- 


of modern pattern rather than attempt to 
ven to them free and in good order. 


tor, as it supplies a service railroad for the eniire length of the canal. On | 
the basis of $75,000 a mile, this railroad would be worth $3,500,000, which is 
half the face value of its capital stock. In view of its condition and its 


valuable termini, it should not be estimated for purposes of canal construc- | 


$7,000,000, the par value of its stock. 


COSTA RICA—VISIT TO SAN Josh. 


The investigation which closed on the 18th 7 of March, and a majority 
of the Commission then to San José, the capital of Costa Rica, 


tion at less than 


The | 
of some service, but their value is dowbt- | 





where they had several interviews with President Iglesias and met the | 


members of his cabinet and of the higher courts and other representative 
men of the Republic. They were treated with t cordiality and consid- 
eration, as they had been at Managua, and found a public sentiment in favor 
of a maritime canal to be constructed by the United States similar to that 
which was manifested in Ni " 

It is proper to add that the commission was greatly aided in its work at 
San José by Mr. Rufus A. Lane, secretary of legation, chargé d'affaires in 
the absence of Mr. Merry, the United States minister, and at Managua by 


Mr. Chester Donaldson, the United States consul there. The members of 
the Commission are also indebted to these gentlemen for many personal 
courtesies. 


COLOMBIA. 


The disturbed condition of Colombia and the interruption of travel on 
account of a revolution then in active proscems made itimpracticable to pro- 
ceed to Pogote. the capital, so as to cal _ the president and ascertain the 
views of the Government and people of the Republic with reference to the 
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| channels, excavated within the shallow limits of harbors 
espoil banks. Here at the divide | 
the greatest results have been accomplished, and the French engineers esti- | 
made has an average depth of more than | 


| feet lon 


occupation of their territory by the United States in case the Panama route 
should be regarded as the most practicable and desirable. 


DARIEN. 


Mr. George S. Morison, who was chairman of the committee having in 
charge the investigation for other possible routes, left the party at’ Coleu on 
the 16th of March to ascertain the progress of the explorations in the Darien 
country on the Atiantic side, with full authority to direct the further pr 
cution of the work and make any changes in the working parties and their 
supervision that he might deem advisable. 

e left late at night on the U.S. 8. Scorpion, commanded by Lieut. Com- 


jSe~ 


mander Nathan Sargent, and next morning reached Mandinga Uarbov, in 
San Blas Bay,in the vicinity of which the nearest of the working parties 
were encamped. He visited those operating from this base and then sailed 
for Caledonia Bay. He there received reports of what had been accom 
plished, gave further instructions to those in charge of the explorations, and 

hen proceeded to Cartagena, where some of the engineers and assistants 
were awaiting orders. @ made some changes in the organization of the ex- 


ploring parties, ey nen a scheme for the conduct of the general operation 
of the work on the Pacific as well as on the Atlantic side, and returned to 
Caledonia Bay and thence to San Blas Bay. On the return trip the different 
camps were visited again, and instructions were o those in charge of 
the investigation at the different points, in accor -e with the plan bo had 
prepared. The Scorpion kept close in shore, and the mountain ridge was 
coat aly examined. The trip was completed on the 7th of April, and on the 
llth he left Colon for New York. 


STUDY OF DIMENSIONS. 


After the Commission returned to the United States much attention was 
given to the determination of the proper dimensions for a maritime canal 
under existing conditions, and the unit prices to be used in making the esti- 
mates for the cost of construction at each of the proposed routes mentioned 
in the law. The dimensions of the largest sized ocean-going vessels now in 
use were ascertained, and correspondence was opened with leading ship 
builders and directors of steamship lines, at home and abroad, to ascertain 
the size of those now on the stocks and whether the enlargement which has 
been going on for many years is likely to continue, and, if so, to what ex- 
tent, during the next. twelve or fifteen years. The results were considered 
in connection with other information in reaching the conclusions wpon 
which the estimates in this report are based, and the unit prices which were 
agreed upon have been applied to these dimensions. 


DIMENSIONS, 


A depth of 35 feet at mean low water anda bottom width of 150 feet were 
adopted as standard dimensions for a canal in excavation by each route. 
This width is for straight sections; on curves with a radius of fess than 12,000 
feet it is increased at the rate of 1 foot for each 200 feet reduction of radins, 
the width thus becoming’ 180 feet on a curve of 6,000 feet radius. In open 
or lakes, the bot- 







tom width is increased to 200 feet, in the San Juan River to 250 feet, and the 
excavated portions of Lake Nicaragua to 300 feet. In the artificial harbors 


and Brito st is made 500 feet. These dimensious are 
larger than those proposed for any previous isthmian canal scheme. While 
they may seem excessive to-day, the canal is not likely to be opened within ten 
years, during which time the increase in marine dimensions which has been 
going on for many years is likely to continue. 

The isthmian canal, except in the two maritime sections, will be ¢ 
water canal. The draft of ocean steamers is based on salt water ing 
64 pounds per cubic foot. Some large freight steamers now draw 32 feet at 
sea, and would draw nearly 33 feet in fresh water. Lf the heaviest class of 
freight steamers is to use the isthmian canal, % feet is the least depth that 
should be adopted. 

A width of 150 feet will allow all but the very largest ships to pass each 
other in the excavated portions of the canal; if two such large ships meet, 
one will have to take the bank while the other goes by. Smaller ships will 
pass each other and larger ships without stopping. 

Tn soft earth or sand the estimates are based on taking out the canal with 
side slopes of 1 on 3 below water and 1 on2above water. In firm earth they 
are based on side slopes of Zon 3 below a berm 10 feet wide 6 feet below 
water, and l on labove such berm. In rock they are based on vertical sides 
from the bottom to a berm 5 feet above water with slopes of 4 on 1 in hard 
rock and 2 on 1 in soft rock above such berm, the berm being of sach width 
that the extended slopes would intersect the bottom of the canal at ‘he foot 
of the vertical sides. In certain special locations, like the Culebra cut on the 
Panama route, retaining walls are provided, these walls taking the place of 
the vertical sides of rock cuts. 

The largest merchant ship now afloat is 704 feet long and 68 feet beam. 
Ships of larger displacement are now building, and freight steamers with a 
beam of about 75 feet may soon be common; four such ships are now on the 
stocks. Battle ships havea greater beam than other ocean-going vessels of 
like displacement; none now in the United States Navy exceeds this measure 
ment, but designs have been prepared for some soon to be constructed with a 
beam of 76 feet 10 inches. These when completed will be of greater beam 
than any now afloat. These sizes have been used as a basis for determining 
the size of locks, the governing dimensions of which have been fixed at 740 
and 84 feet wide, in the clear, with a depth of 3% feet over the miter 
sills. The length, width, and depth are each 2 feet greater than those 
adopted by the French company for Panama. Twin locks are provided for 
in every case. 

In special cases some of these dimensions might be changed in construction 
but they have been followed in these estimates in order to make a compari- 
son between the different routes. 


UNIT PRICES. 
Unit prices have been fixed by agreement of all the members of the Com- 
mission, on the principle that whatever differences of opinion or circum- 


stances may exist, they are not enough to interfere with a fair and close 
eomparison of the different routes. T » prices are as follows: 


of Colon, Greytown, 


fresh- 














Removal of hard rock ..............................per cubic yard... $1.15 
Removal of soft rock ................... Siler diiite siauieeemanedince~ cae 80 
EE EEE Oe. cits 4.5 
Removal of earth not handled by dredge lie 45 
eee ion BD 
Embankments and back filling a ar -@ 
nn mmc cenerncnacdscecesses Se 2.0 
Stone pitching, rE pecemnry backing.....per square yard.. 2.00 
Clearing and grubbing, Nicaragua swamp sections. --... per acre.. 200. 00 
Other clearing and nn cen airs tetas ce othe 100. 60 
dl ate on ecec acon encoun s per cubic yard... 8.00 
Metal in locks, exclusive of machinery~................ per pound... 075 
Timber in ee Na ee Be arnae = garpewonconenenns per M B. M.. es a9 nf) 
Operating machinery, each lock chamber ......................-.... ,.00.@ 
Power plant, each group of locks.............-....-.-.- sussueckhs . 190, 000, 00 
Single track railroad, complete with equipment. ....... per mile.. 75,000.00 
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CONTINGENCIES, ETO. 


it was determined to add 20 per cent to the estimates of the cost of con- 
struction to cover expenses that will be incurred for engineering, police, 
sanitation, and general contingencies. The prices are based on efficient or- 
ganizaiion and thorough equipment, with the understanding that while the 
work would be vigorously handled it would not be so driven as to cal! for 
unnecessary duplication of machinery. Thecost of theequipment and plant 
will be large, but it will be distributed over a very large work. 


OTHER POSSIBLE ROUTES. 


The well-known geographic conditions at Tehuantepec and between the 
Nicaragua and Panama canal routes made it unnecessary to explore those 
parts of the American isthmus for other possible locations for an interoceanic 
canal, and the commission limited its investigations to what is generally 
known as the Darien country, extending from Panama to the Atrato River. 

For about 80 miles the width of the isthmusin this region does not exceed 
40 miles, except at one or two headlands which project beyond the general 
line of the coast. The narrowest point is at San Blas, where the distance 
from Mandinga Harbor to the shore of Panama Bay is only 31 miles, 2 miles 
less than from the head of the bay of Limon, at Colon, to the mouth of the 
Bernadino. On the eastern side of Panama Bay, about 100 miles from Pan- 
ama, an estuary known as San Miguel Bay extends into the interior to within 
83 miles of Caledonia Bay, on the Atlantic side. This bay of San Miguel, on 
the Pacific, and San Blas and Caledonia bays, on the Atiantic side, afford ex- 
cellent harbors and canal approaches. Between Panama and San Blas the 
ridge of the Cordilleras crosses from the Pacific to the Atlantic side and con- 
tinues there to the mouth of the Atrato River. 

As the existence of practicable and feasible routes in this section depended 
upon the height and continuity of the divide, its crest was examined ail along 
the line, with as much care and accuracy as was practicable under the con- 
ditions which existed, for the discovery of gaps and depressions, so as to as- 
certain whether any were sufficiently low for canal purposes, and measure- 
ments were made of those which promised the most favorable results. 


The ridge was traced continuously on the ground from the head of the | 
river Carti, a little east of Mandinga Harbor, in San Baas Bly, in latitude 


9° 1¥ N., longitude 78° 59 W., to the headwaters of the Chagres, and thence 
down the river to the Panama Railroad, a total distance of 24} miles; also near 
Caledonia Bay from the Carreto summit, in latitude 8° 45’ N. and longitude 
77° 38 W., to the Sassardi summit, in latitude 8° 50 N. longitude 77° 52’ W.,a 
distance of 27} miles. The lowest elevation in the former section was 956 feet, 
in the latter 683 feet. These results were obtainod by actual leveling. Be- 
tween these two sections from San Blas Bay to Caledonia Bay, a distance of 
81 miles in an air line, and from Caledonia Bay southward to the Atrato 
River, the examination was made from the sea, the elevations of the higher 
peaks, as well as the gaps and their distances, being determined by observa- 
tions made with two sextants. The results showed that there was no proba- 
bility of any suitable depression within these limits. 

In addition to these investigations, a survey was made from San Miguel 
Bay, on the Pacific side, up the Chucunague and Chucurti (Sucubti) rivers, 
which was almost though not quite connected with the work done near Cal- 
edonia Bay. After the results of the general exploration were determined 
the examination of other possible routes was limited to those sections where 
the isthmus was narrowest, where the coast lines offered good harbors, and 
the indications along the divide were the most promising. These conditions 
were found near San Blas Bay and Caledonia Bay. East of San Miguel Bay 
the Isthmus widens, and no route can be expected there less than 100 miles 
in length. 

SAN BLAS. 


The San Blas route extends from the bay of that name to the mouth of the 
Bayano, on the Pacific: it has been advocated as the shortest line between 
the two oceans, which is true. The most complete plan developed involves 
a tunnel at least 7 miles long. While not necessarily impracticable, such a 
tunnel would be very objectionable and would render the line inferior either 
to the Panama or the Nicaragua location. 


CALEDONIA BAY. 


The distance from Caledonia Bay to tide water on the Savana River is 
about #0 miles in a straight line. Studies have been made of three lines 
across the divide, all of them striking the same point on the Savana River, 
near the mouth of the Lara, the approach 2m the Atlantic side being 
through the three valleys of the Caledonia, the Aglaseniqua, and the Sas 
sardi. The distance from Caledonia Bay to the mouth of the Lara varies 
from 32 miles by the Sassardi route to 36 by the Caledonia route. The Sas- 
sardi route has not, however, been explored through its whole length, and it 
is possible that an actual survey would make it as long as the Caledonia 
route. Each line would require atunnel. If the Sassardi route were taken, 
the length of this tunnel, assuming an open cut to be used to the depth of 400 
feet, would be about 1.6 miles. On either of the other two the tunnel would 
be about 2 miles longer, while the approaches on the south side would be 
much heavier. 

These surveys indicate that the Sassardi route is probably the best of the 
three for a sea-level canal. 
because a thorough survey and development of the subsurface material 
might show insuperable difficulties, which would be more likely to exist in 
the tunnel thanelsewhere. The cost of a canal upon this line would be exves- 
sive and the tunnel more objectionable to navigation than the locks on the 
other routes. 

Caledonia Bay is virtually tideless. Sdn Miguel Bay has a tidal range of 20 
feet or more. This heavy tide causes currents in the Savana River of suffi- 
cient force to be a serious menace to navigation, and it would be necessary 
to build a tide lock near the mouth of the Savana. The distance from the 
mouth of the Lara to the tide-lock site is about 14 miles, the upper portion of 
which is in a narrow river which would require enlargement for a canal. 
This makes the total length of canal navigation from edonia Bay to the 
tide lock about 50 miles. 

The result of all these examinations shows that there is no probability of 
the existence of any practicable cana) location between Panama and the 
mouth of the Atrato River, except by the adoption of a tunnel line, and there 
_— to be no reason for further field work except in the interest of geog- 
rapny. 

he conditions existing in Darien, along the Atlantic coast and adjacent 
thereto, rendered it impracticable to make the en Sap anes and 
surveys there without the aid of a Government vessel. ere are no ports 
or lines of travel or communication nearer than Cartagena and Colon 
inhabited by the San Blas Indians, who, though generally eable, are 
jealous of strangers and exclude them from their country. Though nomi- 
nally under the sovereignty of Colombia, they recognize no rule but their 
tribal organization. A proper understanding with their chiefs was there- 
fore necessary before the engineers and working A oa mg of the commission 
could gain ready admission into their territory. Under these circumstances 
the Secretary of the Navy assigned to the service of the commission the 
U. 8.8. Scorpion, under the command of Lieut. Commander Nathan Sargent, 


It is 





The indication can not be regarded as conclusive, | 


| by four locks of uniform lift of 28; feet. 
| is assumed to be the same. 


who was authorized to render such assistance as he properly could in the 
investigations to be made in this region. 

A large part of the responsibility of the expedition rested upon this officer, 
and he displayed excellent administrative judgment and cqyeaiey in the dis- 
charge of his duties. After landing the working parties where they were to 
encamp, he established amicable relations with the Indians, under which the 
work was carried on in security, and the chiefs were satisfied that their pee 
ple would be protected from any encronchment upon their rights. Much of 
the success that was achieved is due to his energy, fairness, and resolution. 


NICARAGUA ROUTE. 


The following is the result of the investigation at Nicaragua, with a 
description of the route and estimate of cost: 

On the easterly side of the isthmus the location of the Nicaragua route 
lies generally up the course of the San Juan River for 100 miles from the 
Caribbean Sea to Lake Nicaragua, about 105 feet above it, thence across the 
lake, about 70 miles, to a point on its western shore, and running 17 miles 
from there to the continental divide, about 44 feet above the lake, down to 
the ocean at Brito, the Pacific terminus. The lake isa large body of water, 
sufficient to furnish a practically unlimited supply to the canal. The San 
Juan River is navigable for vessels of light draft, and affords a location for 
a masonry dam about 50 miles from tne sea, by means of which the level of 
the lake is extended to the same point. 


LAKE NICARAGUA, 


The route lies mainly in the Republic of Nicaragua, but Costa Rica has 
the right of navigation in the San Juan River below Castillo, a part of which 
is included in the canal project. Lake Nicaragua, which forms a part of the 
summit level, is about 100 miles long and 45 miles wide, distant only about 12 
to 30 miles from the Pacific, the longer axis being nearly liel to the coast. 
The intervening territory is generally hilly, the range forming part of the 
continental divide. 

The lake discharges through the San Juan River into the Caribbean Sea 
near Greytown. For the upper half of its course the San Juan flows through 
a hilly country, with a tortuou: channel. Neither the river itself nor any of 
its tributaries in this section carries much sediment, and a slack-water navi- 
gation by means of locks and dams is practicable. 

At the foot of this stretch the river receives from its right bank the San 
Carlos, its most important affluent, which discharges into it large quantities 
of sand. Below the confluence of these streams a slack-water navigation is 
not deemed practicable, and the canal route therefore leaves the river a short 
distance above the mouth of the tributary and is to be excavated thence to 
the Caribbean, a distance of about 50 miles. Below the mouth of the San 
Carlos swampy bottom lands appear, crossed by several high ridges, which, 
starting from the flanking mountain ranges, end on the bank of the river. 
The easternmost of these high ridges is about 26 miles from the seacoast, but 
for some distance beyond low hills and groups of hillsappear in places. The 
region is generally swampy, the surface of the ground is but little above sea 
level, and the soft mad sometimes extends to a depth of 30 feet or more. A 


| narrow strip along the coast is of sand, the gradual accretion from material 


brought down by the rivers from Costa Rican mountains and distributed 
along the coast by the waves and currents of the sea. 

The project for a canal on this route follows essentially the lines laid down 
by the Nicaragua Canal Commission in its report, 1807-1899. It begins at the 
Caribbean Sea, near Greytown, follows a ee course, passing to 
the northward of the Silico Hills, thence in a more southerly course until ft 
reaches a point about a mile and a quarter from the San Juan River; thence 
it follows along the left bank of that stream, keeping a safe distance from 
it, until it enters the San Juan River at a point about 2 miles above the 
mouth of the San Carlos. The line then follows the upper San Juan to Fort 
San Carlos, where it enters Lake Nicaragua. After crossing the lake ina 
northwesterly direction to the mouth of the Rio Las Lajas, it follows the 
valley of that stream a short distance and crosses the continental divide into 
the valley of the Rio Grande on essentially the route suggested by Colonel 
Childs im 1850, which follows the valley of the Rio Grande to Brito, the Pacific 
terminus of the canal. 

The following is a table of distances on the Nicaragua route: 


Number of miles of canal proper. ....... 2.20. .scce0-secenecceeccceeseeee 67.33 
Number of miles of river improved ...... ...... ....-----.00 cececesceeeeee 27.96 
Number of miles of river not requiring improvement--................ 17. 26 
Number of miles of lake channel 300 feet wide -_.... ............-....... 22.19 
Number of miles of lake not es NS ET 48.74 
Number of miles of harbors and entrances to same..................... 8.05 





Total number of miles from ocean to ocean, measured from the 
eT SR cictins cnnntniindandeses cdnntéitovcsendmecntdbetiaes 1 


SUMMIT LEVEL. 


The summit level is to be reached from the Atlantic side by five locks, the 
first having a lift of 36; feet and the other four having a uniform lift of 184 
feet each, except the lock at the summit, the lift of which will vary with the 
level of the lake, being 12} feet when the lake is at its lowest and 18} feet 
when at its highest stage. From the Pacific side the summit will be reached 
The mean level of the two oceans 
It is known that they are nearly so. The mean 
range of tides on the east side is about 1 foot, that on the west side is about 8 
feet. Mean low tide, which is the level that determines the depth of excava- 
tion of the maritime sections, is therefore half a foot below mean sea level 
on the east side and 4 feet below mean sea level on the westside. The lift of 
the lock at the summit, however, will vary from 22} to 28} feet, according to 
the stage of the lake, and that at the Pacific end will vary from 20} at high 
to 28; feet at low tide. 


86. 53 


LAKE LEVEL. 


Lake Ni and that portion of the San Juan River from the lake to 
near Boca San los, and that portion of the canal on the west side between 
the lake and Buen Retiro, will form the summit level. From the best data 
available it is believed that Lake Nicaragua varies in its level, under exist- 
ing conditions, as much as about 13 feet. There is good reason for believing 
that it sometimes goes as high as 110 and sometimes as low as 97 feet. These 
extreme fluctuations, however, occur only at relatively remote intervals. 
In order to reduce the amount of this fluctuation it is proposed to build a dam 
in the San Juan River, above the mouth of the San Carlos, on the east end of 
the summit level, and another smaller dam on the west side near Buen Retiro 
to regulate the lake level. 

By means of these dams and regulating works the fluctuations of the lake 
level can be held within the limits of 6 feet, or from 104 feet to 110 feet above 
mean sea level. The summit will be excavated to the full depth below the 
lower level. The data on which the solution of the problem of regulating the 
lake level rests are not as full as is necessary fora rigid solution; but an a 
proximate solution has been made, and it is believed that any errors whi 
may exist are on the side of safety. 
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. The salient engineering problems connected with the Nicaragua Canal 
project, briefly outlined, are as follows: 
irst. The construction of harbors at the termini of the canal. 


Second. The excavation of the canal prism in the swamp sections between 
Greytown and the Florida Lagoon. 
Third. The heavy cutting near Boca San Carlos and at Tamborcito. 
Fourth. The construction of the large dam at or near Boca San Carlos in 
connection with the regulation of the summit level. 
Fifth. The locks. 
GREYTOWN HARBOR. 


Some fifty years ago there was a good harbor at Greytown, the eastern 
terminus of the canal, with 30 feet of water at the anchorage and about the 
game depth in the entrance. The entrance to this harbor, where it then ex- 
isted, has been obliterated, and the harbor itself is now a lagoon almost 
entirely inclosed, of restricted area, with only about half the depth of water 
in it that formerly existed. Vessels for Greytown are now compelled to 
anchor in the offing and discharge their cargoes on lighters which are taken 
into the ago across a bar having a depth of less than 6 feetof water. As 
the prevailing trade winds are strong and blow almost directly on this pars 
of the coast, the construction of a harbor at this terminus of the canal be- 
comes neceseasy ‘p the early stages of the work, as well as for use after the 
canal is completed. 

It is proposed to construct such a harbor, of sufficient area to accommodate 
vessels using the canal, by excavation, with an entrance having a least depth 
of 85 feet and a bottom width of 500 feet by the construction of two jetties 
springing from the shore line near Harbor Head, built of loose stone, to a 
height of 6 feet above mean high tide; the hearting of each jetty to be com- 
posed of small and the outer portion of large stone, not y moved by the 
waves. It is not expected, however, that the construction of the jetties alone 
will form an entrance. Dredging willalso be necessary, and its maintenance 
may require an extension of the jetties or dredging, or both. 


BRITO HARBOR. 


The western terminus of the canal will be near Brito. Here, as at Grey- 
town, there is no harbor, and an artificial one must be constructed. The 
same general engineering principles will guide in its construction. The 
width and depth of the entrance will be the same. The sand movement on 
the western coast, however, is slight as compared with that in the vicinity 
of Greytown. The prevailing winds on this side are offshore, and destructive 
storms seldom visit this part of the coast. The cost of maintenance, there- 
fore, of the harbor on the west side will be less than that of one on the east 
side at Greytown. 


SWAMP SECTION BETWEEN GREYTOWN AND FLORIDA LAGOON, 


For a part of the distance between Greytown and the Florida Lagoon the 
canal line passes over swampy sections, where the material is too soft to 
support the embankments poe © keep out the floods of the San Juan 
and to maintain the canal level itself. Protecting embankments are there- 
fore to be constructed over these sections. These embankments are to be 
located as far as practicable on the firm land composing the neighboring 
hills. In a places, however, they cross ground which is soft to a considerable 
depth. aste ways are provided on the embankment lines to dispose of 
flood water in the protected areas. 


HEAVY CUTS NEAR BOCA SAN CARLOS AND TAMBORCITO, 


At two places near the Boca San Carlos dam site hea cutting is en- 
countered, the maximum depth for short distances bein 8 and 170 feet, 
respectively; but the Seopens cut of all is at Tamborcito, about 26 miles from 
Greytown. Here the hig und north of the canal - roaches so close to 
the river that a cut through it becomes imperative. e ridge is narrow, 
however, the width at the top being only a few feet and at the level of the 
water in the canal less than 3,000 feet; but the extreme depth of the cut is 
297 feet. The borings show that it is nearly all hard rock. The less heavy 
cuts will also be in firm ground, but the exact character of the material can 
not be stated until the borings now in progress have been completed. 


SAN CARLOS DAM. 


The most difficult engineering work in connection with the Nicaragua 
Canal project is the construction of a dam across 
back the waters of the lake and enable its level to be regulated. It is of 

t importance that this dam should be located above the mouth of the 

n Carlos River, as the latter discharges at times as much as 100,000 cubic 
feet of water per second, carrying with it great quantities of sand. 

The construction of the dam below the mouth of the San Carlos, even if 
an eligible site were found, would,in addition to other difficulties, involve 
contention with the combined powers of two rivers, the San Juan proper and 
the San Carlos, the discharge of which may at times reach 200,000 cubic feet 
per second, The Nicar Canal Commission made search for a dam site 
above the mouth of the San Carlos,in what is called the Agua Muerta (dead 
water). One was found at a place about 2 miles above the mouth of the San 
Carlos River, Several borings were made todetermine the level of the rock. 
These indicated that good rock would be found ata maximum depth of about 
14 feet below mean sea level. The borings, however, were not sufficient in 
number to determine with accuracy the to aphy of the rock, nor its exact 
character. The present commission has nn 
feet apart, at the site of this dam, the borings being spaced 100 feet apart on 
each line. Hard rock for the foundation has nm found, but in several places 
at a depth greater than the limited number of borings 
The maximum depth to hard rock, as sere by the latest borings, is 
about 40 feet below sea level, or about 100 feet below low water in the river 


at the site, which will make it necessary to construct the foundation of this | 


ms of the dam by the pneumatic process. The dam in the deepest part will 
en have a height of about 150 feet. 

As the pneumatic process is an expensive and slow one at best, this Com- 
mission has made search for an alternative site a few miles farther up the 
river, where the topographical and surface indications seemed to offer favor- 
able results. One has been found which gives promise of a more satisfac- 
tory and less expensive solution of this problem, but the number of borings 
thus far taken is not sufficient to determine this with certainty. The esti- 
mates, therefore, are based ona dam at the site selected by the Nicaragua 
Canal Commission. 

LOCKS. 

Lock No. 1, on the east side, will have a lift of 36} feet, but it is founded on 
rock. The others on the east side havea lift of 18} feet, and are to be located 
on foundations that are believed to be safe. All the locks on the west side 
are founded on rock. 

TIME. 


The time required to build the Nicar Canal hinges almost entirely on 
the time — for the construction of the Boca San Carlosdam. Aftera 
harbor has opened at Greytown, and a railroad constructed, the way 





the San Juan River to hold | 


first taken indicated. | 


three lines of borings, 100 | Pp 








will be open to attack the work from a great many points at the same time, 
so that if ample funds are then available, the excavation of the prisin of the 
canal ought be completed in a comparatively short time if prosecuted 
with vigor. The construction of the dam, however, will be a costly and 
tedious operation. Eight years would probably be a reasonable estimate for 
the time of building this dam. At least two years will be consumed in 

reparatory work and in opening a harbor at Greytown, so that if work on 
The dam should be commenced immediately thereafter, the time required 
for completing the entire work would be about ten years. 


ESTIMATES, 


In order to properly classify the materials to be excavated on this route 
many bane were necessary. In some cases where they proved unsatis- 
factory, slight changes have been made in the alignment of the canal. The 
bo: have not yet all been completed, and the classification of the ma- 
terial, therefore, is based, in part, on surface indications and judgme nt. 
Consequently, in the final estimates, the classification which will be made 
from the actual borings may cause some differences. These, however, it is 
believed, will not materially affect the amount of the estimates. 

The following is the estimated cost of a canal on the Nicaragua route: 








Eastern division (from Greytown to Boca San Carlos dam) ...... $82, 662,000 
Middle division (from Boca San Carlos dam to Las Lajas) -....... 25, 425, 000 
Western division (from Las Lajas to Brito) ....................... 51, 680, 000 
159, 767, 000 

98 miles of railroad......... dldihieidae ti bntipeimiiinmsipmnathtiiatiaue aed 7,350, 000 
Stadt bendinhedsinbapneigusedennagesue queen qugnenenmbuniee 167,117,000 
Engineering, police, sanitation, and general contengicies.......... 38, 423, 000 
I itnths: tnideicn dittrhib eqns cercnn Seseccevesscenerqonencee 200, 540, 000 


This estimate is for a canal suitable for navigation by the largest ships 
now in existence, and thus in accordance with the terms of the bill pending 
in Congress. It provides for a double system of locks, so that navigation can 
be maintained if one system be closed for repairs or renewals. 

The estimate of cost is much in excess of any heretofore made on this 
route, and arises chiefly from the increased dimensions of the canal, the 
double system of locks, the extra cost of the San Carlos dam, due to increased 
depth of rock, increased embankments, and the modification in a part of the 
line in the eastern division, which has been located by this Commission 
farther from the San Juan River in the interest of security. 

While the project on which this estimate is based is the one recommended, 
acanal of smaller dimensions and reduced lockage facilities can be opened for 
navigation at considerably less cost. Ifa single lockage system only were 
first provided, so designed as to permit the construction ultimately of a 
second system, the first cost would be reduced $19,678,000. A further reduc- 
tion of $16,949.600 could be made by narrowing the bottom width one-third in 
all the excavated channels in canal, river, and lake sections. With these re- 
ductions made the estimated cost would become $163,913,000, In such a canal 
the time for passage and the risks toships would be materially greater than 
in the one recommended. 

The following is the result of the.investigation at Panama, with a descrip- 
tion of the route and estimates of cost: 


PANAMA. 


The natural attractions of the Panama route lice in the combination of a 
very narrow isthmus with a lowsummit. The width of the isthmus is less 
than 35 miles in a straight line, while the summit is barely 300 feet above 
mean tide, which, though higher than the Nicaragua summit, is less than 
half the height of any other which has been investigated. The high portion 
of the isthmus is limited toa width of about 6 miles near the Pacific side, 
and the Chagres River affords access by canoe navigation to within 15 miles 
of the Pacific Ocean. 

The isthmus here runs nearly east and west, but the course of the railroad 
or canal is from northwest to southeast, the Pacific terminus being about “~ 
miles farther east than the Atlantic. The Atlantic port is Colon and the 
Pacific port Panama. Colon harbor is practically tideless; Panama Bay has 
a mean tidal range of 20 feet. Neither is a first-class harbor; the defect of 
Colon harbor is its exposure to strong northerly winds, which, though rare, 
occur for periods of a few days every year, and while they prevail ships 
must go to sea for safety; Panama Harbor is a roadstead behind islands at 
the head of a great bay. 

The old Panama Canal Company, organized in 1879, projected a tide-level 
canal 47 miles in length between the two oceans. Five miles were in the 
coastal plain near Colon, 24 in the valley of the Chagres, 6 in the hills which 
form the divide, 7 in the valley of the Rio Grande, a smal! stream running 
from the hills into Panama Bay, and 5 in the harbor approaches. Two prin- 
cipal difficulties were encountered: The line in the valley of the Chagres in- 
volved an excavation below the bed of the river, which rises in the moun- 
tains east, of Panama in a district subject to violent rains and at times floods 
its entire valley; the passage of the divide in the Culebra region involved an 
excavation of unprecedented dimensions. 

Before the stoppage of work by the old French company the scheme of a 
tide-level canal was abandoned and various plans for a canal with locks were 
roposed, the summit level being placed at different heights, the highest be- 
ing 160 feet aLove mean tide, to which high level it was proposed to pump 
the water. 

The new French company adopted a scheme in which the summit level of 
the canal is placed at a minimum elevation of 97} feet, approached by four 
locks in each direction, to be supplied with water from the upper Chagres, 


sepounees by a dam at Alhajuela and brought through a conduit 10,4 miles 
to 


e canal at Obispo. By this arrangement the excavation in the conti- 
nental divide was reduced within such limits that it was thought the work 
could be finished in eight years. By the construction of a dam across the 
Chagres at Bohio the river between that point and Obispo was converted 


| into a lake of sufficient dimensions not to be seriously affected by flood dis- 


charges, while diversion channels were to be constructed on both sides of the 
ca from this dam to the sea. With a carefully designed system of sluices 
and controlling works the violence of the floods was to be checked by im- 
pounding the water both above the Alhajuela dam and in Lake Bohio, so as 
to keep the flow below the Bohio dam within the capacit of the two diver- 
sion channels. The adoption of this scheme by the French engineers in pref- 
erence to a simpler plan, which was fully discussed by them, was determined 
by the limits of time to which the company was restricted. As the condi- 
tions would be different if the canal were constructed by the United States, 
the Commission has adopted a simpler plan, avoiding complicated construc- 
tions like the conduit for the summit supply of water and making the regu- 
lation of the floods as nearly as possible automatic. 

With the change from the tide-level canal to a canal with locks, a third 
roblem was added to the other two—the supply of water for the summit 
evel. The only available source of supply is the Chagres River. This brings 

the water supply into such intimate relation with the control of the flood 
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discharge that the two become practically one and must be treated-together. 
The discharge of the Chagres at Bohio varies from a minimum of about 450 
to a maximum of over 100,000 cubic feet per second, the extreme flood dis- 
charge being about three hundred times the low-water discharge. The esti- 
mated requirement for the operation of the canal, with an annual traffic of 
10,000,000 tons net cout, Ss 1,067 cubic feet per second. The discharge of 


the Chagres exceeds this in some years for every month, and in all years, 
except for a short period in February, March, and April, provision must be 
made for the storage of enough water to supply the deficiency during these 
three dry months. The best storage place for this water is in the lake formed 
in the valley of the Chagres, making it of sufficient depth to allow the 
needed —pely to be drawn off without lowering the level enough to impede 
navigation. 

The greatest flood of which there is any record occurred in 1879; from the 
imperfect information we have it has been estimated that it may have 
reached a maximum discharge of 75,000 cubic feet per sccond at Gamboa and 
110,000 at Bohio. Thereis no record of any other flood in which the discharge 
at Bohio exceeded 80,000 cubic feet per second, while the floods in which it 
exceeds 50,000 are at such rare intervals that their effect on navigation would 
not be serious. The works should be so designed that a flood of 70,000 cubic 
feet per second would produce no currents which would interfere with navi- 
gation, the limit of sych currents being fixed at 3 feet per second, and that a 
flood of twice this amount, or a discharge of 140,000 cubic feet per second, 
while it might temporarily suspend navigation, should not injure the struc- 
ture of the canal. 

No location suitable for a dam exists on the Chagres River below Bohio, 
and while this location is not without difficulties it has the great advantage 
that about 3 miles southwest of the dam, near the head of the Rio Gigante, a 
tributary of the Chagres, there exists an excellent site for a spillway, by 
which the discharge from the lake could be kept well away from the dam 
and accessory works. The height of this spillway would regulate the height 
and area of the lake. After careful consideration the Commission has de- 
cided to fix this height at 8 feet above mean tide and to make the spillway 
in the form of a fixed weir 2,000 feet long. At elevation 85 the lake has an 


a of 38} square miles, more than one thousand million square feet. The | 
height of 53 feet f “tl . oa of 8-fathom line in Panama Bay. The first 2 miles of this dredged channel are 


height of 5; feet from the crest of the weir to the elevation required to pass 
the maximum discharge would represent the impounding of more than six 
thousand million cubic feet of water. While in the absenceof complete data 
exact calculations can not be made, computations giving reasonably approxi- 
mate results indicate that no flood has yet occurred which would raise the 
level of the lake more than a few inches above elevation 90.5 or create a dis- 
charge over the weir exceeding 89,000 cubic feet per second. 

The extreme possible effect, however, of a long-continued flood with a 





having nearly vertical faces and furnishing benches 88 feet wide on either 
side of the canal, on one of which the Panama Railroad would be laid, while 
it is probable that a service track would be placed on the other. 

Much has been said about the instability of the Culebra cut; in point of 
fact, there is a clay in the upper portion of the deep cut which flows readil 
when saturated, but which will give little trouble if thoroughly drained. 
Probably nine-tenths of the material would naturally be classed as hard 
clay of stable character. It would weather somewhat, and the surface might 
require some repairing with concrete in bad places, a practice common in 
deep cuttingsin Europe. This clay disintergrates rapidly in water, and for 
this reason the canal prism should be confined between masonry walls. With 
the provision made for broad benches on each side, on which any slight slides 
would be arrested, it is confidently believed that no trouble would be experi- 
enced. The estimated cost of the 6,4, miles of heavy work is $41,940,480, and 
of the entire 7 miles between the Obispo gates and the Pedro Miguel locks, 
aa It would probably take eight years to excavate this section of the 
canal. 

The Pedro Miguel locks will be similar to the Bohio locks, the aggregate 
lift varying from 54 to 62 feet. There is an excellent rock foundation here. 
The estimated cost of these locks, including an adjacént dam, is $8,496,326. 

A level 1.33 miles long extends from the Pedro Miguel locks to the last 
lock, which is at Miraflores. The normal elevation of the surface of the 
water is 28. The estimated cost of this section is $1,169,611. 

At the end of this level would be located the Miraflores lock, with a lift 
varying from 18 feet at high tide to 38 feet at mean low tide. Theroisa 
noel rock foundation for this lock. A spillway will be required to regulate 
go renae of this level. The estimated cost of this lock and spillway is 

f be st io. 

For 4.12 miles beyond the Miraflores lock the canal extends through a low 
swamp country through which the Rio Grande runs. Occasional rock is 
found here, but the material is generally very soft and the canal has been 
estimated for a bottom width of 150 feet with slopes of 1 on 8. This brings 
the canal to a point known as La Boca where the Panama Railroad Com- 


pony has constructed a large and substantial wharf. A dredged channel 200 


eet wide with slopes of 1 on 8 would entend from here 8.6 miles to the 


through flats which are bare at low water, where there is a considerable 


| amount of submerged rock. The total cost of this section from the lock to 


deep water is estimated at $12,356,914. 
»sides the works embraced in the excavation of thecanalitself there will 
be five outlying works which must be considered. These are the Bohio dam, 


| the Gigante spillway, the diversion of the lower Chargres opposite Gatun, 


| the diversion of the Gatuncillo east of Gatun, and the diversion of the Pana- 


discharge of 140,000 cubic feet per second, for which there is absolutely no | 


precedent, as all great floods are of short duration, will be to raise the 
water over the spiliway to elevation 92.5 and to produce a current of from 5 
to6 feet per second in the narrow parts of the lake. Calculations have been 
made of the amount of water required to supply the deficiencies in the three 


dry months. An assumption of a minimum average discharge of 630 cubic | t c i f 
> “ P e | ascertained at all points, though the maximum is known to be not less than 


feet per second for ninety days, which is the record of the driest year, gives 
an aggregate deficiency of 3,398,100,000 cubic feet below the required supply 
of 1,067 cubic feet per second, which corresponds toa depth of about 3 feet 
over the whole area ef the lake. Under these extreme conditions the level of 
the lake might therefore be lowered to elevation 82. This represents a range 
of 8 feet from elevation 82 to elevation 90 in Lake Bohio duriug navigation. 
Any rise above 9) would mean nothing more than a swift current fora lim- 
ited distance, and any fall below 82 would mean a temporary decrease in 
the depth of water in the canal. 

The overflow of Lake Bohio would discharge through the Gigante spillway 
into the Pefia Blanca Swamp and thence into the Chagres near the point 
where the Chagres has abandoned its old channel and now flows through the 
canal excavation made by the old company. It is necessary to construct a 
new channel! of large dimensions west of the canal to take the Chagres; an 
alternate plan would be to leave the present canal to carry off this water and 
construct the canal on a new location farther east. A feasible location has 
been found which, besides keeping the canal safely away from the Chagres, 


is a mile and a quarter shorter than the original French line. The old loca- | 


tion has, however, been retained in these estimates, the canal being enlarged 
to meet the new dimensions adopted by the Commission. This involvesa 
new channel from the Marias de Peiia Teancs to the Marias de Agua Clara 
and a continuous levee for 5 miles along the line of the canal. 

The canal, as thus projected, may be described as follows: 

The excavation begins at the 6-fathom line in the harbor of Colon, with a 
bottom width of 590 feet, and slopes of 1 on 3 through the bay and lowland 
2/%s miles, of which about 1 mile is inside the shore line, forming a narrow 
Pye a harbor. The estimated cost of this entrance and harbor is 

4,07, Vio. 

From the inner end of the harbor the bottom width of the canal is 150 
feet, the side slopes of 1 on 8 being retained for 1%, miles through the 
ges. after which they are reduced to the standard used in firm earth. 
This level extends 12,§, miles to the Bohio locks. Its estimated cost is 
$10.718,288. At Bohio is located a double flight of locks, having a total lift 
varying from 82 feet at the minimum level of the lake to 90 feet at the max- 
imum, 45 to each lock, the normal lift being % feet. These locks are on the 
location adopted by the French company. The estimated cost of this flight 
of double locks, four lock chambers in all, is $10,982,345. 

Above the locks the canal enters the artificial lake formed by the Bohio 
dam and known as Lake Bohio. For the first 7 miles it is a broad,deep body 
of water, affording room for anchorage as well as navigation. Beyond this 
some light excavations are necessary. At the upper end the channel would 
be enlarged to provide for the flood discharge of the C , being given a 
minimum section of 50,000 square feet. The length of the channel in Lake 
Bohio is 12, miles from the locks to the point where it enters the cut 
through the divide. The estimated cost of this section is $2,786,449. 

Near to the entrance to the summit cut would be placed a pair of gates 
100 feet wide, so that if it should become necessary to draw off the water 
from the summit cut the level of Lake Bohio would not be affected. These 

tes would be at the site of a lock proposed by the French company near 
is gb, A a foundation on hard rock. The estimated cost of these gates 


e summit cut is 7,4, miles long from the Obispo gates to the Pedro 
Miguel locks. The highest point is about 5 miles from the Obispo gates, 
where the bottom of the canal is 274 feet below the natural surface of the 

round at the sides of the cutting. This is the famous Culebra cut, though 
e name has often been applied only to the mile of heaviest work. There is 

a little very hard rock at the eastern end of this section, and the western 2 
miles are in ordinary materials. The remainder consists of a hard indurated 
— with some softer material at the top and some strata and dikes of hard 
rock. In fixing the _— it must be rated as soft rock, but it must be given 
slopes equivalent to those in earth. This cut has been estimated on the basis 
of a bottom width of 150 feet with side slopes of one on one. While the cut 
may not be finished with this uniform mage this furnishes as correct a basis 
of estimate as can now be arrived at. e entire cut would be lined with 
masoury walls finishing at elevation 92, 2 feet above high water, these walls 


ma Railroad around Lake Bohio. 
The Bohio dam is the most important structure on the line. A dam of 


| either earth or masonry is feasible, the latter being the more expensive. 





The French plan contemplated a dam of earth. It has been decided, how- 


| ever, to use the masonry type for the fn pe of these estimates. The 
ept. 


foundation must be carried to rock, the to which has not yet been 
128 feet below mean tide. The estimated cost of such a dam is $8,500,000. 
The Gigante spillway, which isa structure of considerable magnitude, is 
very simple. There isa gees rock foundation at or above tide level for the 
entire length of this spillway. It would consist of a masonry dam with a 
crest at elevation eighty-five, terminating in an apron at elevation sixty-five, 
with a solid foundation below this level, the apron being everywhere below 


| the present surface of the ground. The foundation below elevation sixty- 


five would be put in firstand before the flow of water through the present 
river at the site of the Bohio dam is checked. The water after passing over 


| this spillway would flow across the country about amile tothe swamp known 


as the Marais de Pefia Blanca. The elevation of the surface of this swamp is 
now 22.3 feet, so that the water would have a fall of 42.7 feet in this mile, 


| which fall would be materially reduced in extreme floods by the backing up 


of water in theswamp. Plans have been prepared for thisspillway, and the 
estimated cost is $1,124,524. 

A channel must be cut from the Marais de Pefia Blanca to the Marais de 
Agua Clara, the cost of which is estimated at $1,448,076. 

A channel was cut by the old canal company to divert the Chagres from 


| the canal opposite Gatun. This channel, however, is of very inadequate 


dimensions and a new channel, part of which will be an enlargement of the 
present one, should be cut here. It should have a cross section of 10,000 
square feet. Rock would be encountered in its excavation, and its cost has 
been estimated at $1,929,976. 

A diversion channel intended to take part of the waters of the Chagres 
was constructed by the old company along the east side of the canal to Boca 
Grande, back of Colon. This cut across the Gatuncillo, near Gatun, and the 
portion of it north of this point is available as a new channel for the Gatun- 
cillo. Some work must be done on it, especially at the crossing of the 
Panama Railroad, where the piers for a new bridge are completed. The 
cost of putting this channel! into service is estimated at $100,000. 

From Bohio to the Obispo gates the Panama Railroad must be rebuilt for 
15} miles on an entirely new location with a bridgeacross the Chagres, below 
Gamboa. An estimate made from approximate profiles indicates that the 
cost of this diversion will not exceed $75,000 a mile, or $1,162.500. From the 
Obispo gates the railroad would be carried for 6 miles on the bench formed 
by the retaining wall on the east side of the Culebra cut, these 6 miles bein 
estimated to cost $10,000 a mile, which includes only track laying, ties, an 
ballasting. Beyond this will be a mile of light work, estimated at $25,000, 
while the main track will have to be raised for 2 miles farther at a cost of 
$20,000. Combining these res, the total cost of the diversion of the Pan- 
ama Railroad becomes $1,267,500. 

Summing up the several figures already given, the total estimated cost of 
completing the Panama Cana! is as follows: 
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Harbor to Bohio locks, including levee . - 10,718,283 










Bohio locks, including excavation... -- 10,982,345 
RAIN, citscninhctiimpneminiieeibine dente éebeweds woes )|=8, 788, 408 
CNN s,s, ati tita Ds cleethcandinnhd tices wibachicionicuniciiicini somo |. ee 
NS ee ee aw woswow senieenitads 44, 878, 835 
Pedro Miguel locks, including excavation and dam .......... ...... 8, 496, 326 
ee eee e'sabscnecus sas inhi -- 1,169,611 
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Engineering, police, sanitation, and general contingencies ........ 28,722,768 
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This estimate is for the completed pra ect. 
may be opened to navigation beforei nal completion. ngle instead of 
double locks be used, and the bottom width be made 100 instead of 150 feet, 
the cost will be reduced $26,401,864, and the estimate becomes $115,941.215. 

Although the French company for special reasons ado: the plan with 
a higher summit level, their engineers worked up a plan in which the level 
of Lake Bohio was carried consmnately through the Culebra cut, the high- 
water level being raised toelevation 67. Under-this plan the supply of water 
for the dry months would be obtained from the upper Chagres, the Alhajuela 
dam being built to impound a sufficient amount. The fluctuation of the 
water in Lake Bohio could then be reduced to 5 feet, from 62 to 67. The di- 
mensions adopted by this commission have been applied toa canal on these 
lines. The cost of the Alhajuela dam must be added, as well as that of a rail- 
road 10 miles long from the Obispo gates to the site of the dam. The esti- 
mate for completing the canal by this plan is as follows: 


A canal be upon this plan 
if single i 
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Mirafiores lock, including excavation and spillway 5, 070, 879 
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ii dia cited nasndncsn edit adedecnwenainedin weal 2,000, 000 
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The quantities givenin the above estimates are based on the present _con- 
dition of the isthmus, advantage being taken of various excavations made by 
the French companies. 

The old Panama Canal Company and the Liquidator raised, by t)\e sale of 





stock and bonds, the sum of $246,706,431.68. The securities issued tor vise this | 


money had a par value of $435,550,332.60. There had been excavatec about 
72,000,000 cubic yards prior to the organization of the new company. ‘Jearly 
all of the stock of the Panama Railroad had been purchased. Th uow com- 
pany has excavated about 5,000,000 cubic yrds, making the total amount ex- 
cavated by the two counpnaines 77,000,000. The amount of this work which will 
be of value, under the p 

fully computed for the main canal line, and is found to be 36,690,649 cubic yards. 
Adding the excavation in the Gatuncillo diversion, which is estimated at 


an recommended by the Commission, has been care- | 


2,500,000 cubic yards, the quantity of excavation which will be of value in the | 


new plan is 39,190,649 cubic yards. 
Railroad is also to be considered. 

Using the same classification of materials, and the same unit prices as in 
the other estimates, with the 20 per cent for contingencies, the value of the 
French work already done becomes: 
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The value of the French work is greatly reduced by the fact that the spoil 
banks on the Atlantic maritime section frequently come within the limits of 
the enlarged canal now estimated for. 

This statement does not include the value of tools, buildings, and other 
plant, nor of the hospital; nor does it include the value of the maps, drawings, 
and records, which are unusually complete, for which no accurate estimate 
can be made. The plant would be a matter of negotiation between its 

resent owners and the contractors for the new work, and so is indirectly 

included in the cost of the canal as estimated. The offices and hospitals 
would be a matter of special negotiation, and form part of the sanitation 
expense provided by the 20 per cent allowance on the new work. 

In the letter dated November 18, 1898, addressed to the President of the 
United States by Mr. J. Bonnardel, president of the board of directors of 


the Panama Canal Company, it was stated that the company’s assets | 


exceeded in value $100,000,000. 
INDUSTRIAL AND COMMERCIAL VALUE. 


The use that would be made of an isthmian canal by the United States and | 


other nations, and the effects of that use upon the development of our 
resources and the extension of our domestic and foreign trade have been 
carefully investigated, and the commercial advantages derivable from the 
Nicaragua and Panama routes have been compared in order that every 
factor having a bearing upon the location of the canal might be considered. 
In the prosecution of thisinquiry data were secured from the official statistics 
of our own and foreign governments, from commercial organizations and 
business men who were conferred with personally, and by an extensive cor- 
respondence. The final report of the Commission will contain a full discus- 
sion of the value of the canal. The following are some of the conclusions to 
which this investigation has led: 


PRESENT TONNAGE OF AVAILABLE TRAFFIC. 


To determine the amount of tonnage that would use a canal, were it now 
n existence, two distinct statistical investigations have been made. In one 
of these the exports and imports of the United States and of the leading 
commercial nations of Europe were studied for the purpose of ascertaining 
how many tons of cargo, or how much freight, those countries would now 
contribute to the traflic through an American interoceanic canal. The sta- 
tistics of exports and imports of all countries being given either in values or 
quantities, it was necessary to convert theso into their tonnage equivalents. 
This change having been made for each commodity, it was found that 
3,426,752 cargo tons of the maritime commerce of the United States during 


A temporary diversion of the Panama | : : 
vane - .| country except the United Kingdom. 


the year ending June 30, 1899, coyld have used the canal to advantage. Dur- 
ing the calendar year 1898 the trade of Europe with the west coast of South 
and Central America and British Columbia amounted to 3,346,377 cargo tons. 
The sum of these two amounts, 6,773,129 cargo or freight tons, does not 
include any of the trade between Europe and the Orient, a part of which 
would have used the American canal had it been in existence. The figures, 
moreover, apply to the commerce of the past carried on under the conditions 
then prevailing. 

The statistics of entrances and clearances show that the net register ton- 
nage of the American and foreign shipping that would have passed through 
a canal had it existed during the year 1898-99 was 4,582,128 tons. in addition to 
a part of the commerce between Europe and the Orient. The opening of 
the American Isthmian Canal will accentuate the present tendency of traffic 
to follow round-the-world lines, and not less than one-fourth of the present 
traffic of Europe with Eastern countries may be expected to use this route. 
One-fourth of the vessel tonnage employed itn the European-Oriental com- 
merce during the calendar year 1898 amounted to 1,154,828 tons net, and this 
added to 4,582,128 gives a total of 5,736,456, the number of tons of shipping 
that would have used a canal had it been in existence in 1898-99. 

Records of vessel movements, kept by the New Panama Canal Company, 
show that the commerce between the east and the west coasts of the Ameri- 
can continent, and between Europe and the American west coast would have 
caused an isthmian canal to be used by 3,848,577 tons net of shipping in 1899. 
This sum, plus one fourth of the vessel tonnage of the commerce between 
Europe and the East gives 5,126,890 tons net register for the traffic availa- 
ble in 1899. The difference between the result of the investigation mads by 
the French company and that conducted by this Commission is 609,556 tons; 
however, two-fifths of this difference is accounted for by the fact that the 
French statisticians did not include any tonnage for the trade carried on 
between the eastern half of the United States and foreign Pacific countries 
by way of our Pacific ports. The difference between the two totals may also 
be partly due to their not covering identical periods. The United States sta- 
tistics of entrances and clearances studied by this Commission were for the 
fiscal yeer ending June 30, 1899, whereas the French record of vessel move- 
ments was for the calendar year 1899. Thesimilarity in the results of the two 
investigations is evidence of the essential accuracy of both. 





PROBABLE TRAFFIC 1909 AND 1914, 


The increase during the decade preceding 1899 in the tonnage of the ves- 
sels that would have used the canal was 22.55 per cent. Upon the safe as- 


| sumption that this rate of increase per decade will continue, the available 


canal tonnage of 1898, as calculated by the French statisticians, will have he- 
come, 6,127,112 tons in 1908, and 6,922,166, or, in round numbers, 7,000,006 tons 
net register in 1914; that is, at the end of sixteen years. If the tonnage of 
the entrances and clearances of the available canal traffic of the year 1893-09 
as determined by this Commission's investigation (5,736,456 tons net register 
be taken as the basis of estimate, an increase of 22.55 per cent per di 
would make the figures for 1909, 7,030,027 tons, and for 1914, 7,782,240 tons net 
register. 


NICARAGUA AND PANAMA ROUTES FOR SAILING VESSELS. 





i9 


Three-fifths of the seagoing tonnage of the United States now consists of 
sailing vessels. and we have a larger ocean-sailing tonnage than any other 
However, sails are veing displaced by 


| steam, and the statistics of steamers and sailing vessels indicate that not 


| 








more than one-sixth of our total seagoing tonnage will consist of sailing ves- 
sels in 1914. If the sailing vessel should continue to give way to the steamer 
after that date an isthmian canal will not be much used by sailing ships. The 
unmistakable tendency of commerce is to employ steam instead of sails, not 
only in the transportation of general or mixed freight, but also for carrying 
full cargoes of bulky commodities. Moreover, the canal will so increase the 
competitive advantages of the steamer as to render practically certain its 
general substitution in place of the sailing vessel forall fines of trade through 
an isthmian waterway. 


BENEFITS TO EUROPE AND UNITED STATES COMPARED. 


As compared with Europe, the United States will derive from the canal 
far greater benefits, both commercially and industrially. The commerce of 


| Europe with the Pacific coast of North, Central, and South America, under 
existing conditions, is somewhat larger than the total volume of the present 


traffic of the United States that may be considered tributary to the canal; 
but this fact does not indicate the relative advantages which the canal will 

ossess for the trade of Europe and that of the United States. As soon as it 
has been opened our trade with the west coast of South America will rapidly 
increase, as will also the volume of our trade with the Orient. The amount 
of the American commerce through the canal will quickly surpass the total 
amount of Europe's traffic. 

An isthmian canal will strengthen the unity of the national and political 
interests of the United States, develop its Pacific territory, and promote the 
commerce and industries of the entire country. The benefits which Europe 
will derive from the canal will be commercial. In addition to this ours will 
be political and industrial. By bringing the eastern and western sections of 
our country into closer relations, by reducing the time and cost of trans- 
porting our western products to Europe,and by enabling the Eastern, South- 
ern, and Central States to reach the raw materials and markets of Pacific 
countries cheaply and expeditiously, the canal will more fully identify polit- 
ical and social interests and quicken the industrial activity of every section 
of the United States. 7 

The iron and steel, the textiles, and the other manufactures of the Eastern 
and Southern States, the coal from the mining regions, the cotton from the 
South, and the grain and forest products from many sections will flow out to 
foreign countries in an increasing volume, and this larger trade will be shared 
generally by the ports of all our seaboards—the Atlantic. the Gulf, and the 
Pacific. The canal will cause the competition of the United States with 
Europe in the countries of Western South America and the Orient to be 
much keener, with the result that the trade of our country will increase more 
rapidly than will that of our rivals. The canal will aid the United States in 
securing and maintaining a position of primacy in the international trade of 
the world. 

These are the considerations which justify the expenditure by the United 
States of the sum required to build thecanal. They may invoive a low tariff 
of charges and be at variance with the production of a large revenue from 
the canal. 


COMMERCIAL ADVANTAGES—NICARAGUA AND PANAMA ROUTES 
COMPARED, 


a) One method of showing the relative advantages which the Nicaragua 
and Panama routes would possess is to compare the distances by way of each 
of them between typical Atlantic and Pacific ports. A few distances are 
shownin the following table, compiled with the assistance of the United States 
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Hydrographic Office. The table applies only to the routes followed by 
steamers, and the length of each canal line is reckoned in nautical miles: 


Comparism of distances for steamers by the Nicaragua and Panama routes. 


To San Francisco. 
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New York ......... 4,922 | ~ 5,299 | 377 | 9,832 | | 10,087 255 
Liverpool _......... 7,652 8,038 336 12,561 12, 826 264 
New Orleans ...... 4.119| 4.698 579 | 9,029) 9,456 457 
| To Shanghai via Honolulu. | To Guayaquil. 
— bia Re all 5 ati Sa ae 
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New York.........- 10,752 | 11,007 255 8, 247 2, 864 383 
Liverpool ..-.-.-..- | 43482] 13,746 D4 5. 977 5, 603 374 
New Orleans.-...... | 9, 949 10, 406 2, 263 181 


Miles. Miles. 
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Between New York and San Francisco, the Nicaragua Canal route would 
be 377 nautical miles shorter than the Panama route. Between New Orleans 
and San Francisco 579 miles would be saved, and, in general, the distances 
between the Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United States are less by way 
of Nicaragua. 

Between our east coast and Yokohama and Shanghai the Nicaragua route 
is somewhat shorter, but for the trade of our eastern ports with the west 
coast of South America the Panama route is not so long as the Nicaragua. 

(b) A part of the saving in distance effected by using a Nicaragua canal 
instead of one at Panama would be offset by the longer time of transit at 
Nicaragua. An average steamer would require twelve hours to make the 

ssage through the Panama Canal, and thirty-three through one across 

Vicaragua. For a 10-knot steamer this difference of twenty-one hours would 
be eguivalent to 210 knots difference in distance, and for a 13-knot steamer, 
the difference in time of transit would be equivalent to 273 knots. ~ 

(c) The Nicaragua route would be the more favorable one for sailing ves- 
sels, because of the uncertain winds in the bay of Panama. It would not be 
impossible for sailing vessels to use the Panama Canal, but for average voy- 
ages between the two seaboards of the United States, a sailing vessel would 
require about nine days additional time to make the passage by way of the 
Panama Canal. However, neither route would be much used by sailing ves- 
sels, because of their inability to compete with steamers. They would cer- 
tainly not be able to compete with steamers, both using the Panama Canal. 

(d) For the promotion of the domestic trade of the United States, the Ni- 
caragua route would possess advantages over the Panama route, because the 
distance between our twoseaboards is less. For our trade with Japan, China, 
the Philippines, and Australia, the advantages of the two routes are nearly 
equal, the distance by way of the Nicaragua route being slightly less. For 
our trade with South America the Panama route is shorter and more direct. 

(e) The industrial changes which the ane Canal would produce in 
the countries through which it will pass would be great. Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica comers a region capable of producing a large amount of tropical 
products for which there is a demand in Europe and the United States. A 
canal across their territory would give a great impetus to their economic 
development. 


RIGHTS, PRIVILEGES, AND FRANCHISES. 


A careful examination has been made of all the rights, privileges, and 
franchises held and owned by corporations, associations, and indivitenie at 
the different canal routes. This necessarily included a study of the treaties 
relating to the establishment of an interoceanic communication made by the 
Republics, whose territory is to be occupied, and by the United States, with 
one another, and also with foreign governments. 

The treaties heretofore made exclude all idea of a relinquishment of sov- 
ereignty over any of the proposed routes. In most of them the right of tran- 
sit and the innnocent use of the communication, whether by railway or canal, 
is granted to the other contracting party, its citizens and subjects, to be en- 
joyed upon equal terms with other governments and people; and the leading 
commercial nationsof the world have committed themselves to the policy of 
neutrality at the different routes, and some of them have obligated them- 
selves to use their influence to induce other nations to agree to the same 
ne Noexisting treaties between the United States and the Republics of 

Vicaragua and Costa Rica, or of Colombia, give our Government the right to 
excavate and operate a maritime canal through any of these countries. The 
concessions granted by the different Republics through whose territory the 
lines of the projected canals extend, in terms, exclude the right of the com- 
panies holding them to transfer them to any foreign government, and fur- 
ther treaty rights must be acquired to enable the United States to undertake 
the excavation of a navigable waterway between the two oceans in a gov- 
ernmental capacity. 

The only prior obligations to corporations, associations, or individuals in 
the way of a direct agreement between the United States and Nicaragva au- 
thorizing our Government to construct a canal across the territory of the 
latter, to be under its control, management, and ownership, have been elimi- 
nated by the forfeiture and termination of the contracts with the Maritime 
Canal Company of Nicaragua and the Interoceanic Canal Company. In view 
of this declaration the Commission has not made any effort to ascertain the 
cost at which the concessions of these companies can be purchased, for if 
these forfeitures are final the rights formerly granted to these companies 
are not in the way of diplomatic negotiations with the government inter- 
ested to acquire the consent and authority necessary for the construction of 
a canal by this route. The situation in Costa Rica is practically the same. 

The situation at Panama is different. The Republic of Colombia first 
granted a concession to the Panama Railroad Company, giving it exclusive 
privileges on the Isthmus, which will continue according to modificaiions 
afterwards made for ninety-nine years from August 16, 1867. A later con- 
cession to the Panama Canal Cx ee required it to enter into some amica- 
ble arrangement with the railroad company under which the former might 
occupy the territory along or near its line. The canal company acquired by 
purchase a majority of the railroad stock and the necessary arrangements 
were made. his stock is now under the control of the New Panama Canal 
Company, which gives it a directing influence in both organizations. The 
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canal concession is to continue according to its latest extension for ninety- 
nine years from the day on which the canal shall be wholly or partially 
opened to public service, and the date fixed for this in the contract is Octo- 
ber 31, 1910. Should it fail and the concession be forfeited the company will 
still have exclusive control of the territory through which its line extends 
till 1966 under the railroad concession. 

The canal company is absolutely prohibited to cede or mortgage its rights 
under any consideration whatever to any nation or foreign government 
under penalty of forfeiture. The contract with the railroad company con- 
tains a like prohibition and declares further that the pain of forfeiture will 
be incurred by the mere act of attempting to cede or transfer its privilege 
to a’‘foreign government, and such an act is declared absolutely uull and of no 
value or effect. ; 

These concessions, if acquired by the United States, would not give to the 
Government the control and ownership evidently contemplated by the law; 
that is,an absolute ownership in perpetuity. The right under the contract 
with the railroad company is designated as ‘the use and possession” of the 
property for ninety-nine years and it is provided that ‘at the expiration of 
the term of the privilege” and by the sole fact of the expiration, the Gov- 
ernment of Colombia shall be substituted in all the rights of the company 
and shall immediately enter into the enjoyment of the line of communica- 
tion, its fixtures, dependencies and all its products, 

The right of the canal company is substantially of the same character. 
Its concession expressly provides that five years previous to the expiration 
of the ninety-nine years of “ the ee es,” the executive power shall ap- 
point a commissioner to examine the condition of the canaland annexes, and 
make an official report describing the condition of the property in every de- 
tail. This report is to establish the condition in which the canal and its 
dependencies are to be delivered to the National Government on the day of 
the expiration of the privilege. There is no provision for an extension of 
either concession, and the entire property in each case passes from the com- 
pany without compensation. 

The privileges granted by these concessions are subject to certain annual 
charges in the nature of a rental, and to other obligations. The railroad 
company is bound during the continuance of its concession to pay to the Co- 
lombian Government “an annual revenue” of $250,000 in American gold, in 
quarterly payments. The failure to make any of the quarterly payments, 
after being one year overdue, subjects the company to a forfeiture of its 
privilege. It isalso bound to transport over its road the Colombian mails 
without charge, and the troops, chiefs, and officers, and their equipage, am- 
munition, armament, clothing, and all similar effects belonging to or destined 
for the service of the Republic, and emigrants to the country up to the num- 
ber of 2,000 annually. 

The canal company is bound to pay to the Government in half-yearly in- 
stallments during the first twenty-five years after the opening of the canal 
to the public service, a share amounting to 5 per cent on its gross income 
from all sources, without any deductions whatever. Fora second period of 
twenty-five years the share of the Government is increased to 6 per cent, for 
a third to 7 per cent, and for a fourth, to the termination of its privilege, to 
8 per cent. The company guarantees that this share shall in no case be less 
than $250,000 in any year. The Colombian Government also owns, in accord- 
ance with the extension law of December 26, 1890, and by the terms of the 
company’s charter, 50,000 full paid shares of its stock, of the par value of 100 
francs each, the total number of shares issued by the company being 650,000. 
The Government of the Republic has the power, under thé concession, to 
protect these interests by appointing a commissioner or agent to intervene 
in the collection and examine the accounts of the company. 

An examination of the charter rights of the New Panama Canal Company 
under the general incorporation laws of France and the special legislation in 
its behalf resulted in finding an enactment, included in a law passed June 8 
1888, requiring that all the plant necessary for the construction of the canal 
shall be manufactured in France and that the material must be of French 
origin. 

This being the situation, it was manifest that, even if the privileges of the 
companies could be purchasedby and transferred to the United States, they 
were encumbered with charges and conditions that would not permit this 
Government to exercise all the rights of complete ownership over a canal 
constructed by it at the Panama route. 

A new arrangement is necessary if the United States is to undertake such 
a work. The relinquishment by the canal company, with the consent of 
Colombia, of the privileges it has under existing concessions, for a consider- 
ation to be agreed upon with the United States would leave the wy ona 
for treaty negotiations between the two governments to ascertain whether 
Columbia will consent to the occupation of its territory by the United States 
for the construction of a canal to be under Government control, seen ol 
ment, and ownership, and, if so, whether they canagree upon terms mutually 
satisfactory. The situation is peculiar, as there are three parties in interest. 
The United States can enter into no agreement with Colombia that does not 
have the approval of the company, and the concessions do not permit the 
company to transfer or attempt to transfer its rights to a foreign govern- 
ment. 

The Commission has, however, attempted to ascertain the views of the 
New Panama Canal ay reference to a disposition and transfer of 
its rights. Interviews were had with its president and other officers during 
the visit to Paris and on several occasions from time to time since then, and on 
the 10th day of April last a formal letter was addressed to Mr. Maurice Hutin, 
the president and director-general, asking whether he was in a position to 
name terms upon which the company would dispose of its property and in- 
terests to the United States. At different times since then the subject has 
been discussed by the geen a a of the company with the Commission 
and its committee on rights, privileges, and franchises, but no formal reply 
to the letter was received until this report was being closed. These con- 
ferences and correspondence have resulted in no offer to dispose of the 
property and privileges of the company to the United States upon any terms, 
even with the consent of the Colombian Government, nor has the compan 
expressed any desire or wish to enter into any negotiations with the Unite 
States with reference to such a disposition of its property and rights. 

It was proposed by President Hutin that the United States might obtain 
control of the canal scheme as a majority stockholder of a new organization 
to which the present company could contribute its concession, plant, unfin- 
ished work, and other property, at a valuation to be determined by arbitra- 
tion, and he expre: the opinion that such an arrangement could be made 
without violating the concessions. But this must include some plan for the 
protection of the minority stockholders in the financial management, for they 
would favor a policy that would realize liberal dividends in proportion tothe 
commercial wales of the canal, while the policy of this Government might be 
to reduce tolls and charges to the cost of maintenance or even below it, if the 
interests of the people would be thereby advanced. 

The plan, however, which the company prefers is that outlined in its letter 
f February 28. 1889, addressed to the President of the United States, which 
has been published in Senate Document No. 188, Fifty-sixth Congress, first 
session, pages 41 and 42. 

This was to reincorporate under the laws of New York or some other State, 
and accord to the United States such representation in its board of directors 
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and such opportunity to acquire an interest in its securities as its concessions 
rmitted. And an assurance was added to the effect that if the United 
tates should desire to perpetuate or enlarge its =e rights and privi- 
leges acquired under the treaty of 1846, the company would conform to such 
nen treaty as might be entered into between the United States and 
olombia. 

The Commission haying no other authority than to make investigations 
and obtain information, submits this result of its efforts to ascertain upon 
what terms the rights and privileges at the Panama route can be obtained. 
It is proper to add that the examination of the title of the present company 
to the canal property under the laws of France and Colombia has satisfied 
this Commission that the New Panama Canal Company has the entire con- 
trol and management of the canal property. It appears further that the 
liquidator sppomtes by the French court to settle the affairs of the old com- 
pany contributed under the charter all privileges and Propetty of that com- 
pany to the new organization, and in consideration of this contribution he 
will be entitled to receive 60 per cent of the net income after paying all 
expenses, charges, and stipulated dividends, to be distributed by him among 
the old stockholders and their representatives. 

This right to a share in the profits gives no right to the old stockholders to 
take any part in the acts or administration of the new company, but the 
charter recognizes a continued interest of the old company in the affairs of 
its successor by conferring upon the liqdidator until the completion of the 
canal the power to appoint a commission of three members to inspect the 

progress of the work, the condition and maintenance of the plant and build- 
ngs, as well as the accounts relating to these different engests, the expense 
of the commission to bs borne by the new company. It will thus be manifest 
that if an agreement be madg for the purchase of the company’s concession 
and property by the United States, it must include some settlement of this 
right which the Frenchcourt has placed under the control of the liquidator. 


COMPARISON OF THE TWO ROUTES. 


I. The estimated cost of building the Nicaragua Canal is about $58,000,000 
more than that of completing the Panama Canal, leaving out the cost of 
ae the latter property. This measures the difference in the magni- 
tude of the obstacles to be overcome in the actual construction of the two 
canals, and covers all physical considerations such as the greater or less 
height of dams, the greater or less depth of cuts, the presence or absence of 


natural harbors, the presence or absence of a railroad, the exemption from | 


or liability to disease, and the amount of work remaining to be done. 

The New Panama Canal Company has shown no disposition to sell its — 
erty to the United States. Should that eee pe! be able and willing to sell, 
there is reason to believe that the price would not be such as would make the 
total cost to the United States less than that of the Nicaragua Canal. 

II. The Panama Canal, after completion, would be shorter, have fewer 
locks and less curvature than the Nicaragua Canal. The measure of these 
advantages is the time required for a vessel to pass through, which is esti- 
mated for an average ship at twelve hours for Panama and thirty-three hours 
for Nicaragua. 

On the other hand, the distance from San Francisco to New York is 377 
miles, to New Orleans 579 miles, and to Liverpool 386 miles greater via 
Panama than via Nicaragua. The time required to pass over these distances 
being greater than the difference in the time of transit through the canals, 
the Nicaragua line, after completion, would be somewhat the more advan- 
tageous of the tevo to the United States, notwithstanding the greater cost of 
maintaining the longer canal. 

Ill. The Government of Colombia, in which lies the Panama Canal, has 
grease an exclusive concession, which still has many yearsto run. It is not 

ree to grant the necessary rights to the United States, except upon condi- 
tion that an agreement be reached with the New Panama Canal Company. 
The Commission believes that such agreement is impracticable. So far as 
can be ascertained, the company is not willing to sell its franchise, but it will 
allow the United States to become the owner of part of its stock. The Com- 
mission considers such an arrangement inadmissible. 

The Governments of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, on the other hand, are 
untrammeled by concessions and are free to grant to the United States such 
privileges as may be mutually agreed upon. 

CONCLUSION. 

In view of all the facts, and particularly in view of all the difficulties of 
obtaining the necessary rights, privileges, and franchises on the Panama 
route, and assuming that Nicaragua and Costa Rica recognize the value of 
the canal to themselves and are prepared to nt concessions on. terms which 
are reasonable and acceptable to the United States, the Commission is of the 
opinion that “the most practicable and feasible route for” an isthmian canal 
to be “ under the control, management, and ownership of the United States” 
is that known to the Nicaragua route. : 

We have the honor to be, sir, with great respect, your obedient servants, 

J.G. WALKER, 
Rear-Admiral, United States Navy, 
President of the Commission. 

SAMUEL PASCO. 
ALFRED NOBLE. 
GEO. 8. MORISON. 
PETER C HAINS, 

Colonel, United States Corps of Engineers. 
WM. H. BURR 


O. H. ERNST, 
Lieutenant-Colonel, United States Corps of Engineers. 

LEWIS M. HAUPT. 

EMORY R. JOHNSON. 


After three hours and twenty minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, March 
11, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 10, 1903. 
SOLICITOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
A. B. Hayes, of Utah, to be solicitor of internal revenue, vice 
Albert W. Wishard, resigned. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
Medical Department. 


Maj. William Crawford Gorgas, surgeon, to be assistant sur- 
geon-general with the rank of colonel, March 9, 1903, to fill an 
original vacancy. 





CONSUL. 

William Shaw Bowen, of Rb~‘le Island, to be consul of the 
United States at Valencia, Spain, vice Richard M. Bartleman, 
appointed consul at Cadiz, Spain. 

ASSISTANT TREASURER AT NEW YORK. 

William Plimley, of New York, to be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at New York, N. Y., in place of Conrad N. Jordan, 
deceased. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 10, 1903. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

Milton D. Purdy, of Minnesota, to be Assistant Attorney-Gen- 
eral, as provided in the act of Congress approved March 3, 1993, 
entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes.”’ 

ASSISTANT TREASURER AT NEW YORK. 

William Plimley, of New York, to be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at New York. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

George E. Marshall, of Maine, to be collector of customs for 
the district of York, in the State of Maine. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

David L. Geyer, of Roswell, N. Mex., to be receiver of public 

moneys at Roswell, N. Mex. : 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 

Clarence F. Ely, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant 

surgeon in the Navy, from the 6th day of March, 1903. 
POSTMASTERS. 
ARIZONA. 

Oregon D. M. Gaddis, to be postmaster at Kingman, in the 

ceunty of Mohave and Territory of Arizona. 
INDIANA. 

| David A, Lambert, to be postmaster at Muncie, in the county 
| of Delaware and State of Indiana. 

MICHIGAN. 
S. V. Bullock, to be postmaster at Howard City, in the county 
| of Montcalm and State of Michigan. 
NEBRASKA. 
| Frederick J. Etter, to be postmaster at South Omaha, in the 
| county of Douglas and State of Nebraska. 

C. K. Olson, to be postmaster at Newman Grove, in the county 
of Madison and State of Nebraska. 

OREGON. 

William B. Curtis, to be postmaster at Marshfield, in the county 
of Coos and State of Oregon. 
| Marion F. Davis, to be postmaster at Union, in the county of 
| Union and State of Oregon. 
| Benjamin F. Vaughan, to be postmaster at Heppner, in the 
| county of Morrow and State of Oregon. 

Thomas B. Randall, to be postmaster at Oregon City, in the 
county of Clackamas and State of Oregon. 
| Andreas L. Sproul, to be postmaster at Ontario, in the county 
| of Malheur and State of Oregon. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Boyd Wales, to be postmaster at Howard, in the county of 

Miner and State of South Dakota. 





SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, March 11, 1908. 


| Prayer by Rev. F. J. PretryMan, of the city of Washington. 
| TheJd ournal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair simply desires to 
call the attention of the Senate to the fact that it is of no possible 
| account to introduce bills and joint resolutions and to present 
| petitions not relating to the matters under consideration by the 
Senate at this executive session, because they will have to be pre- 
sented and receive consideration at the regular session beginning 
in December, and it only confuses the records to have such busi- 
ness introduced now. The Chair will, however, make the usual 
call for morning business. Is there morning business? 

RULES OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit a resolution and ask its reference to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate. I think it does not come within the rule just stated 
by the Chair. 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules is hereby authorized to reexamine 
the rules of the Senate with a view to ascertain what changes, if any, are 
necessary or expedient, and especially to make inquiry whether it is expedi- 
ent to in any way limit debate in the Senate, and if so, to what extent; that 
said committee is authorized to sit during the recess of the Senate, and em- 
ploy a stenographer and other needed aid, and the expenses of said examina- 
tion shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate on vouchers to be 
approved by the chairman of the committee; and said committee shall re- 
port to the Senate their conclusions as soon as practicable after the beginning 
of the next session of Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I ask leave to make one observa- 
tion, which might as well be made in connection with the pend- 
ing resolution as any other. 

The Senate needs very much indeed a manual of parliamentary 
law. It should be prepared by some man of first-rate capacity, 
and it should be prepared not only with spegial reference to the 
history and the need of the Senate, but with full reference to par- 


liamentary history from the beginning, both in this country and | 
in England. It should be a book certainly of as high authority | 


as Sir Thomas Erskine May’s treatise on the Law, Privileges, 


Proceedings, and Usage of Parliament, published in England, | 


or as Mr. Cushing’s Manual, published long ago in this country. 
It ought not to be made by a man who is merely qualified to 
rummage and examine and gather together the records—and I 
dare say there are clerks now in our employ who would give 
larger and more comprehensive attention-to such a matter—but it 
ought at any rate to be made by a constitutional lawyer of the first 
rank, and by a man whose services in doing the work would com- 


mand a handsome compensation, certainly from $15,000 to $25,000. | 
, 


If the Committee on Rules is to sit during the recess to consider 


the very interesting question which is raised by the resolution of | tiem. This work has not been done hast y and superficially. Engineers, 


the Senator from Iowa, I think I will at a later hour present a 
resolution giving authority to the committee, if it shall see fit, to 
consider this other subject which I have mentioned. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

[Several messages in writing were received from the President 
of the United States by Mr. B. FaBarngs, one of his secretaries. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS RELATING TO CUBA, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted the following resolu- 





| officially recognized by t 


Interocéanique de Panama, the old company, fell into financial difficulties 
after about one-third of the canal had nm finished. The rights of that 
company then passed judicial administration. A neulaeer (receiver) was 
appointed by the judgment of the civil tribunal of the Seine under date of 
the 4th of February, 1889. During his administration (1880-1894) and with 
the authorization of the court, the greatest care was taken'to preserve and 
maintain the work Geely done, and a prolongation was obtained from the 
Republic of Colombia of the time stipulated for the completion of the canal, 
= pecsverany the rights of the company under its concession in their 
entirety. 

In view of the advanced state of the work onthe canal and the consider- 
able sum (at least $150,000,000) actually expended for canal work, properly so 
called, and for installations and plant, the logical conclusion followed that the 
very large capital invested would be protected through a reorganization of 
the affairs, which took place successfully in the month of October, 1894. At that 
time and with this object in view the undersigned company was organized 
under the general laws of France. Thecompanyis a commercial association, 
formed exclusively upon private capital, and has no connection, alliance, or 
relation whatever with any government, except the relations established by 
the concessions which it holds from the Republic of Colombia, The board 
of directors of the company isan entirely new board, and composed of gentle- 
men of independent positions, having no official relation with theold Panama 
Company, and for the most part identified with large financial and com- 
mercial enterprises. 

Pursuant to judicial sale, authorized by the court as aforesaid, the under- 
signed company in 1894 became the sole owner of all the canal works, plant 
material, concessions, and other property of the old company. The title of 
the undersigned to this poaperwy is therefore umquestionable, and has been 

e Government of Colombia, 

Surveys had been made by the old company, but the new company, while 

making use of them, would not be bound by their conclusions. The board of 


| directors resolved at the start to examine and study anew all the questions 


involved, making use of the most recent improvements in material and of 
the advances made in engineering. 

It is needless for us to enumerate the difficulties and enormous expense in- 
volved in the choice of a definite plan for the execution of this work, which 
is one of the greatest undertakings of our time. 

Different plans, equally practicable but varying in probable cost, have been 
studied. Many months have been spent in reparing, studying, and revising 


chosen specially for their professional ability, have studied the question in 
all its details—technical, climatic, physical, geologic, and economic. 

Though the skill of its own technical staff is worthy of the highest confi- 
dence, the undersigned company, out of abundant caution and in order to 
place beyond criticism the final conclusions, caused to be appointed an 


| International Technical Commission, composed of engineers selected from 
| different nationalities, a course which assures to the company the benefit of 


: | 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: | 


Resolved, That the manuscript copy of the Cuban constitutional conven- 
tion, the account of revenues and expenditures in Cuba for the year 1901 and 
part of the fiscal year 1902, and the civil orders and circulars of the Depart- 
ment of Cuba be taken from the files of the Senate and returned to the War 
Department. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 

eration of executive business. 


sideration of executive business. 
PANAMA CANAL TREATY. 


, in executive session, having under consideration the ratifica- 
tion of t! rvention with the Republic of Colombia for the construction 
of the Px na Canal (the injunction of secrecy having been removed from 
the remarks of Mr. MORGAN thereon)— 


Mr. MORGAN said: 


The Senat 






Mr. Presipent: A history of the organization and operations of | S.rvices, by formulating conclusions ‘upon unfounded, incomplete, super- 


the New Panama Canal Company is given in the message of Presi- | 





dent McKinley. (Senate Doc. 188, first session Fifty-seventh Con- | 


gress). The statement of facts in these papers was prepared by 
Mr. Cromwell, a lawyer of New York, who is still general coun- 
sel of the company and its principal agent in the direction of its 
negotiations with the United States for the sale of property, and 
he actively represents Colombia as a sort of assistant minister in 
her negotiations with our Department of State. 

These papers were sent to the President, and were presented, 
also, to the Committee of the House of Representatives on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, in behalf of that company, by Mr. 
Cromwell. They contain a statement made by the New Panama 
Canal Company to the President of the United States, as matter 
of inducement to a proposition made to the President, dated Feb- 
ruary 28, 1899, for a partnership in the canal (as it is called by Mr. 
Lampré, the secretary of the company) with the United States. 

The importance of the statement and of the letters, as showing 
the condition of the enterprise, and the purposes of the New 
Panama Canal Company in its overtures to the United States, 
can not be too seriously considered. 

The letter of J. Bonnardel, who signs it as the “ president of 
the board of directors,”’ is dated Paris, November 18, 1898. 

CROMWELL’S CAMPAIGN OF FRAUD. 


{Translation. ] 
(Compagnie Nouvelle du Canal de Panama, 7 Rue Louis le Grand, Paris. 
Capital, 65,000,000 francs. ] 
Paris, November 18, 1898. 
To the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Sir: The New Panama Canal Company believes it to be its duty to respect- 
fully submit the following statement: . : 
It is common knowledge that in 1889 the Compagnie Universelle du Canal 


the widest possible experience, the severest judgment, and the most inde- 
pontens conclusions. The International Technical Commission is composed 
as follows: 

M. Robaglia, president, inspector-general of roads and bridges (retired). 

M. Bouvier, chairman, inspector-general of roads and bridges (retired). 

General Abbot, United States Engineer Corps, 

M. Castel, inspector-general of mines (retired). ° 

M. Daymard, chief engineer of La Compagnie Transatlantique. 

M. Fargue, inspector-general of roads and bridges (retired). 

M. Fteley, chief engineer of the Croton Aqueduct, New York OW 

M. Fulscher, private counselor to the minister of public works of Prussia 
formerly technical director of the work of the Kiel Canal. 

M. Hersent, civil engineer. 

M. Hunter, chief engineer of the Manchester Canal. 

M. Koch, councilor of public works of Germany; director of Technical 


| Academy of Darmstadt; formerly member of the Imperial commission of 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 


the Kiel Canal. 

M. Jules Martin, inspector-general of roads and bridges (retired). 

M. Skalskowski, formerly director of the department of mines to the min- 
ister of agriculture and lands of Russia. 

M. Sosa, chief engineer, Colombia. 

As to all statistical and economic questions, the new company established 
a special commission, presided over by M. Paul Leroy-Beaulieu, the eminent 
economist, and a member of the Institute of France. 

It is certain that the members of these two commissions are the most dis- 
tinguished and able men in their professions. No one of them would com- 
promise his reputation and his honor, acquired by a long life of eminent 


ficial, or uncertain information. 

By the closest study of the subject; by actual inspection of the works of 
the canal, made by several of its members; by full discussion and by fre- 
quent exchange of views; by subjecting every problem to the critical judg- 
ment of all, thus obtaining the most varied opinions; by all the methods and 
with all the care which the most advanced technical experience could sug- 
gest, this eminent commission of engineers has reached a unanimous con- 
clusion, which has been officially communicated to this company. and upon 
which this company is pursuing the work of construction. These conclu- 
sions, signed by every member of the commission, establish the entire feasi- 
bility and practicability of completing the canal. 

We do not doubt that you will be interested to learn the essential features 
of our plans, which have been prepared with so much labor and care, and 
confirmed by four years of continuous study. 

1. The oid company had already substituted for the proposed sea-level 
canal a system of locks. This principle, with important modifications and 
improvements, has been adopted by the new company. 

2. The length of the canal from ocean to ocean is 45 miles. 

3. The locks will not exceed four on each slope of the divide; all locks will 
have a rock foundation, and all will have double lock chambers. 

4. There is nothing in the physical conditions on the isthmus to prevent a 
change from a canal with a system of locks to a sea-level canal should the 
latter seem desirable in the future. 

5. The time of passage from ocean to ocean will be less than a day. 

6. The harbors situated at either extremity (Panama and Colon) are not 
artificial harbors; they are natural harbors, safe and satisfactory, needing but 
slight improvement. This fact is known toall the world, thanks to com- 
merce, which for almost fifty years has made use of the Panama route (the 
Panama Railroad). 

7. Two-fifths of the work on the canal has been actually constructed; the 
remaining three-fifths is in a fair way of completion. During the last four 
years three or four thousand workmen, on an average, have been employed 
in working on the canal. , 

8. The company’s concessions areunguestionable. The Republic of Colom- 
bia has given to the enterprise its cordial and sincere cooperation. 

9. The existence and operation of the railroad, long established on the pro- 
posed line of the canal, greatly facilitates ite construction. — 

10. No construction is planned which is not fully justified by practical 
experience, 


onan 
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Formerly the greatest difficulties were: 

(a) The control of the floods of the Chagres River; and 

(6) The excavation of the Culebra Cut. 

The manner in which each of these difficulties is to be surmounted is shown 
with the gresten detail in the report of the technical commission, which we 
have the honor to present to you. 

The condition of the new company is equally satisfactory. Its assets, in- 
cluding the work actually done on the canal, the buildings, the machinery, 
the material on hand,;exceeds in value 500,000,000 francs, or $100,000,000, which 
valuation has been made by a special commission, of which the former di- 
rector of the National Academy of Roads and Bridges of France was chair- 
man. The use has no mortgage or bonded indebtedness. The prop- 
erty is free from all incumbrance. The company has no other debts than 
monthly pay rolls. Its cash reserve is largely in excess of its actual needs, 

The undersigned company also invites your attention to the provisions of 
its concession, Sorts articles 5 and 6, which reserves all rights to the 
Government of the United States secured by the treaty with the Republic 
of Colombia signed in 1846 and ratified in 1848. 

We have the honor to be, your obedient servants, 
J. BONNARDEL, 
The President of the Board of Directors, 

Certified by the secretary of the company. 

ED. LAMPRE. 

This was the opening gun of the campaign, and it was charged 
with smokeless powder, but the shot was fired at Nicaragua. It 
was heralded by Mr. Cromwell in a letter dated New York, 28th 
of November, 1898, addressed to Mr. Hay: 

Mr, Cromwell to Mr. Hay. 
NEW YORK, December 5, 1898. 

My Dear Srr: I beg leave to confirm the telegram which I sent you at 
10.45 this morning, as per inclosure. 7 

Upon my return I learned through Director-General Hutin (who 
had a me to New York) that the measure which had just been 
acted on by one branch only of the Colombian Congress was a bill to 
authorize the executive to negotiate the terms of and to conclude a further 
prorogation of six years from 1904 for the completion of the canal, under a 
communication which the company had addressed to the Government, in the 
form of which I inclose yoy a translation. 

You will note that the coftpany specifically stated to the Government that 
the prorogation was not a matter of absolute necessity, but was desirable in 
the interests of commerce and navigation to enable an even deeper cut to be 
made (and which would reduce the number of locks to four), but which re- 
duction would of course ~~ more time than the plan adopted. 

You will note that the bill proposed to confer power upon the Executive, 
and this happened toarise under extraordinary political conditions in Bogota. 
As you have probably been advised through official channels, a serious differ- 
ence has recently been existing between the House of Representatives of 
Colombia and the President, the House having passed formal resolution 
declaring the office of President vacant, and refusing to recognize the quali- 
fication of the President before the supreme court. 

We therefore construe the action of the House of Representatives as only 
a part of the strife between the House and the President, and not a declara- 
tion of the policy of the nation or the Congress in respect of the Panama 
Canal, and as not evidencing hostility to the company itself. Weare the 
more confirmed in this belief because of the uniform consideration and cor- 
diality displayed by the Congress and the Government tb the New Panama 
Canal Company, which we have no doubt their minister at Washington 
would fully confirm to you. i y 

Our company has not the least apprehension regarding any prorogation of 
its concessions it may consider necessary in the future. 

I have, etc., your obedient servant, 
WM. NELSON CROMWELL, 
Counsel New Panama Canal Company. 


WORK DONE ON THE CANAL SIMPLY EXCAVATION AND EMBANKMENT. 


In order to strengthen the case with the United States it was 
found necessary to get a third extension of the time for complet- 
ing the canal from Colombia for six additional years, to begin 
on the 3ist of October, 1904. These letters stated that only two- 
fifths of the canal was then completed. 

The New Panama Canal Company had then been at work on the 
canal for four years, and their concession was to expire on the 
8ist of October, 1904—about five years. They had what was left 
of $13,000,000, not more than $6,000,000, to complete three-fifths 
of the canal, two-fifths of which, not including the plant, had cost 
the old company for actual work on the ditch more than $80,000,- 
000, and $160,000,000 in other expenditures and waste. There 
were no structures on the canal and there are none now. The 
work done was simply excavation and embankment. 

NO INTENTION TO COMPLETE CANAL. 

Of course they knew, as everyone did, that it was impossible 
to complete the canal in five years with the use of any amount of 
money, yet they then had only about $6,000,000 and no public 
credit, but they were wealthy men. Mr. Lampre testifies that 
the stockholders are rich and had money or credit enough in 
their personal fortunes to finish the canal, but they never put in 
a dollar beyond their subscription to the stock of the company of 
60,000,000 francs, or $12,000,000, and never made an effort to 
raise money by the sale of bonds, or by appeal to the Government 
of France or to the public. 

(See deposition of Lampre, hearings, part 1, p. 40.) 

It was then, manifestly, not their intention to complete the 
canal and they knew that they could not complete it, even by 1910. 


WILL TAKE FIYTEEN OR TWENTY YEARS TO COMPLETE CANAL WITH ALL 
THE RESOURCES OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Our Isthmian Canal Commission report that it will take fifteen 
to twenty years to complete it with all the resources of the United 
States. Their purpose was simply to get the United States to 
take it off their hands and to obtain from Colombia longer time 
to conduct that exploit. 


An unexpected difficulty arose in their proposed dealings with 
Colombia, which were to begin in 1898, to obtain the third exten- 
sion from 1904 to 1910. 

NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY SEEKING TO GAIN TIME TO SELL OUT. 

“The Government’’—the President and his Cabinet—were 

uite alive to the opportunity offered by the New Panama Canal 
Cameeher to obtain an additional $1,000,000 French gold for this 
concession, but the people revolted, and their representatives in 
Congress stood by them. When only 60,000,000 francs in cask 
was subscribed to complete the canal that had already cost 
$240,000,000, Colombians saw clearly that the New Panama Canal 
Company would not comply with its promises to complete it, and 
that they were only seeking to gain time to sell out to the United 
States or to some other company. 

The people had seen that in four years nothing had been dono 
to prosecute the work on the canal, except to make experiments 
by digging ditches and wells to test the possibility of construct- 
ing and maintaining the canal in the Culebra and Emperador 
cuts; and the canal already dug had filled up with silt until, in 
many places, a canoe could not pass through it. They despaired 
of a canal and knew that Bonnardel, the president of the board 
of directors, and Cromwell, the American lawyer, were pressing 
their negotiations upon the President and Congress of the United 
States to turn over the canal to our Government. They knew of 
the letter of Bonnardel of November 18, 1898, and they rebelled 
against the exploits of these smooth negotiators. 

EMBARRASSMENT OF MR. CROMWELL. 

Suddenly Mr. Cromwell found himself embarrassed with a 
statement that he must have made to Mr. Hay, in the interview 
he so suppliantly sought in his letter of November 28 (p. 5, of 
Doc. 188), to the effect that Colombia would grant a further ex- 
tension of six years for the canal company’s work. 

It seems that our consul-general, Mr. Hart, had notified Mr. 
Hay, on the 4th of December, of trouble in Colombia about this 
concession, and, on the 5th of December, 1898, Mr. Cromwell sent 
Mr. Hay a telegram from New York, as follows: 

Am writing you to-day concerning the cable from Consul-General Hart, 
published Saturday. It is evident that the purpose and nature of the meas- 
ure referred to is not fully reported from Bogota, and is given undue signifi- 
cance. 

He signs this dispatch as ‘‘ Counsel, New Panama Canal Com- 
pany,’’ thus dissipating any idea that he is playing the rdle of 
patriotic American, which he so freely assumed in the later 
negotiations. 

But why should he anticipate his letter by sending a telegram 
if he was not very much in earnest in pressing his overtures on 
the attention of the Secretary of State, and what was that propo- 
sition that gave Mr. Cromwell and his company such deep con- 
cern? His letter of the same date has been read to the Senate. 
PRETENSE THAT EXTENSION OF CONCESSION WAS DESIRABLE IN INTERESTS 

OF COMMERCE A MISSTATEMENT. 

A more sophistical paper has seldom been written. The pre- 
tense that ‘‘ the prorogation’’ or extension of the concession was 
not a matter of absolute necessity, but was desirable in the inter- 
est of commerce and navigation, to enable even a deeper cut to be 
made (and which would reduce the number of locks to four), but 
which reduction would, of course, require more time than the 
plan adopted, was a palpable misstatement that would deceive 
nobody, and especially no Spaniard would be misied by it, 
What was wanted was more time to inveigle the United States, 
and not to deepen the cutting—a plan that the Panama Canal 
Company had never adopted. 

DOUBLE DEALING AND BRIBERIES OF PANAMA CANAL COMPANIES. 

The bill seems to have come at an unfortunate time for the 
canal company. Cromwell says to Mr. Hay, ‘‘ You wiil note that 
the bill proposed to confer power upon the Executive, and this 
happened to arise under extraordinary political conditions at 
Bogota.’? He does not inform Mr. Hay as to the issues, or facts, 
out of which these extraordinary political conditions arose. Had 
he reflected for a moment, he would have remembered the serious 
political conditions that were created in France, through the frauds 
upon the people and their disappointments, connected with this 
canal, and that the people of Colombia had not forgotten them. 
They saw that their interest in the concession, in annual stipends, 
alone, of $250,000, would amount in ninety-nine years to $24,750,000 
after the canal was completed; and, assuming that the canal 
would be completed in thirteen years from 1898, this sum would 
be increased by $3,250,000, in all $28,000,000—a guaranteed fund, 
with a large margin of probable increase. The immense gains to 
their commerce and the value of their property were also involved 
in the loss of the canal. 

They did not believe that the United States would ever consent 
to pay this enormous rental and give back to Colombia, at the 
end of ninety-nine years, the canal and railroad without compen- 
sation. They were correct in that belief, for the United States 
will never expend $140,000,000 in completing that canal, and 
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$25,000,000 for the rent of the ground, and $40,000,000 for the 
privilege of doing this work, and $10,000,000 for a concession from 
Colombia for one hundred years, in all $215,000,000, and give back 
the canal and railroad to Colombia at the end of the lease. 

The people of Colombia saw that if the canal was completed 
by the French at a cost of $300,000,000 (which is less than they 
would have expended upon it) and then given back to them 
at the end of ninety-nine years, with the railroad that has 
cost $30,000,000 to build and equip, it would be a far better 
arrangement for them than any that they could possibly make 
with the United States, and the loss of these advantages exasper- 
ated them to the temper of civil war. War between the Church 
party and the Liberal party had often occurred since 1846, and 
its hot breath was ready to leap into flame on any great provoca- 
tion, such as the double dealing and briberies of the Panama 
Canal companies. 

They rebelled at the conviction that the New Panama Canal 
Company and its American lawyer were trying to sell out to the 
United States, and civil war occurred and has been fiercely waged 
for more than three years. Then followed the declaration of war 
by the Liberal party, as follows: 

THE PANAMA CANAL—MANIFESTO. 

Motives that are both legitimate and noble have prompted the Liberal 
party of Colombia to take up armsin order to insure to the country freedom 
to establish a régime that will guarantee the progress and very existence of 
the Republic, which are to-day threatened by institutions not framed nor 
sanctioned by the people, and by functionaries who have received their au- 
thority through absolute disregard of, and violent opposition to, the will and 
opinion of the majority of citizens. 

Both nature and tradition have impelled the patriotic people of Colombia 
tc rebel against a condition of things in which they are prevented, de ue 
as well as de facto, from exercising their legitimate, natural ~ in which 
@ great party has been deprived of its political freedom, and in which the 
vacific development of the country has been arrested. It is only after ex- 
1austing all peaceable means that war has been resorted to asa last and ex- 
treme measure, a dire measure, but one dictated and imposed by necessity. 

The men that are to-day struggling to recover their rights constitute the 
Liberal party, and form the great mpleriey of the Colombian people. Any- 
one who compares the condition, both civil and political, of our people under 
the system of government that existed in this country for nearly half a cen- 
tury with the conditions created by the so-called regeneration system will 
no longer take that attitude of contemptuous commiseration with which our 
civil wars are often regarded by people who have already attained that lib- 
erty and security after which we are still striving,and he will understand the 
significance of the present revolutionary movement, which already begins 
to put an end forever—we hope—to the oppressive government imposed on 
our unfortunate country. 4 : 

We, the undersigned, have the honor of being the authorized representa- 
tives of the Liberal party, and therefore of the Colombian people; and the 
following statements and declarations being the faithful expression of the 
country’s will, through the government that will soon be the only recognized 
government of the Republic, should carry the weight that always attaches 
to the utterances of a whole nation. : 

The contracts that the eorcenes of Dr. Manuel Antonia Sanclemente 
may make, without being legally authorized, therefore, neither are nor will 
be recognized by the revolutionary government. _ 

The President of the Republic, Dr. Sanclemente, is not empowered to make 
contracts involving national interests without the assent of the legislative 
body appointed by the people. Whatever is done without that assent is 
therefore void 

We make these statements merely to prevent all n 
an extension of time in the contract now in force with the Panama Canal 
Company. We concur in and sanction the statements that on the same sub- 
ject has made an authorized representative of the revolution, Dr. Alirio 

iaz Guerra, and those that will be made by Dr. Antonia José Restrepo, an 
agent especially appointed to act for the provisional government in this and 
other important matters. 

The relations between the company and the Republic of Colombia areof a 
purely civil nature, and fall, of course, underthe jurisdiction and lawsof this 
country. The present Government is not empowered or authorized by any 
law whatsoever arbitrarily to alter the terms of the contract now in force. 

The Liberal party of Colombia considers it an act of criminal resignation 
to allow the repudiated Government to endanger the future of the country 
by an imprudent negotiation; and one of the objects of the war in which that 
party is now engaged is to prevent, or at least oppose, the further sacrifice 
of the interests of the Republic. 

G. VARGAS SANTOS. 


FOCION SOTO. 


otiations relating to 


CucutTs, April 2¢, 1900. 

The French yple saw with equal clearness that the undertaking into 
which the reckless ambition of De Lesseps had drawn them could end in 
nothing else than the bankruptcy of the enterprise, even if the canal could be 
built, and they resolved to turn over to the United States this wanton adven- 
ture of inflated pride, that has carried fraud, death, and bankruptcy in its 
trail in every step of its progress. 

REVOLUTION PRODUCED IN COLOMBIA, 

The cool complacency of the lawyer of the new Panama Canal 
Company, in contemplating the terrible revolution that this pro- 
jected fraud caused in Colombia, and its sudden destruction of 
the organism of a republic that was founded by Simon Bolivar, 
is exhibited in the following words, that might apply as well to 
a domestic quarrel in an obscure family. Mr. Cromwell says to 
Mr. Hay in this letter, ““As you have probably been advised 
through official channels, a serious difference has recently been 
existing between the House of Representatives of Colombia and 
the President, the House having passed formal resolution declar- 
ing the office of President vacant and refusing to recognize the 
qualification of the President before the supreme court.’’ He 
thus attempts to find a reason for this convulsion of a people who 
are brave and patriotic. in some formal proceeding in the inaugu- 
ration of President Sanclemente. If his election was the cause 


| 


se A EE ELL LLL EEE LL LE SI 


of this anarchy, why did it not cease when Sanclemente was no 
longer President? Marroquin is supposed to be President of 
Colombia now, which is only a diplomatic fiction. Why has he 
been unable to cause pacification of the country with the aid of 
our fleet? 

Mr. Cromwell then mildly draws the conclusion that ‘‘ We, 
therefore, construe the action of the House of Representatives as 
only a part of the strife between the House and the President, 
and not a declaration of the policy of the nation, or the Con- 
gress, in respect of the Panama Canal, and as not evidencing 
hostility to the company itself.’’ Why should he thus attempt 
to reassure Mr. Hay and to allay his apprehensions as to a matter 
about which he expects the Government to be indifferent? 

This accusation had not been made, so far as we know, for the 
proceedings of Congress on that occasion are a sealed book that 
no diligence has been able to pry into. But Mr. Cromwell knew 
how the nation revolted at the canal policy of the President— 
who is styled ‘* the Government ’’—and makes his defense against 
it, before the world was informed of the iniquity that had already 
destroyed civil and constitutional government in Colombia and 
had plunged its people into a fratricidal war. : 

Returning to his single hope of gaining time to negotiate a sale 
of the canal to the United States, Mr. Cromwell plucked up the 
courage, or the audacity, to say to Mr. Hay, in conclusion, ‘‘ Our 
company has not the least apprehension regarding any proroga- 
tion of its concession it may consider necessary in the future.’’ 
He did not ‘‘ reckon without his host’’ in this cold threat of rid- 
ing down the constitution of Colombia, but it required all his 
diplomatic skill and the pressure of more demands for money to 
— an army, to steady San Clemente to this unhallowed 
task. ’ 

Cromwell’s letter to Mr. Hay was dated December 5, 1898, and 
he did not get Sanclemente to accept the $1,000,000 French gold 
until April 25, 1900. He debated with himself for one year and 
nearly five months to harden his conscience to the task of a fla- 
grant violation of a constitution that he has sworn to support. 

War was then flagrant and money was needed to sustain the 
usurper who had trampled the constitution under his feet. The 
New Panama Canal Company furnished money and the use of its 
railroad and ships to execute the threat of Mr. Cromwell, made 
to our Secretary of State, that the ‘“‘ prolongation ”’ of the conces- 
sion would be forthcoming to meet any apprehension that might 
be felt as to the failure of such an agreement. What it has cost 
the people of Colombia is a matter of no moment to the canal 
company when $40,000,000 is at stake, but it has been a very bitter 
experience for them. 


PERSISTENT ACTIVITY OF NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY. 


The New Panama Canal Company was not dismayed by the 
war in Colombia, that it had roused into a flame, but steadily 
pushed its enterprise to capture a prolongation of its concession 
until 1910. 

The cause of its persistent activity was the passage of the second 
bill through the Senate to aid the Maritime Canal Company in 
its effort to construct a canal on the Nicaraguan route. This 
bill passed the Senate late in 1898. Then came trooping across 
the Atlantic Mr. Louis Chaudron, chief engineer of the New Pan- 
ama Canal Company, and General Abbot, then and now an en- 
gineer officer of the company, who were joined by Mr. Cromwell 
and Mr. Curtis in New York. From the 17th to the 25th of 
January, 1899, these persons appeared as voluntary witnesses 
before the House Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
and gave their deposition underoath. The Oregon had also made 
its great voyage around The Horn, and the New Panama Canal 
Company was greatly stirred up by these events, and they pushed 
their plan for supplanting the Nicaragua Canal enterprise in 
the favor of the United States, and their more coveted plan of 
getting rid of the onerous mistake of having put their money in 
the Panama Canal. 

The isthmian canal appropriation act of March 3, 1899, gave 
the new canal company an opportunity to get on the list of com- 
petitive bidders for the canal, which set the company into most 
active scheming to attract the attention and support of our 
Congress. 

They had prepared for this act by sending to the President, 
through Mr. Hay, the following letter, which had a marked effect 
on the passage of the Isthmian Canal Commission appropriation: 

FEBRUARY 28, 1899. 


Sir: The New Panama Canal Company has never proposed and does not 
seek any appropriation or financial aid from the Government of the United 
States in the completion of its canal. 

It places its canal works on the Isthmus of Panama subject to the exami- 
nation of this Government, or any special commission through whom it may 
be desired to make such examination, and will facilitate in every possible 
way any such desire of the Government. 

The Government will find that fully two-fifths of the canal works are 
already constructed; that continuously during the past four years from 4,000 
to 4,000 men, under a large force of engineers, have been and are now actu- 


ally engaged upon its works; that all technical and physical problems have 
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been solved by the eminent “International Engineering Commission,” 
whose report of November 18 last is before you; that the canal is undoubt- 
edly feasible, and the harbors at both ends natural harbors and entirely sat- 
isfactory; that its concessions are perfect and unquestioned, and that the 
relations of the United States to the canal are especial and superior by rea- 
son of the “special and remarkable advantages” secured to it by the treaty 
of 1846 between the United States and Colombia, and which rights, whatever 
they may be, were scrupulously respected, observed, and confirmed in the 
concessions of Colombia to the Panama Canal Company, under which the 
canal is being completed. 

While the New Panama Canal Company does not seek any financial aid 
from the Government, it recognizes the national sentiment in favor of ac- 
quiring some pecuniary interest in any canal connecting the Atlantic and 

acific oceans. Therefore, the New Panama Canal Company declares that 
if, as the result of any such investigation, the Government of the United 
States adopts the Panama route, the company, if the Government so desires, 
will reincorporate under the laws of the State of New York (under the laws 
of which State the Panama Railroad Company has existed for nearly fifty 
years), or of some other State of the Union, subject to the provisions of its 
concession, and vest its concessions and Foeaw in such corporation. It 
will also, in said event. accord to the United States such representation in its 
board of directors, and such opportunity to acquire an interest in its securi- 
ties as may be permitted by its concessions, which, of course, must be scru- 
pulously observed. 

And further, if the United States should desire to perpetuate or enlarge 
its existing rights and privileges, acquired under said frecty of 1846, the com- 
pany will conform to such supp emental treaty as may be entered into be- 
tween the United States and Colombia. 

We beg leave to say that yesterday, at a public hearing accorded to us by 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the House of Representatives, we 
submitted to the chairman and gentlemen of that committee a communica- 
tion to the foregoing purport, and have the honor to be, 


Your obedient servants, 
MAURICE HUTIN, 
Director-General of the New Panama Canal Company. 
SULLIVAN & CROMWELL, 
General Counsel, New York Citg. 
The PresIDENT, Washington, D.C. 
A NEW JERSEY CORPORATION SUBSTITUTED FOR A NEW YORK ONE. 


The New York corporation suggested in that letter was substi- 
tuted by a New Jersey corporation chartered under a general law 
of that State. M. Lampre! the secretary and lawyer of the com- 
pany, stated under oath as follows: 


Was there a corporation formed just before that time, a month or two, 
called ‘The New Panama Canal Company of America?” 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, sir. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. What connection is there between this proposition and 
that corporation? 

M. LAMPRE. I think the connection was the execution of that proposi- 
tion; that is to say, to reorganize the company under American law and 
attempt to have the United States interest represented in the new company 
under the conditions the United States might require. 

The CHAIRMAN. You had already prepared this new charter company 
with that name for the purpose? 

M. LAMPRE. No, sir; it was not prepared at the time we made the pro- 


cal. 
The CHAIRMAN. Sir? 
M. LAMPRE. I do not think it was prepared at the time we made the pro- 


The CHAIRMAN. Well, suppose it was not at the time; was it afterwards 
prepared for that purpose? 
hone LAMPRE. I do not know about that, but it seems that it must have 

en. 

The CHAIRMAN. The attorney of the company is a witness to the charter. 

M. LAMPRE. The attorney of the company? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; Cromwell. 

M. LAMPRE. Yes; I believe he was. 

The CHAIRMAN, Now, was not that incorporation gotten up for the pur- 
pose of executing this proposal if the United States accepted it? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN, That is what I wanted to get at. 


ADROIT PLAN TU UNLOAD CANAL ON THE UNITED STATES 


Thus all doubt is removed as to the purpose of that branch of 
these activities. It was toinveigle the United States into taking 
a pecuniary interest, as a stockholder in the canal, while hiding 
the proposition, or overture from Colombia, which would forfeit 
all the rights of the Panama Canal Company under its conces- 
sions. History will place marks of exclamation against this 


record, while it will ask whether the United States were a party | 


to this fraud. 

All this was not a ‘‘ method of madness,’’ but an adroit plan to 

unload this canal enterprise on the United States. 
THE MOTIVE. 

This all took place while Sanclemente was dictator and after 
the Colombian Congress had dissolved. The motiveof itis stated 
by Mr. Lampre, the secretary of the New Panama Canal Com- 

ny. who had personal knowledge of all its secret proceedings. 

his examination before the Senate Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals, on the 11th of January, 1902, he testified as follows on 
lowing letters were read to the witness. They are addressed to 
Mr. Hay: 
New York, December 21, 1898. 


My Drar Str: Further to my letter of December 5, 1898, receipt of which 
was acknowled by your favor of the &th instant, I beg leave to say that 
we are advised by our counsel at Bogota that the official minutes of the ses- 
sion of the House of Representatives declares that the bill concerning the 
extension of the New Panama Canal Company has not been acted upon for 
lack of time. We, however, yesterday received further cable advising us 
that the Government had granted the extension subject to the approval of 
the next Congress, and I note from this morning’s Herald that similar 
advices have been received by the press. 

It is the opinion of the Government executives and of ourselves that power 
to give such extension is already located in the Government by the terms of 








the original concession; but the formality of ratification will be requested in 
due course, and of its being granted we have not the remotest apprehension. 

You will thus see that my confidence in the attitude of Colombia, as indi- 
cated in my last note, has been fully and quickly confirmed. 


Faithfully, yours, ; 
_ WM. NELSON CROMWELL, 
General Counsel New Panama Canal Company. 


New YORK, December 21, 1898. 

Srr: In addition to the certified oone of the official report of the Inter- 
national Technical Commission, which I had the honor of delivering to you 
on the 2d instant asa part of the communication of the company addressed 
to the President under date of November 18, 1898, I now have the honor of 
handing you a copy of an additional report made November 19, 1898, by 
Messrs. Zurcher and Bertrand, eminent engineers of France, upon the cut of 
the Culebra and the Emperador mountains. 

The report of the International Technical Commission, as well as the in- 
closure, being part of our official communication to the President, are for 
your official files and use. I merely mention this that you may not cour- 
teously consider them confidential. 

T ieve the honor, etc., 
M. HUTIN, 
Director-General of the New Panama Canal Company. 


All this preceded and led up to the letter of February, 1899, 
which I have read to the Senate. 


TESTIMONY OF M. LAMPRE, 
The examination of Mr. Lampre then went on, as follows: 


The CHAIRMAN. Now, M. Lampre, that letter to the President of the 
United States does not contain any proposition? 

M. LAMPRE. No, not at that time; no, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Why was it written? 

M. LAMPRE. Because to my recollection it was contemplated at the time 
that something ought to be done in the way of a reorganization of the com- 
pany. It appeared at the time that the Nicaragua concession was under dis- 
cussion that the rivalry of sucha canal might be a great danger tothe Panama 
Canal, and we thought at the time, as far as I can remember—it is rather old, 
it is three vears ago—we thought at the time that we had to lay the whole 
subject before the President in order to ascertain and to see under what con- 
ditions we might, if necessary, Americanize our corporation and build the 
canal in partnership with the American interests. That is my recollection. 

The CHATRMAN. With the American Government? 

Mr. LAMPRE. Well, I suppose private or public American interests. I 
think at the time it was contemplated to have a private corporation. 

The CHAIRMAN. You had money enough then at hand or in prospect to 
build the canal? 

Mr. LAMPRE. We had not in cash money enough. 

The CHAIRMAN. You had good credit, though? 

Mr. LAMPRE. Yes, I think we had; but still—— 

The CHAIRMAN, You were confident then that you could complete the 
canal? 

M. LAMPRE. We were confident, but still, as you know, there was the 
rivalry of the Nicaragua Canal. 

The CHAIRMAN. And it was the rivalry of the Nicaragua route that 
caused this paper to be printed? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, sir; exactly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was it argued at the time the letter was written that the 
United States was about to take or had taken action in favor of the Nicara- 
gua route? ; 

M. LAMPRE. I forget whether it was at that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Wecan ascertain that by a reference. Was this letter 
discussed and the authority given to send it to the President at a meeting of 
the board of directors of the new Panama Canal Company? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes; it is in accordance with the Senaietion of the board. 
The CHAIRMAN. The letter says that the board of directors is composed 

entlemen in an independent position? 

. LAMPRE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. They must have been interested in and identified with 
large affairs in Paris? 
. LAMPRE. So they were, and are still at the present time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of a financial character? ’ 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was it not the fact that the new board was composed of 
gentlemen who took over the property on speculation? 

M. LAMPRE. At the time or now? 

The CHAIRMAN. At the time it was consummated. 

M. LAMPRE. For speculation? No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. They took it over with the intention of completing the 
canal? 

M. LAMPRE. Quite so. They were honest and straightforward in the in- 
tention. I must be positive on the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. They are still able to do it, are they not? 

M. LAMPRE. Oh, yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The French people are still able to do it? 

M. LAMpRE. They might. 

The CHAIRMAN. They paid the indemnity to Germany without any 
trouble, and we thought that the most marvelous act ever performed. 

M. LAMPRE. I think we have enough cash in France. 

The CHAIRMAN. You have plenty there to do it? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Why are you trying to sell this cana! enterprise for 
$40,000,000 when your people are able to build it and have so much involved 
in it? 

M. LAMPRE. That is quite a different question, in my opinion. 


of 


We have 


| plenty of cash in France to build it, but the rivalry with the Nicaragua 


this matter. After reading the letter of February 28, 1899, the fol- | 


route and the possibility of the Congress of the United States passing a reso- 
lution for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal has frightened the peo- 
ple there, and so we thought it best to seek some kind of a comLination here 
to build the canal, then with the assistance of the United States, and now to 
let the canal go to the United States if they will have it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Your first proposition was to build the canal and realize 
out of it what you expected to do? 

M. LAMPRE. Exactly. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That was your first idea? 

M. LAMPRE. Exactly. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the idea on which that letter was written? 

M. LAmpre. Exactly, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then, if you could not do that, to prevent the building of 
it on the Nicaragua route? 

M. LAMPRE. We did not intend preventing anything, but we thought the 
Panama route in our opinion the best. 

















































































































United States to build on your ground or not build at all? 

M. LAMPRE. To compel? 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes. 

M. LAMPRE. We had no mind to compel anybody. 

The CHAIRMAN. I do not mean by force of arms. 

M. LAMPRE. Our opinion was that the United States Government, or Con- 
gress, passing upon a resolution for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal, 
would place us in great difficulty to raise the money in France. So we 
thought that we might as well lay the whole subject before the United States. 

Senator MircHELL. May I ask a question right there? 

The CHAIRMAN, Certainly. 

Senator MITCHELL. Suppose the United States should decline the offer 
which has been made by your company, and suppose, furthermore, Congress 
should go on and authorize the construction of the Nicaragua Canal, do you 
think that the Panama Canal would then be completed? 

M. LAMPRE. It might be. 

Senator MIrcHELL. What is your best judgment on that point? Whatis 
your opinion? 

M. LAMPRE. It might be. We might raise the money still in France. 

The CHAIRMAN. Just in that connection I will ask you if you have made 
efforts to raise money in France to complete the canal? 

M. LAMPRE. No; for we have no bondholders and not any bonded indebt- 
edness at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. I do not mean that. Have you asked for subscriptions? 

Mr. LAMPRE. No; we have not. 

Ly CHAIRMAN. You have not invited the French people to subscribe 
at all? 

M. LAMPRE. No; we have not, because we thought it best, under the cir- 
cumstances, not to go before the public, being given the possibility of the 
construction of the Nicaragua Canal by the United States. 

The CHarrMAN. In this letter to the President it is stated that the as- 
sets of the company exceed in value $100,000,000. 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, sir. : 

The CHAIRMAN. That the property is free from incumbrance; that the 
title isunquestionable; that the company has no other debts than the monthly 
pay rolls; that it has no mortgages or bonded indebtedness, and its cash re- 
serve is largely in excess of its actual needs. 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. So this statement of the great strength and confidence 
of the Panama Canal Company wassent to the President to inspire him with 
like confidence in the success of the Panama Canal and to convince him and 
Congress and our people that it would be a fatal competition to the Nica- 
ragua Canal. 

Mr. LAMPRE. Well, I do not know, sir. I do not know what was at the 
time in the mind of the board. I can not answer that question. I do not 
know what they aimed at. I think it was only —_—. the whole subjeet be- 
fore the President in the light in which it seed and showing how it stood. 

The CHAIRMAN. Or was it the purpose then to prepare the United States 
to become the purchasers of the Panama Canal? 

Mr. LAMPRE. At that time? 

The CHAIRMAN. At that time. 

M. LAMPRE. I do not know at the time what it was. 

The CHAIRMAN. You do not know when that idea originated? 

M. LAMPRE. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. What was the actual purpose and object of the letter to 
the President of the United States and the letters and telegrams to Cromwell, 
attorney, given with the message of the President of February 20, 1900: 

What was the actual purpose and object of the letter to the President of the 
United States of the 18th day of November, 1898? 

Mr. LAMPRE. As far as I can recollect, the purpose was to lay the whole 
subject before the United States; and at the time we stated that, should the 
United States abandon the idea of constructing the Nicaragua Canal, we 
were ready to reorganize under the laws of this country and to organize an 
American corporation to complete the Panama Canal, which we thought the 
best route and still think the best route. That is why we laid the whole 
subject before the United States at the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. In addition to this cheerful picture of the resources of the 
company, these letters boast of the conciliation of Colombia, and that the 
entire feasibility and practicability of completing the cana) is established by 
the members of two commissions who were the most distinguished men in 
their professions. Why did nota canal that was so well fortified in its ap- 
peal to public confidence obtain the money to complete it by subscriptions 
among the French people who had already sunk $250,000,000 in it and only had 
the ditch, the buildings, the machinery, and the material on hand to show 
for this expenditure? 

M. LAMPRE. Just asI told you, Senator, on account of the contemplated 
building by the United States of the Nicaragua Canal. 


SUDDEN DROP IN PRICE THE LAST ACT IN THE DRAMA. 


The last act in this drama was the sudden drop in the price 
asked the United States for the property, from $109,000,000 to 
$40,000,000. This means to get rid of the canal and railroad prop- 
erties at any price that will reimburse the stockholders of the 
New Panama Canal Company for their personal outlay in its stock. 
The scheme, if it is completed, will accomplish that end and give 
them a clear profit of more than $3,000,000. In this light, it be- 
hooves us to ascertain what has become of the rights of the stock- 
holders and creditors of the old company, to which attention will 
hereafter be invited. 

Has the dissolution of the old company and the subsequent 
proceeding lost them everything? Or, do their rights survive the 
usurpation of powers by the French court, and the breach of the 
rights and the constitution of Colombia, and fraud, and civil war? 
As to the propriety of our giving assistance or toleration to such 
proceedings, the American people will decide. 


COURSE OF THE NEGOTIATIONS. 

In our negotiations with Colombia we are dealing with a 
government that a vast body of the people of Colombia recognize 
only as a beligerent and usurping faction, that has no respect for 
the national Constitution. It had Sefior Silva in charge of this 


subject here and he was withdrawn as minister from Colombia | 


because in a published interview he said that the New Panama 
Canal Company had no title that it could convey. When he 
went into retirement, it was not only that of private life, but he 
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The CHATRMAN. Was it not the purpose of this movement to compel the | went into prison bounds, in Colombia, to do penance for having 


spoken the truth. 

Then Mr. Concha came, and he was not willing to grant us the 
concession of perpetual control of the canal and its necessary zone. 
He withdrew to New York, leaving the negotiation to be further 
conducted by Mr. Herran, the secretary of legation. 

This inscrutable arrangement dislocates the regularity of the 
proceeding in a way that is so unusual and surprising as to leave 
us only to conjecture as to the purpose or the cause of its occur- 
rence. 

OMINOUS SILENCE AS TO COLOMBIAN AFFAIRS. 

Marroquin, the President of Colombia, through some coup 
d@’état that is mysterious, but apparently regular, is also in 
obscurity, while Perdomo appears in Panama, with “‘ Presidential 
powers,”’ to conduct the war and to make treaties of peace. 

Whether Marroquin is sharing the prison bounds with Silva 
is uncertain, but it is strongly believed by the outer world. 

In all things relating to Colombian affairs ominous silence, 


| suggestive of concealment, prevails, and we are still left to con- 
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jecture. And the majority of the Senate have added darkness 
and suspicion to conjecture, in voting down a respectful resolu- 
tion of inquiry, in the nature of an humble petition addressed to 
the President. We should wait until their Congress has acted. 

The proposition of sale to the United States, made by the New 
Panama Canal Company, continued until the 5th of March, 1903, 
when it ceased, and the election for a Congress in Colombia to 
consider and decide that matter before we can accept it, is not 
yet fixed, so far as we are informed. 

NOT RATIFYING A TREATY BUT MAKING A PROPOSITION. 

The Senate is not ratifying atreaty. It is only making a propo- 
sition to the Congress of Colombia, which is not in existence. We 
are overlooking the basic principle of all contracts, that at least 
two parties, competent to contract, must be in existence when 
it is entered into. 

This dislocation only causes delay, and most probably means the 
loss of a canal, unless we are ready to say that any delay is rea- 
sonable and satisfactory that will bring the result that is coveted, 
even if it brings war in its trail. 

It is this constant shifting and changing of the prospect of valid 
agreement that compels the apprehension that we, also, are being 
victimized by the New Panama Canal Company and its coadju- 
tors, the transcontinental railroads and the Suez Canal. 

A valid agreement at this time is impossible, and we are ven- 
turing forth, the Senate of the United States is on a wild hunt 


| for the party of the other part. 


Suspicion, even, is not a vice, when the facts that engender it 
establish the character of the suspected party to be unworthy, 
and such is the character of the New Panama Canal Company, as 
established in its doubled dealing with Colombia and the United 
States since 1898, when an American lawyer was called in to 
conduct a movement to unload the canal on the United States. 

“PUTTING THE NICARAGUANS ON THEIR BACKS.” 


The old company had called to its assistance a Secretary of the 


| Navy for the purpose, as he stated, of ‘‘ putting the Nicaraguans 
|on their backs,’’ and had expended $4,000,000 through the 


‘‘American committee’’ in New York for the purpose of ‘* Ameri- 
canizing the canal’’ among our sentimental people, but these 
agencies were inefficient and fruitless as compared with the skill 
and audacity of a single American lawyer. 

BAD CHARACTER OF NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY. 


It is the fraud we are now dealing with, which establishes a 
bad character for the New Panama Canal Company, that should 
lead us to beware of its insincerity. In December, 1890, the liqui- 
dator of the Old Panama Canal Company paid Colombia $2,000,000 
for an extension of the concession for ten years; and a new con- 
cession under the old agreement of 1878, but adding to it many 
new features, was made by the Congress of Colombia. On the 
8d of April, 1893, another concession was made for the price of 
$1,000,000 in cash and $1,000,000 in ‘‘ paid up stock,” the validity 
of which was contested by many Colombians. Evidently, their 
faith in the success of the canal was faltering, to the point of 
despair. 

CONTIDENCE IN SUCCESS IMPATRED. 

The confidence in the final success of a canal with locks had 
been greatly impaired by the report for 1887 of Sefior Tanco 
Armero, ‘‘ agent of the Government of Colombia, to inspect the 
Universal Interoceanic Canal Company at Panama,’’ made to the 
minister de hacienda of Colombia. The following extracts from 
that report show some very important reasons for the distrust of 
the people of Colombia as to the final completion of the canal: 

Mr. Armero says: 


And now, after having examined closely the line of the canal, studied care- 
fully the works, forming thereby an exact idea of the whole matter, and 
after having succeeded further on in collecting positive data upon the most 
important points of the technical, administrative, and executive features of 
the work, I can now, with a reasonable degree of certainty, respectfully 
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present my observations to your excellency, rectify my former reports, and 
omplement my work. 
‘ho annual reports presented by the Count de Laseepe, presifent of the 


company, to the general meetings of the stockholders throw much light 

upon the situation, and, as official documents, are the only means of mislead- 

ing the public; but by such desire to mislead the stockholders, these docu- 

ments, oust concise, by the very fact that they were official, and on 

account of their partial nature, do not have the precision which is necessary 

in the premises, nor do they give an exact idea of the situation. 
* * * © ~ « - 

The works on the Chagres River, scarcely begun, will present the greatest 
difficulty, and will be the most costly partof the canal. Thedike or gigantic 
dam projected to contain the waters will be a oon undertaking—a 
work of the Romans. It is calculated that it will 1,200 meters iong, 430 
broad, and 45 high, and behind it will be banked up 3,000,000 cubic meters of 
water, 

The hills on which the flanks of this gigantic dam will rest will be tun- 
neled, and through these tunnels will flow to another watershed the water 
which otherwise would follow the course of the canal, and they will find 
their way to the sea at points many miles distant from their former outlets. 

This is found to be the best method to prevent the damages resulting from 
the great rises and overflows of the river. But how much will this work 
cost? The company has never been able to fix this amount definitely, but it 
is evident that it will cost an enormous sum 

* + . * * * . 


As is easily seen, it is not the material that is lacking, the company being 
provided with as much as is necessary for this work; but there isa great 
scarcity of employees, for the company has never exerted itself sufficiently 
to obtain them, the result being that many machines have stopped work, 
rusting and wearing out by the action of the climate, and soon will not be fit 
for service. 

The company reported that the mean of a man’s work per day amounts to 
5 cubic meters, but if this be so it becomes evident that if up to the present 
only 1,000,000 cubic meters per month have been removed, it is impossible 
there could have been 8,000 men at work. I firmly believe, and without risk 
of erring, that there have never been more than 5,000 men employed, and the 
work done confirms this belief. If work were executed equal to that which 
615,000 men could do, then by only working three hours per month they would 
move 1,000,000 cubic meters. Then 8,075,000 cubic meters would be removed 
daily, or 92,000,000 in thirty days, and the canal would be finished in one month 
and a half. This is flattering, but purely illusory. The truth is that the 
greater number of the —— sections are almost deserted, and the lahor- 
ers seen on the works are very few compared to the number which should be 
employed. 

* * * * - 

In 1880 the company was formed in Paris with a capitalization of 300,000,000 
of francs, divided into 60,000 shares of 5,000francs each. In 1882 the comaany 
contracted a loan and issued 250,000 bonds bearing 5 per cent interest, whic 
were sold at 437} francs, to be redeemed at their face value. In 1883 it again 
issued 600,000 3 per cent 500-franc bonds, which were sold at 125 francs. In 
1884 it issued 409,667 4 per cent bonds at 333 francs each, also to be redeemed 
at face value. In 1886 another 500,000 shares were offered, of which 458,802 
were sold at 450 francs, to be redeemed in forty-two years at their face value, 
1,000 francs, and bearing interest at3 percent. These bonds produced 206,460,- 
900 francs. And lastly, in — by of the present year, another loan was 
made; 500,000 bonds were issued, of which 258,887 were taken up at 440 francs, 
re in forty-eight years at 1,000 francs. This produced 113,910,281 

rancs. 

The company has therefore received in cash the enormous sum of 1,031,- 
943,180 francs, and, as Count de psorres informs us there were still on hand 
100,000,000 francs of the August loan, there should be altogether to-day in the 
treasury 213,910,280 francs. By deducting this from the former amount we 
find the company has already expended 818,082,900 francs. And it must be 
remembered that the expenses of management, interest, etc., amount annu- 
ally to 100,000,000 francs, which sum will continually augment now that addi- 
tional interest has to be paid on the new loans, and, as we have already 
proved, 3,000,000,000 francs more are required to meet the expenses of exca- 
vation, construction, ete. Thus we are compelled to reflect that the company 
will annually obtain less money, even should it offer higher interest, and it 
is absolutely necessary to feel convinced that it will be difficult to obtain the 
fabulous sum required, and the more so by reason of the fact that the con- 
dition of the company is serious and alarming. 

* + . * * 

In conclusion, Mr. Minister, I will repeat what I have before had the 
of stating to your excellency: The canal will be built. The works are now 
far adv el, and it is impossible that those hundreds of millions which 
have been spent in its construction should be permitted to be lost; further- 
more France's honor is pledged to the termination of this work, so useful to 
the commerce of the world, so beneficial to the interests of mankind. 

It is not merely an industrial business manipulated by a vast company, it 
is a work of a universal nature. A half million of shareholders of ail nation- 
alities have invested their savings in this enterprise, the entire world has 
assisted in this plebiscite of immense capitals; and Mr. De Lesseps, the great 
Frenchman, will succeed, we do not doubt, with his prestige and influenc: 
in overcoming all obstacles and avoiding a catastrophe which would be fatal 
to his name and ruinous to the legion of his friends and admirers. 

But what is evidentis that with the system that has prevailed up to the pres- 
ent time, and at the rate at which the work is now progressing, the canal will 


- 
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not be built in ten years, and during this lapse of time the interest alone on | 


the indebtedness will have devoured the CO PaaK, 
COLAS TANCO ARMERO. 


After such a report, Colombian confidence in French success in 
this great work was very*weak, and when the old company 
failed in 1888, it sunk to the bottom; but it began to revive in 
1890, when the Government of Colombia granted an extension of 


the concession for ten years, upon the condition that a new | 


company, to be formed in two years, should be organized with 
sufficient capital to complete the canal, which was afterwards 
extended to October 31, 1904. This last extension was granted 
on April 4, 1893, and the new company was organized on Octo- 
ber 20, 1894. 

“OLD DITCH’ WAS LEFT TO FILL UP. 

From that time on the work was chiefly for experimental pur- 
poses, and the old ditch was left to fill up, without any effort to 
prevent it. 

PEOPLE OF COLOMBIA PREPARED FOR REVOLT. 

These facts were obvious to the people of Colombia and prepared 

them for revolt when, on November, 1898, Bonnardel and Crom- 








well, the American lawyer, sent to the President of the United 
States the gratuitous information of the prosperous condition 
and bright outlook of the New Panama Canal Company. 

Why the President should be thus informed of this situation, 
in an official statement of that company, planned in its meeting 
in Paris and sent over by a special messenger, and heralded by a 
telegram of Mr. Cromwell to Mr. Hay, would never be under- 
stood from the mere reading of that document, is beyond the 
necessities of an honest transaction. 

It had an environment of facts known to but few, and carefully 
suppressed, which when known, and it gives to this document 
a@ surreptitious motive and a vicious meaning that it carefully 
conceals. 

APPLICATION FOR THIRD EXTENSION OF CANAL CONCESSION. 


An application was then being pressed upon the Government 
of Colombia for a third extension of the canal concession, from 
1904 to 1910, which was backed by the offer of 1,000,000, French 
gold. It was a very tempting offer, and was pressed with ex- 
treme earnestness. It caused a determined resistance in the Con- 
gress of Colombia which led to the dissolution of that body and 
to popular irritation that soon resulted in a general civil war. 

his demand for a third concession was made six years in ad- 
vance of any real, or even apparent, necessity, if Bonnardel and 
Cromwell told the truth about the prosperous condition of the 
New Panama Canal Company in their address to President 
McKinley. Among those statements is the following: 


STATEMENTS OF BONNARDEL AND CROMWELL TO PRESIDENT M’K!INLEY. 


“8. The company’s concessions are unquestionable.’’ That 
statement was false. The company was,then preparing for an 
additional prolongation of the concession, for six years from 
October, 1904 to 1910, to begin six years after the date of this 
letter, of November, 1888, for a compensation of $1,000,000, which 
was sternly opposed in the Colombian Congress. It needed this 
extension for one of two purposes; either to gain time to assure 
the completion of the canal, in good faith; or, to encourage the 
United States to take an active part in assisting in its completion. 

If it was the intention to complete the canal, asale to the United 
States would not have been thought of. Buta sale or a partner- 
ship with the United States was then being proposed by the Canal 
Company, while they were deceiving Colombia with pledges to 
build the canal. 

To convince the United States that it was safe to go into the 
enterprise, as a partner or as a purchaser, the following statement 
was made in Bonnardel’s letter to the President, with most com- 
placent insincerity: 

The condition of the new company is equally satisfactory. Its assets, 
including the work actually done on the onal. the buildings, tho machinery, 
the material on hand exceeds in value 500,000,000 frances, or $100,000,000, which 
valuation has been made by a special commission, of which the former direc- 
tor of the National Academy of Roads and Bridges of France was chairman. 
The company has no mortgage or funded indebtedness. 
free from all incumbrance. The company has no other debts than monthly 
pay rolls. Its cash reserve is largely in excess of its actual needs. 

If Bonnardel had further stated that the new company had 
inherited the scandals of the old company and was the offspring 
of its iniquities; that it had no credit in France, or elsewhere in 


The property is 


| the world; that it had never dared to confront the French people 


withthe proposition to subscribe additional stock to the paltry 
capital of 60,000,000 francs; that it had no hopes of increasing its 
resources, except through the temptations of a speculative venture, 
based on our covetous longings for a good bargain, that are falsely 
attributed to the United States, or on a monopolistic combine of 
great transportation routes; that the new company was then 
deceiving Colombia, as to its purpose to complete the canal, at 
the very moment when it was seeking to unload it upon the United 
States; and that its demand for an extension of its concession 
for six more years was a leading part of that false pretense, M. 
Bonnardel would have gone into history as a man who would not 
conceal the truth for the purpose of aiding even a desperate plan 
to escape a fall, in a desperate enterprise. 
CONCEALMENT OF FACTS. 

He did conceal these facts, and he and Cromwell involved the 
New Panama Canal Company in a scheme of double dealing 
with the United States and Colombia which our insulted people 
will rebuke, and Colombia will again resent with bloodshed. as 
they have done for three years and will do as often as this fraud 
is attempted to be imposed upon them. 


DEMAND OF NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY FOR NEW CONCESSION CAUSE 
OF CIVIL WAR IN COLOMBIA. 


The people of Colombia thoroughly understand the causes that 


| have led to the recent civil war, and that the immediate cause is 


the demand for a new concession of six years from 1904 to 1910 
by the New Panama Canal Company. 
NOTWITHSTANDING INTRIGUES, CROMWELL PERSONA GRATA. 
In the history of intrigues to involve governments in trouble 
and to promote personal gain there is not one that has been more 
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conspicuously unjust and cruel than this scheme of Bonnardel 
and Cromwell. 

Yet Cromwell is welcomed into all the negotiations and consul- 
tations with Attorney-General Knox, and to meetings with closed 
doors held by the commissioners, while all avenues of information 
are closed to the chairman of the committee. 

If they had gained $40,000,000 out of the wreck of a bankrupt 
enterprise, and had stopped there, the skill of the operation might 
have afforded some palliation of itsiniquity; but the New Panama 
Canal Company pushed Colombia into civil war and forced those 
people to bloody conflicts, signalized with heroic fighting that 
would have honored the soldiers of Bolivar in their wars for 
liberty and independence. That such sufferings and sacrifices 
were endured to gratify the cupidity of the owners of a bankrupt 
corporation, and to reward the ‘‘ push”’ of an American lawyer, 
will never be a pleasing story in the ears of the American people. 
Bonnardel and Cromwell, at the same moment that they were 
spending $1,000,000 to assure the President of Colombia and the 
people of Colombia of their intention to complete the canal by 
1910, were in constant supplication to the President of the United 
States to take the canal off the hands of the new company. 
When they were finally run to earth by the pressure of extreme 
necessity they assailed Congress with expressions of contempt for 
its ignorance, and failing to frighten anybody, they again took to 
their knees and implored our help, and endeavored to secure it 
by throwing away $69,000,000 of an offer of $109,000,000 as the 
price asked for the canal property, provided Congress will accept 
the bid by March 4, 1903. 

LIMITATION OF TIME “A GAME OF BLUFF.” 

If it is not accepted, what will then be the new plan of the New 
Company? What will they do with their canal concession? It 
has less than two years to continue, unless we step in and sustain 
the bloody usurpation and the corrupt bargain of San Clemente 
with the New Panama Canal Company. 

That limitation of time has all the earmarks of a game of bluff. 
If itissuch a game, it will fail of itspurpose. If it is not a banter, 
and should result in the opening of a canal by Colombia, the 
United States will welcome its competition with our canal at 
Nicaragua. 

CANAL SHOULD BE SECURED ON TERMS THAT WILL NOT DISGRACE OUR 
GOVERN MENT. 

The people of America can not possibly suffer by any canal 
that will cheapen ocean freights by increasing competition in 
canal routes, and in reducing the rates of tolls upon their com- 
merce. 

It is not necessary, in order to get the Panama Canal, if that 
is the sine qua non of those who are so eager to pay $40,000,000 to 
a corrupt company for a bad bargain, that we should also aid in 
putting the Liberal party in Colombia under the feet of the 
Church party and the concordat of 1888 with Pope Leo XTII. 

This is what Cromwell demands in the treaty before the Sen- 
ate. Wecan get the canal on terms that will not disgrace the 
country if we will cut loose from Cromwell and stand by the 
honor and rights of our own people and our Government. 
CAMPAIGN OF BO, HUTIN, AND CROMWELL, OF TEMPTATION, INSOLENCE, 

AND COERCION. 

Mr. President, after Colombia had been thrown into civil war, 
in which the domination of the church party was the latent issue, 
and the third canal concession was the present provoking cause, 
and after the passage of the bill appropriating $1.000,000 for the 
survey to be made by the Isthmian Canal Commission, Hutin and 
Cromwell entered, actively and audaciously, into the project to 
control the action of the President in the appointment of the 
members of the Isthmian Canal Commission. 

The following letter shows, with unmistakable insolence, what 
their first effort was: 

Mr. Hutin to the President. 


COMPAGNIE NOUVELLE DU CANAL DE PANAMA, 
45 Wali street, New York City, March 11, 1899. 
To the PRESIDENT: 

Referring to the act of Congress, approved on the 4th instant, respecting an 
investigation of the Panama and Nicaragua canals, the New Panama Canal 
Company, as one of the subjects of the inquiry, respectfully invites attention 
to its communication addressed to you sm ber 2, 1898, and to its subse- 
quent offers to the honorable Secretary of State, and finally to its official 
proposition of February 27 last, all of which contain the profer and urgent 
invitation that the President or Congress make the fullest investigation of 
the canal works, plans, seven concessions, and status of the New Panama 
Company; and it also refers to the official report upon the canal made by the 
International Technical Commission November 16, 1895, and placed in your 
hands by us on December 2 last. x 

The said act of Congress is therefore in full accord with our repeated offers 
and our warmest desires. 

We again most respectfully renew our proffer of the fullest investigation 
and our offer of all the facilities tothatend. But the subject is of such tran- 
scendent co uence to the United States, to the people of the world, as 
well as to ourselves, that we venture, with due respect, to submit this our 

‘tition that any commission designated to aid you in making the investiga- 


on and comparison contemplated by the act of a be composed of 
ee of the widest experience, of exceptional c 


racter and unques- 
med professional standing, and who are not embarrassed by public com- 


mittals or previous records favorable or unfavorable to either one or the 
other project, and who have not heretofore served upon any canal commis- 
sion. 

The New Panama Canal Company does not present or suggest any name 
for nee any commission. Its only petition is that the selection be 
of gentlemen whose conclusion will at once command publicconfidence, fully 
relying upon its ability to satisfy fair and impartial investigation of the 
merits of its canal. 

THE NEw PANAMA CANAL COMPANY, 
By MAURICE HUTIN, Director-General. 
SULLIVAN & CROMWELL, General Counsel, 


When the Isthmian Canal Commission made their preliminary 
report the House of Representatives took up the first Hepburn 


bill and fixed a day for its consideration. Thereupon the follow- 
ing letter was sent to the President: 


The PRESIDENT: 


Permit us to refer to the communication addressed to you on February 28, 


1899, by the Compagnie Nouvelle du Canal de Panama, and of which we at- 
tach a copy for your convenience. 


WASHINGTON, April 30, 1900. 


Three days after the above communication (and which was similar to that 
addressed to the River and Harbor Committee of the House, Hon. THEODORB 
E. BuRTON, chairman) Congress enacted the law of March 3, 1899. 

Under the powers of said act the President proctiates the “Isthmian Canal 
Commission,” com d of Rear-Admiral John G. Walker; Hon. Samuel 
Pasco; Mr. Alfred Noble, C. E.; Mr. George 8. Morison. C. E.; Gen. Peter ©. 
Hains; Prof. William H. Burr, C. E.; Gen. Oswald H. Ernst; Prof. Emory R. 
Johnson; Mr. Lewis M. Haupt, C. E. 

In addition to its examination of all other possible isthmian routes, the 
Isthmian Canal Commission has made an exhaustive examination of the plans 
and status of the company at Paris, where the records of twenty years are 
preserved, and also personally has examined upon the Isthmus of Panama 
the actual canal and canal works of the company and the feasibility of its un- 
dertaking, and at this time is further verifying surveys, plans, and specifica- 
tions with a force of 700 to 800 men in the field. 

The Isthmian Canal Commission has not yet made its report to the Presi- 
dent, and, as we are advised, has not yet completed its investigations and in- 
anes upon the technical and other subjects covered by the said act of 

arch 38,1899, nor has the President yet communicated to Congress hisrecom- 
mendations in the premises. 

In all these investigations concerning the Panama Canal the company has 
made to the Isthmian Canal Commission the fullest exposition and explana- 
tions, without reserve or exception, upon every aspect of the — con- 
cerning which the Commission has desired information, and also has delivered 
to the Commission full and detailed plans, maps, and specifications of the 
company for thecomplete excavation and construction ef the Panama Canal 
| and canal works. These documents are great in volume and value, and rep- 
| resent the expenditure of a vast sum, as well as the results of many years of 

study in their original preparation. 

The company has avoided any action or course which might by the Gov- 
| ernment be deemed inconsistent with its said communication of February 


, 1899. 

All this the company has done in full reliance upon the avowed pu of 
the Government (as embodied in the act of March 3, 1899) of thoroughly and 
exhaustively investigating and reporting upon all possible isthmian canal 
routes, and in the reasonable expectation that, in the meantime, no action 
would be taken upon thesubject by the Congress of the United States incon- 
sistent with the expressed purposes of said act. 

On the contrary, however, and presumably without knowledge of the fore- 
going facts, measures have been introduced in Congress, and are to be acted 
upon in the House of Representatives May 1 and 2, 1900, having for their pur- 
pose the adoption by the Government of another isthmian canal route, with- 
out awaiting the recommendation of the President and the information, re- 

rt, and conclusions of the Isthmian Canal Commission appointed by the 

esident under the act of March 3, 1899. 

We therefore respectfully request that the President advise the Congress 
of the facts of the case. 

We have the honor to be, your obedient servants, 
SULLIVAN & CROMWELL, 
General Counsel Compagnie Nouvelle du Canal de Panama, 


The effort to induce the President to order the House to sto 

proceedings until Hutin and Cromwell could be further hea 
| from failed, and the Hepburn bill passed the House by an im- 
| mense majority and came to the Senate early in the Fifty-sixth 
| Congress. 
| It was delayed in the Senate, against the most assiduous and 
| persistent efforts to get consideration for it, and was simply 
smothered. 

When the Isthmian Canal Commission was at work, M. Hutin 
opened a series of diplomatic letters with Admiral Walker, which 
| appear in his final report of December 30, 1901, in which he pressed 
the sale of the canal upon the Isthmian Canal Commission, and 


suppressed a letter of the greatest significance that he had ad- 

dressed to Admiral Walker with a view to putting him in a false 
sition. 

P This is fully shown in Report No. 1 to the Fifty-seventh Con- 

gress and need not be again repeated. 

Early in this Congress the Hepburn bill was reintroduced and 
passed the House by a majority in which there was only 2 
negative votes. 

Immediately Hutin was removed from his office of president of 
the New Panama Canal Company and M. Bé was chosen in his 
place, and then the game of bluff and badger begun in hot activity. 

The French courts were set to work to back M. Bé in his scheme 
of capturing $40,000,000 from the United States, and lent all their 
powers and their assumptions of jurisdiction to the summary 

proceedings that were intended to shove off the wreck of the New 
anama Canal Company on the United States. 

The Committee on Interoceanic Canals had reported the Hep- 

| em = to the Senate without amendment, and it was on the 
Calendar, 





Thereupon the following eee ate OF cable, took place. 
The cablegrams received by Admiral Walker are as follows: 


PARIS, January 4, 1902—8.53 a. m. 
Borvurver, Washington: 

Inform Admiral Walker immediatel 
arrival, that the company declares itself read 
ment of the United States, on payment of 1. 000, its properties and con- 
cessions, estimated at that amount by the Isthmian Canal Commission in its 
last report, 108, in conformity with the terms and conditions of the 
estimates of said report. 


and without awaiting Lampre’s 
to transfer to the Govern- 


BO, 
President of the Board. 


PARIs, January 9, 1902—4.07 p. m. 
Admiral WALKER, 
President Isthmian Canal Commission, 
Corcoran Building, Washington: 
The New Panama Canal Company declares that it is ready to accept for 
the totality, without exception, of its property and rights on the Isthmus 
4 amount of $40,000,000. the above offer to remain in force up to March 4, 


BO, 
President of the Board, 
PARIs, January 11, 1902—4.17 p. m. 
Admiral WALKER, : > st - 


President Isthmian Canal Commission, 
Corcoran Building, Washington: 


P Offers of sale of all our property applies also to all maps and archives in 
aris. 


BO, 
President of the Board. 


: PARIS, January 14, 1902—9.45 p. m. 
Admiral WALKER, 
President Isthmian Canal Commission, 
Corcoran Building, Washington: 


We send by mail letter confirming cable llth January, and, under regis- 
tered package, judgment August 2, agreement with liquidator, and three 
extracts showing powers of board. ‘ail these documents are certified to by 
the United States consulate-general. , 

O, 
President of the Board. 
FIRST SPOONER AMENDMENT. 


Then came the first amendment of Mr. SPOONER to the Hepburn 
bill, as follows: 
[H. R. 3110, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session.] 


In the Senate of the United States, January 28,1902. Referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Interoceanic Canals and ordered to be printed. 


Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. SPOONER to the bill (H. R. 3110) 
to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the 
Atlantic and Pacific oceans, viz: Strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert the following: 


That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to acquire, 
for and on behalf of the United States, at a cost not exceeding forty millions 
of dollars, the rights, concessions, grants of lands, right of way, unfinished 
work, plants, and all maps, plans, drawings, records, and other property, 

, personal, and mixed, of every name and nature, owned by the New 
Panama Canal Company, of France, on the Isthmus of Panama and in Paris, 
including sixty-eight thousand eight hundred and sixty-three shares of the 
Panama Railroad Company, owned by said canal company, provided a satis- 
factory title to said property can be obtained. 

Sec. 2. That the President is hereby authorized to acquire from the Re- 
public of Colombia, for and on behalf of the United States, upon such terms 
as he may deem reasonable, control in perpetuity of a strip of land, the ter- 
ritory of the Republic of Colombia, ten miles in width, extending from the 
Caribbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean, and the right to use and dispose of the 
waters thereon, and to excavate, construct, and to perpetually maintain, 
operate, and protect thereon a canal, of such depth and capacity as will 

ord convenient passage of ships of the greatest tonnage and draft now in 
use, from the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean, which control shall include 
the right to perpetually maintain and operate the Panama Railroad, if the 
ownership thereof, or a controlling interest therein, shall have been acquired 
by the United States, and also jurisdiction over said strip and the ports at 
the ends thereof to make such police and sanitary rules and regulations as 
shall be necessary to preserve order and preserve the public health thereon, 
and to establish such judicial tribunals thereon as may be necessary to enforce 
such rules and regulations. 

The President may acquire such additional territory and rights from 
Colombia as in his judgment will facilitate the general purpose hereof. 

And such sum of money as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of 
this section is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to be paid on warrants drawn by the President. 

Sxc. 3. That when the President shall have obtained a satisfactory title to 
the property of the New Panama Canal Company, as provided in section one 
hereof, and the control of the aowemey territory from the Republic of Co- 
lombia, as provided in section two hereof, he if authorized to pay for the prop- 
erty of the New Panama Canal Company forty millions of dollars and to the 
Republic of Colombia such sum as shall have been agreed upon, and a sum 
sufficient for both said purposes is hereby roy pate pony out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid on a warrant drawn by 
the President. 

The President shall then direct the Secretary of War to cause to be exca- 
vated, constructed and completed, utilizing to that end so far as practicable 
the work heretofore done by the New Panama Canal Company, of France, 
and its predecessor company, a ship canal from the Caribbean Sea to the Pa- 
cifie Ocean.- Such canal shall be of sufficient capacity and depth as shall 
afford convenient p for vessels of the largest tonnage and greatest 
draft now in use, and shall be supplied with all the necessary locks and other 
appliances to meet the necessities of vessels passing through the same from 
ocean to ocean; and the Secretary of War shall also cause to be constructed 
such safe and commodious harbors at the termini of said canal, and make 
such proves for defense as may be necessary for the safety and protection 
of said canal and harbors. That the President is authorized for the purposes 
aforesaid to employ such persons as he may deem necessary, and to fix their 
compensation. : 

Suc, 4. That should the President be unable to obtain for the United 
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States a satisfactory title to the property of the New Panama Canal Com- 

ny and such control of the necessary territory of the Republic of Colom- 
Bis mentioned in sections one and two of this Act, within a reasonable time 
and upon reasonable terms, then the President, having first obtained for 
the United States similar control of the necessary territory from Costa Rica 
and Nicaragua, upon terms which he may consider reasonable, for the con- 
struction, maintenance, operation, and completion of a canal connecting the 
Caribbean Sea with the Pacific Ocean by what is commonly known as the 
Nicaragua route, shall direct the Secretary of War to excavateand construct 
a ship canal and waterway from a point on the shore of the Caribbean Sea 
near Greytown, by way of Lake Nicaragua, to a point near Brito on_the 
Pacific Ocean. Said canal shall be of sufficient capacity and depth to afford 
convenient e for vessels of the largest tonnage and greatest draft now 
in use, and ll be supplied with all necessary locks and other appliances to 
meet the necessities of vessels poomng: through the same from G reytown to 
Brito; and the Secretary of War shall also construct such safe and commo- 
dious harbors at the termini of said canal as shall be necessary for the safe 
and convenient use thereof, and shall make such provisions for defense as 
may be necessary for the safety and protection of said harbors and canal 

he President shall cause such surveys as may be necessary for said canal 

and harbors to be made, and in making such surveys and in the construction 
of said canal may employ such persons as he may deem necessary, and may 
fix their compensation. 

Tn the excavation and construction of said canal the San Juan River and 
Lake Nicaragua, or such parts of each as may be made available, shail be 


Src. 5. That the sum of ten million dollars is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, toward the project 
herein contemplated. 

And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to enter into such con- 
tract or contracts as may be deemed necessary for the proper excavation, 
construction, completion, and defense of said canal, harbors, and defenses, 
by the route finally determined upon under the provisions of this Act. Ap- 
propriations therefor may from time to time be hereinafter made, not to 
exceed in the aggregate one hundred and thirty-five millions of dollars 
should the Panama route be adopted, or one hundred and eighty millions of 
dollars should the Nicaragua route be adopted. 

Sec. 6. That in any agreement with the Republic of Colombia, or with the 
Statesof Nicaragua and Costa Rica, the President is authorized to guarantee 
to said Republic or to said States the use of said canal and harbors, upon 
such terms as may be agreed upon, for all vessels owned by said States or by 
citizens thereof. 

SECOND SPOONER AMENDMENT. 


Then came the second, or revised, amendment of Senator 
SPOONER, as follows: 


[H. R. 3110, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session.] 


In the Senate of the United States, January 28,1902. Referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals and ordered to be printed. June 18, 1902, or- 
dered to be printed as amended. 


[Omit.the part in brackets and insert the part printed in italics. ] 


Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. SPOONER to the bill (H. R. 3110) 
to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the 
Atlanticand Pacific oceans, viz: Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert the following: 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to acquire, 
for and on behalf of the United States, at a cost not exceeding forty millions 


| of dollars, all of the rights, privileges, franchises, concessions, grants of land, 


right of way, unfinished work, plants, [and all maps, plans, drawings, 
records,| and other property, real, personal, and mixed, of every name and 
nature, owned by the New Panama Canal Company, of France, cn the 
Isthmus of Panama, and ali its maps, plans, drawings, records on the Isthmus 
of Panama and in Paris, including ali the capital stock, not less, however, than 
sixty-eight thousand eight hundred and sixty-three shares, of the Panama 
Railroad Company, owned by or held for the use of said canal company, pro- 
vided a satisfactory title to all of said property can be obtained. 

Src. 2. That the President is hereby authorized to acquire from the Re- 
public of Colombia, for and on behalf of the United States, upon such terms 
as he may deem reasonable, exclusive and perpetual control (in perpetuity] 
of a strip of land, the territory of the Republic of Colombia, {ten} not less 
than six miles in width, extending from the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific 
Ocean, and the right to use and Sen se of the waters thereon, and to exca- 
vate, construct, and to perpetually maintain, operate, and protect thereon a 
canal, of such depth and capacity as will afford convenient passage of ships 
of the greatest tonnage and draft now in use, from the Caribbean Sea to the 
Pacific Ocean, which control shal) include the right to perpetually maintain 
and operate the Panama Railroad, if the ownership thereof, or a éontrolling 
interest therein, shall have been acquired by the United States, and also jur- 
isdiction over said strip and the ports at the ends thereof to make such police 
and sanitary rules and regulations as shall be necessary to preserve order 
and preserve the public health thereon, and to establisa such judicial tri- 
bunals thereon as may be necessary to enforce such rules and regulations. 

The President may acquire such additional territory and rights from 
Colombia as in his judgment will facilitate the general purpose hereof. 

[And such sum of money as may be necessary to carry out the provisions 
of this section is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to be paid on warrants drawn by the President. | 

Sec. 3. That when the President shall have {obtained} arranged to secure 
a satisfactory title to the property of the New Panama Canal Company, as 
provided in section one hereof, and [the] shall have obtained by treaty con- 
trol of the necessary territory from the Republic of Colombia, as provided 
in section two _ hereof, he is authorized to pay for the property of the New 
Panama Canal Company forty millions of dollars and to the Republic of 
Colombia such sum as shall have been agreed upon, and a sum sufficient for 
both said purposes is hereby appr ypriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to be paid on (a) warrant or warrants drawn by 
the President. 

The President shall then [direct the Secretary of War to’? cause to be ex- 
cavated, constructed, and comp!eted, utilizing to that end as far as practi- 
cable the work heretofore done by the New Panama Canal Company, of 
France, and its predecessor company, a ship canal from the Caribbean Sea to 
the Pacific Ocean. Such canal shall be of sufficient capacity and depth as 
shall afford convenient passage for vessels of the largest tonnage and great- 
est draft now in use, and shall be supplied with all necessary locks and other 
appliances to meet the necessities of vessels passing through the same from 
ocean to ocean; and [the Secretary of War)| te shall also cause to be con- 
structed such safe and commodious harbors at the termini of said canal, and 
make such provisions for defense as may be necessary for the safety and pro- 
tection of said canaiand harbors. That the President is authorized for tha 
purposes aforesaid to employ such persons as he may deem necessary, and 
to fix their compensation. 
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Sec. 4. That should the President be unable to obtain for the United States 
a satisfactory title to the property of the New Panama Canal Company and 
[such] the control of the necessary territory of the Republic of Colombia and 
the rights mentioned in sections one and two of this Act, within a reasonable 
time and upon reasonable terms, then the President, having first obtained 
for the United States [similar] exclusive and perpetual control by treaty of 
the necessary territory from Costa Rica and Nicaraguo, upon terms which 
he may consider reasonable, for the construction, pe..petual maintenance, 
operation, and protection of a canal connecting the Caribbean Sea with the 
Pacific Ocean by what is commonly known as the Nicaragua route, shall 
{direct the Secretary of War] cause to be [excavate] excavated and [construct] 
constructed a ship canal and waterway from a point on the shore of the 
Caribbean Sea near Greytown, by way of Lake Nicaragua, to a point near 
Brito on the Pacific Ocean. 

Said canal shall be of sufficient capacity and depth to afford convenient 
passage for vessels of the largest tonnage and greatest draft now in use, and 
shall be supplied with all necessary locks and other appliances to meet the 
necessities of vessels passing through the same from [Greytown to Brito] 
ocean to ocean; and [the Secretary of War] he shall also construct such safe 
and commodious harbors at the termini of said canal as shall be necessary 
for the safe and convenient use thereof, and shall make such provisions for 
defense as may be necessary for the safety and protection of said harbors 
and canal; and such sum or sums of money as may be agreed upon by such 
treaty as compensation to be paid to Nicaragua and Costa Rica for the conces- 
sions and rights hereunder provided to be acquired by the United States, are 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to be paid on warrant or warrants drawn by the President. 

The President shall cause such surveys as may be necessary for said canal 
and harbors to be made, and in making such surveys and in the construction 
of said canal may employ such persons as he may deem necessary, and may 
fix their compensation. 

In the excavation and construction of said canal the San Juan River and 
—_—- Nicaragua, or such parts of each as may be made available, shall be 
used. 

Sec. 5. That the sum of ten million dollars is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, toward the project 
herein contemplated by either route so selected. 

And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to enter intosuch contract 
or contractsas may be deemed necessary for the proper excavation, construc- 
tion, completion, and defense of said canal, harbors, and defenses, by the 
route finally determined upon under the provisions of this Act. Appropria- 
tions therefore [may] shall from time to time be hereafter made, not to ex- 
ceed in the aggregate the additional sum of one hundred and thirty-five mil- 
lions of dollars should the Panama route be adopted, or one hundred and 
eighty millions of dollars should the Nicaragua route be adopted. 

Src. 6. That in any agreement with the Republic of Colombia, or with the 


States of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, the President is authorized to guarantee | 


to said Republic or to said States the use of said canal and harbors, upon such 
terms as may be agreed upon, for all vessels owned by said States or by citi- 
zens thereof. 

ACTION OF ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION. 


The President reassembled the Isthmian Canal Commission, 
whose office had expired, and they entered into active but secret 
negotiation with the representatives of the New Panama Canal 
Company. 

They reported to the President the result of their deliberations, 
which was to change their two former recommendations in favor 
of the Nicaragua route to a recommendation of the Panama 
route. They put certain qualifications on their recommendation, 
as follows: 


There is, however, one important matter which can not enter into its de- 
termination, but which may in the end control the action of the United 
States. Reference is made to the disposition of the government whose terri- 
tory is necessary for the construction and operation of an isthmian canal. 
It must be assumed by the Commission that Colombia will exercise the same 
fairness and liberality if the Panama route is determined upon that have 
been expected of Nicaragua and Costa Rica should the Nicaragua route be 

preferred. 
. After considering the changed conditions that now exist and all the facts 
and circumstances upon which its present judgment must be based, the Com- 
mission is of the opinion that ‘the most practicable and feasible route” for 
an isthmian canal. to be “ under the control, management, and ownership of 
the United States,” is that known as the Panama route. 
We have the honor to be, sir, with great respect, your obedient servants, 
J. G. WALKER, 
Rear-Admiral, United States Navy, President of Commission. 
SAMUEL PASCO. 
ALFRED NOBLE. 
GEO. 8. MORISON. 
PETER C. HAINS, 
Colonel, United States Corps of Engineers. 
WM. H. BURR. 
O. H. ERNST, 
Lieutenant-Colonel, United States Corps of Engineers. 
LEWIS M HAUPT: 
EMORY R. JOHNSON. 


COLOMBIA'S PROPOSITION. 


To prepare Congress for the contest between the routes, the 
Secretary of State ascertained from the Government of Colombia 
and the Governments of Nicaragua and Costa Ricathe terms and 
conditions on which they, respectively, would concede canal 
rights to the United States. 

Colombia’s proposition, which was accepted by the President 
of the United States, was as foliows: 

LEGACION DE COLOMBIA, Washington, D. C. 


Memorandum of points to be embodied in a convention between the Republic of 
Colombia and the United States of America for the construction of an inter- 
oceanic canal by the Panama route and the management of the railroad over 
said Isthmus, in furtherance of article 35 of the treaty of 1815-48, existing be- 
tween said nations; presented by the undersigned envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the Republic of Colombia. 


Artic.e I. 


The Government of Colombia authorizes the New Panama Canal Company 
to sell and transfer to the United States its — privileges, properties, 
and concessions, as well as the Panama Railroad and all the shares or part 
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of the shares of that company, with the exception of the public lands situated | 
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outside of the zone hereinafter specified now corresponding to the conces- 
an to pet said enterprises, which public lands shall revert to the Repub- 
ic of Colombia. 

But it is understood that Colombia reserves all its rights to the special 
shares in the capital of the New Panama Canal Company, to which reference 
is made in Article IV of the contract of December 10, 1890, which shares shall 
be paid their full nominal value at least. 

The railroad company (and the United States as owner of the enterprise) 
shall be free from the obligations imposed by the railroad concession, ex- 
cepting as to the payment at maturity by the railroad company of the out- 
standing bonds issued by said railroad company. 

ARTICLE II. 


The United States shall have the exclusive right to excavate, construct, 
maintain, operate, control, and protect a maritime canal from the Atlantic 
to the Pacific Ocean, to and across the territory of Colombia, such canal to 
be of sufficient depth and capacity for vessels of the largest tonnage and 
greatest draft now engaged in commerce; and also the same rights for the 
construction, maintenance, operation, control, and protection of railway, 
telegraph, and telephone lines, canals, dykes, dams, reservoirs, and such other 
auxiliary works as may be necessary and convenient for the construction, 
maintenance, protection, and operation of the canal. 


ARTICLE III. 


To enable the United States to exercise the rights and privileges granted 
by the foregoing articles, the Republic of Colombia grants to that Govern- 
ment the use of a zone of territory along the route of the canal to be opened, 
five kilometers in width on either side thereof, measured from its center line, 
excluding the cities of Panama and Colon. So far as necessary for the con- 
struction, maintenance, and operation of the canal, the Uni States shall 
have the use and occupation of the group of small islands in the Bay of 
Panama, named Perico, Naos, and Flamenco, together with ten fathoms of 
water in the Bay of Limon in extension of the canal, but the same shall not 
be construed as being within the zone herein defined, nor governed by the 
special provisions applicable to the zone. This concession shall be for the 
term of one hundred years, renewable at the option of the United States for 
periods of similar duration and subject to the payment of the amount herein- 
after expressed. 

This grant shall in no manner invalidate the titles of rights of private 
landholders in the said zone of territory, nor shall it interfere with the rights 
of way over the public roads of the department. 

All the stipulations contained in article 35 of the treaty of 1846-48 between 
the contracting parties shall continue and apply in full force to the cities of 
Panama and Colon and to the accessory community lands within the said 
zone, and the territory thereon shall be neutral territory, and the United 
States shall continue to guarantee the neutrality thereof and the sovereignty 
of Colombia thereover in conformity with the above-mentioned article 5 of 
said treaty. 

In furtherance of this provision there shall be created a joint commission 
by the Governments of Colombia and the United States that shall establish 
and enforce sanitary and police regulations. 


ARTICLE IV. 


The rights and privileges granted to the United States by the terms of this 
convention shall not affect the sovereignty of the Republic of Colombia over 
the - ad within whose boundaries such rights and privileges are to be 
exercised. 

The United States freely acknowledges and recognizes this sovereignty 
and disavows any intention to impair it in any way whatever, or to increase 
its territory at the expense of Colombia or od any of the sister Republics in 
Central or South America, but, on the contrary, it desires to strengthen the 
power of the Republics on this continent and to promote, develop, and main- 
tain their prosperity and independence. 

ARTICLE V. 


The Republic of Colombia authorizes the United States to construct and 
maintain at each entrance and terminus of the proposed canal a port for 
vessels using the same, with suitable light-houses and other aids to naviga- 
tion; and the United States is authorized to use and occupy within the limits 
of the zone fixed by this convention such parts of the coast line and of the 
lands and islands adjacent thereto as are necessary for this purpose, includ- 
ing the construction and maintenance of breakwaters, dikes, jetties, em bank- 
ments, coaling stations, docks, and other appropriate works. And the 
United States undertakes the construction and maintenance of such works, 
and will bear all the expense thereof. The ports, when established, shall be 
declared free, and their demarcations shall be clearly and definitely defined. 

To give effect to this article, the United States will give special attention 
and care to the maintenance of works of drainage, sanitary, and healthful 
purposes along the line of the canal and its dependencies, in order to prevent 
the invasion of epidemics, or of securing, their prompt apres, should 
they appear. With this end in view the United States will organize hospi- 
tals along the line of the canal and will suitably supply the towns of Panama 
and Colon with the necessary aqueducts and drainage works, in order to 
prevent their becoming centers of infection on account of their proximity to 


| the canal. 


The Government of Colombia will secure the possession of the land that 
may be required in the towns of Panama and Colon to effect the improve- 
ments above referred to, and the Government of the United States shall be 


| authorized to impose and collect equitable water rates previously agreed 


upon with the Government of Colombia during fifty years for the service 
rendered; but on the expiration of said term, the use of the water shall be 
free for the inhabitants of Panama and Colon, except to the extent that may 
be necessary for the maintenance of said aqueducts. 


. ARtroLE VI. 


The Republic of Colombia agrees that it will not cede or lease to any for- 
eign government any of its islands or harbors within or adjacent to the Bay 
of Panama, nor on the Atlantic coast of Colombia between the Atrato River 
and the western boundary of the department of Panama for the purpose of 
establishing fortifications, naval or coaling stations, military posts, docks, or 
other works that might interfere with the construction, maintenance, opera- 
tion, protection, safety, and free use of the canal and are works. In 
order to enable Colombia to comply with this stipulation the Government 
of the United States agrees to give Colombia the material support that may 
be required, in order to prevent the occupation of said islands and ports, 
guaranteeing there the sovereignty, independence, and integrity of Colombia. 


ARTICLE VII. 
The Republic of Colombia includes in the foregoing grant the right, with- 


| out obstacle, cost, or impediment, to the free navigation and use of the 


waters of the Chagres River and other streams, lakes, and lagoons, and of all 
waterways, natural and artificial, within the jurisdiction and under the do- 
minion oft e Republic of Colombia in the department of Panama, that may 
be necessary or desirable for the construction, maintenance, and operation 
of the canal and its auxiliary works, including the right to raise and lower 
the levels of the waters and to deflect them, and to rectify and navigate any 
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and all streams, lakes, and lagoons. All damages caused to private land- 
owners by inundation, or by the deviation of water courses, or in other ways, 
arising out of the construction or operation of the canal, shall in each case 
be appraised and settled by a joint commission appointed by the Govern- 
ments of Colombia and the United States, but the cost of the indemnities so 
agreed upon shall be borne solely by the United States. 


ARTICLE VIII. 


The Government of Colombia declares free for all time the ports at either 
entrance of the canal and the waters thereof in such manner that there shall 
not be collected by the Government of Colombia custom-house tolls, tonnage, 
anchorage, light-house, wharf, pilot, or quarantine dues, nor any other 
charges or taxes of any kind shall be levied or imposed by the Government 
of Colombia upon any vessel using or passing through the canal or belonging 
to or employed b e United States, directly or indirectly, in connection 
with the construction, maintenance, and operation of the main work or its 
auxiliaries or upon the cargo, officers, crew, or passengers of any such ves- 
sel, it being the intent of t convention that all vessels and their cargoes, 
crews, and passengers shall be permitted to use and pass through the canal 
and the ports leading thereto, subject to no other demands or impositions 
than such tolls and charges as may be imposed by the United States for the 
use of the canal and other works, it being understood that such tolls and 
charges shall be equal for vessels of all nations. 

The ports leading to the canal shall also be free to the commerce of the 
world, and no duties or taxes shall be ee except upon merchandise 
destined to be introduced for the consumption of the rest of the Republic of 
Colombia, or the department of Panama, and upon vessels touching at the 
ports of Colon and Panama, and which did not cross the canal. Though the 
said ports shall be free and agen to all, the Government of Colombia may es- 
tablish in them such custom-houses and guards as Colombia may deem nec- 
essary to collect duties on importations destined to other portions of Co- 
lombia and to prevent contraband trade. The United States shall have the 
right to make use of the ports at the two extremities of the canal as places of 
anchorage, in order to make repairs for loading, unloading, depositing, or 
transshipping cargoes either in transit or destined for the service of the canal, 


ARTICLE IX. 


There skall not be imposed any taxes, national, municipal, departmental, 
or of any other class, pon. the canal, the vessels that may use it, tugs and 
other vessels employed in the service of the canal, the railways and onary 
works, storehouses, workshops, offices, quarters for laborers, factories of all 
kinds, warehouses, wharves, machinery and other works, property and ef- 
fects appertaining to the canal or railroad, or that may be necéssary for the 
service of the canal or railroad and their dependencies, whether situated 
within the cities of Panama and Colon, or any other place authorized by the 
provision of this convention. ‘ 

Nor shall there be imposed contributions or charges of a personal char- 
acter of whatever species upon officers, employees, laborers, and other indi- 
viduals in the service of the canal and its dependencies. 


ARTICLE X. 


It is agreed that telegraph and telephone lines, when established for canal 
ur S, may also, under suitable regulations, be used for public and private 
usiness in connection with the systems of Colombia and the other American 
Republics, and with the lines of cable companies authorized to enter the 
— and territories of these Republics; but the official dispatches of the 

overnment of Colombia and the authorities of the department of Panama 
shall not pay for such service Le tolis than those required from the offi- 
cials in the service of the Uni States. 


ARTICLE XI. 


The Government of Colombia shall permit the immigration and free access 
to the lands and workshops of the canal enterprises of all employees and 
workmen of whatever nationality under contract to work upon the said 
canal and its dependencies, with their respective families, and all such per- 
sons should be free and exempt from the military service of the Republic of 
Colombia. 

ARTICLE XII. 


The United States may import at any time into the said zone, free of cus- 
tom duties, imposts, taxes, or other charges, and without any restriction, any 
and all vessels, dredges, engines, cars, machinery, tools, explosives, materials, 
supplies, and other articles necessary and convenient in the construction, 
maintenance, and operation of the canal and auxiliary works; also all provi- 
sions, medicines, clothing, supplies, and other things necessary and convenient 
for the officers, employees, workmen, and laborers in the service and employ 
of the United States within the said zone and for their families. If any suc 
articles are —— of for use without the zone and within the territory of 
the Republic, they shall be subject to the same import or other duties as like 
articles under the laws of Colombia, or the ordinances of the department of 


Panama. 
ARTICLE XIII. 


The United States shall have authority within the said zone to protect and 
make secure the canal, as well as railroads and other auxiliary works, and to 
preserve order and discipline among the laborers and other persons who may 
con, te in that region in consequence of the proposed work. 

tho Governments of Colombia and the United States shall agree upon the 
regulations necessary for said purpose, as well as to the ewe and delivery 
of criminals to the respective authorities. Special regulations also shall be 
agreed upon, in the manner aforesaid, for the establishment of laws and 
jurisdiction to decide controversies that may arise respecting contracts rela- 
tive to the construction and management of the canal and its dependencies, 
as well as to the trial and punishment of crimes that may be committed 
within the said zone of the canal. 


ARTICLE XIV. 

The works of the canal, the railways, and their auxiliaries shall be declared 
of public utility, and in consequence ali areas of land and water necessary for 
the construction, maintenance, and operation of the canal and the other 
specified works may be expropriated in conformity with the laws of Colom- 
bia, except that the indemnity shall be conclusively determined, without ap- 

1, by a joint commission appointed by the Governments of Colombia and 
the United States. : 

The indemnities awarded by the commission for such expropriations shall 
be borne by the United States, but the appraisal of said lands and the assess- 
ment of damages shall be d upon their value before the commencement 
of the work wpon the canal. 

ARTICLE XV. 


The Peptic of Colombia grants to the United States the use of all the 

ports of the Republic open to commerce as places of refuge for any vessels 

re in the canal enterprise, and for all vessels in distress having the 

right pass through the canal and wishing to anchor in said ports. Such 

oe _ be exempt from anchorage and tonnage dues on the part of 
om 
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ARTICLE XVI. 


The canal, when constructed, and the entrances thereto, shall be neutralin 
perpetuity and shall be open upon equal terms to the vessels of all nations 
at uniform tonnage and other rates that may be imposed in virtue of the 
stipulations of this convention and in conformity with the stipulations of the 
treaty entered into by the Governments of the United States and Great 
Britain on November 18, 1901, and known as the Hay-Pauncefote treaty. 


ARTICLE XVII. 


The Government of Colombia shail have the right to transport over the 
canal its vessels, troops, and munitions of war at all times, without paying 
charges of any kind. This exemption is to be extended to the auxiliary rail- 
way for the transportation of persons in the service of the Republic of Co- 
lombia or of the department of Panama, or of the police force charged with 
the preservation of public order, as well as to their baggage, munition of 
war, and supplies. F 

ARTICLE XVIII. 


The United States shall have full powerand authority to establish and en- 
force regulations for the use of the canal, railways, and the entering ports 
and auxiliary works, and to fix rates of tolls and charges thereof, subject to 
the limitations stated in the Article X VI. 


ARTICLE XIX. 


The rights and privileges granted to the United States by this convention 
shall not affect the sovereignty of the Republic of Colombia over the real 
estate that may be acquired by the United States by reason of the transfer 
of the rights of the New Panama Canal Company and the Panama Railroad 
Company lying outside of the said canal zone. 

ARTICLE XX. 

If, by virtue of an existing treaty between the Republic of Colombia and 
any third power, there may be privileges or concessions relative to an inter- 
oceanic means of communication which especially favors such third power 
and which in any of its terms may bo incompatible with the terms of the 
present convention, the Republic of Colombia agrees tocancel or modify such 
treaty in due form, for which purpose it shall give to the said third power 
the requisite notification within the term of four months from the date of the 
present convention, and in case the existing treaty contains no clause per- 
mitting their involuntary annulment, the Republic of Colombia agrees to 
procure its modification or annulment in such form that there shall not exist 
any conflicts with the stipulations of the present convention. 


ARTICLE XXI. 


The rights and privileges granted by the Republic of Colombia to the 
United States in the preceding articles are understood to be free of all an- 
terior concessions or privileges to other governments, corporations, syndi- 
cates, or individuals, and consequently if there should arise any claims on 
account of the present concessions and privileges the claimant shall resort 
to the Government of Colombia and not to the United States for any indem- 
nity or compromise which may be required. 


ARTICLE XXII. 


The Government of Colombia renounces the participation to which it 
might be entitled in the future earnings of the canal under Article XV of the 
contract with the ‘‘ Universal Panama Canal Company;” and it likewise re- 
nounces now and hereafter ail the rights reserved in the said concession 
which shall belong to Colombia at the expiration of the term of ninety-nine 
years of the concession granted to the above-mentioned company. 


ARTICLE XXIII. 


If it should become necessary at -_ time to employ armed forces for the 
safety or protection of the canal, or of the ships that make use of the same, 
or the railways and other works, the Republic of Colombia agrees to provide 
the forces necessary for such purpose, according to the circumstances of the 
case, but if the Government of Colombia can not effectively comply with this 
obligation, then, with the consent of or at the request of Colombia, or of her 
minister at Washington, or of the local authorities, civil or military, the 
United States shall employ such force as may be necessary for that sole pur- 
pose, and as soon as the necessity shall have ceased will withdraw the forces 
so employed. Under exceptional circumstances, however, on account of un- 
foreseen or imminent danger to said canal, railways, and other works, or to 
the lives and property of the persons employed upon the canal, railways,ané 
other works, the Government of the United States is authorized to act in the 
interest of their protection without the necessity of obtaining the consent 
beforehand of the Government of Colombia; and it shall give immediate ad- 
vice of the measures adopted for the purpose stated, and as soon as sufficient 
Colombian forces shall arrive to attend to the indicated purpose those of the 
United States shall retire. 
ARTICLE XXIV. 


The Government of the United States agrees to complete the construction 
of the preliminary works necessary, together with all the auxiliary works, 
in the shortest time possible; and within two years from the dato of the ex- 
change of ratification of this convention the main works of this canal proper 
shall be commenced, and it shall be opened to the traffic between the two 
oceans within twelve years after such period of two years. Incase, however, 
that any difficulties or obstacles should arise in the construction of the canal, 
which are at present impossible to foresee, in consideration of the good faith 
with which the Government of the United States shall have proceeded and 
the large amount of money expended so far on the works and the nature of 
the difficulties which may have arisen, the Government of Colombia will 
prolong the terms stipulated in this article up to twelve years more for the 
completion of the work of the canal. 


ARTICLE XXV. 


As the price or compensation for the right to use the zone granted in this 
convention by Colombia to the United States for the construction of & canal, 
together with the pa geet right over the Panama Railroad, and for the 
annuity of $250,000, gold, which Colombia ceases to receive from the said rail- 
road, as well as in compensation for other rights, privileges, and exemptions 
granted to the United States; and in consideration of ‘the increase in the ad- 
ministrative expenses of the department of Panama consequent upon the 
construction of the said canal, the Government of the United States binds 
itself to pay Colombia the amount of $7,000,000 in American gold on the ex- 
change of the ratification of this convention, after its approval by the legis- 
lative bodies by both countries, and fourteen years after the date aforesaid 
a fair and reasonable annuity that shall be agreed upon by the contracting 
Governments three years before the expiration of the above-mentioned term 
of fourteen years. In fixing this fair and reasonable annuity there shall be 
taken into consideration the present price of the usufruct of the railway as 
well as the compensation that is to be stipulated for the use of the zone and 
for the additional administrative expenses that the construction of the canai 
will impose upon Colombia; and also the advanced payment of $7.000,000 and 
the comparative cost and conditions upon which the United States reasona- 
bly could have expected to acquire concessions satisfactory to it in respect 
of any other canal route. 
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‘annuity for the following term 


But in the event that the are unable to come to an understanding Government of 
ithi bo to as to such fair and reasonable annuity, | tions loo! to 


fundamen 
then before the second year prior to the termination of the periods above re- | the United States will be authorized to occupy, under the head of a per- 
ferred to the contrac shall 


sion, to be composed 
Colombia, two by the van 


annuity that is to be 
with this article shall 


If after the la: 


XIV, the canal should not be opened to commerce, all the conces- i 
sions granted by this convention shall be forfeited land all the works, princi- ae —— be provonely: _ ee amendment by which 
in and th - oe authorized, or the matter referred to public opinion in some other way by 
without any obligation to return | calling a constituent assembly for the purpose. 


CROMWELL IMPERSONATING PETER FUNK IN A MOCK AUCTION. 


In the proposition of Colombia, Cromwell again appears in the 
the contracting parties, shall be submit- | Character of negotiator, jointly with Sefior Concha, of Colombia, 
be exchanged within a term of eight | and becomes eloquent in his praises of Colombia and the United 
States. He gives the order of triumphant hypocrisy to his deep- 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, laid scheme to defraud his country. The foregoing treaties pro- 
Washington, April 21, 1908. | posed by Colombia, Nicaragua, and Costa Rica formed the basis 
of legislation in the canal bill of June 28, 1902. 
en the canal bill passed, on June 28, 1902, and the further 
arrangements with Colombia became matters of the deepest in- 
terest and the greatest peril, Cromwell again appears, this time 
to demand the abandonment of the treaty he i 
preparing and the substitution of that which is now before the 


pal and accessor 


machinery, and 
roperty of the 


public of Colom 
ts actual rights over the Panama Railroad 
any of the sums that it may have received in conformity with this conven- 


ARTICLE XXVI. 


. and the same Republic shall recover 


eit qazeatian. when si 
or legislativ: 
this date. 


_Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt at your hands of a commu- 
nication dated the 3lst of March, 1902, and another of the 18th of April, in- 
lic of Colombia for a concessionary conven- 
ublic of Colombia and that of the United 

© completion, maintenance, operation, con- 
trol, and protection of an interoceanic canal over the Isthmus of Panama. 
Lam directed by the President to inform you that I shall be ready tc sign 
with you the proposed convention as soon as— : 
ongress of the United States shall have authorized the Presi- | Senate. 
dent to enter into such an agreement; and : ‘ 
Second. As soon as the law officers of this Government siall have decided 


closing a proposal of the Re 
tion or treaty between the 
States of America respecting 


Sefior Don Josz Vicentzs ConcHa, etc. 


The propositions of Costa Rica and Nicaragua were as follows: 
APPENDIX B. 

Protocol of an agreement between the Governments of the United States and of 
Costa Rica in regard to future negotiations for the construction of an inter- 
oceanic canal by way of Lake Nicaragua. 

between the two Governments that when the Presidentof the : . 
tates is authorized by law to acquire control of such portion of the After three hours and thirty-five minutes spent in executive 

Dit adidas | 

Ww co ic ro a and capaci cient for the 

y and draft now in uss, from a point NEW SENATE MANUAL, 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


a ee That the Committee on Rules be Gineated » consider , onpe. 
—s ne tes : iency of preparing a new manual or treatise of parliamen WwW an 
As preliminary to such future negotiations it is forthwith agroed that the Senseiene cain special reference to the history and practice of 

course of said canal and the terminals thereof shall be the same that were | and, if the 

stated in a treaty signed by the 
Great Britain on February 5, 1 


territory now belonging to 


f vessels of the greatest ton ‘ 
Juan del Norte, on the Caribbean Sea, via Lake Nicaragua, to 
Brito, on the Pacific Ocean, they mutually engage to enter into negotiations 
with each other to settle the plan and the agreements in detail found neces- 
sary to accomplish the construction and to provide for the ownership and 
control of the proposed canal. 


Costa Rica. 


Protocol of an agreement between the Governments of the United States and of 
Nicaragua in regard to future negotiations for the construction of an intes- 
oceanic canal by way of Lake Nicaragua. future day. 

between the two Governments that when the President of the The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

i law to acquire os = ~— ortion of the | table. 
Tagua as may be desirable and necessary on | Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn: 
rotecta canal of depth and capacity sufficient for . - . E 

of vessels of the greatest tonnage and draft now in use from a The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 45 minutes 

~ near oon a aa oe sore ae the Caribbean =, = Lake Nicaragua, 
rito, on the Pacific Ocean, y mutually agree to enter into negotiations ; eh 

~=itthenen ethan te nettindne 12, 1908, at 12 o’clock meridian. 

essary to accomplish the co 

control of the p: 

As preliminary to suc 
course of said canal and the t 
stated in a treaty si 
Great Britain on y 
United States for confirmation, 
adhered to by the United States and Nicaragua. 

In witness whereof the undersigned have signed this protocol and have 
hereunto affixed their seals. 

Done in duplicate at Washington this Ist day of 1900. 


tates is authorized 
territory now belongi 
which to construct an 


ruction and to provide for the ownership and 
h future negotiations it is forthwith agreed that the 
lenipotentiaries of the United States and 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 11, 1908. 
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4. Second Lieut. Gideon H. Williams, Eleventh Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, January 19, 1903, vice MacGregor, Fifth Infan- 
try, resigned. 

5. Second Lieut. Fred W. Bugbee, First Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, er 22, 1908, vice Howland, Twenty-fourth In- 


~ resigned. 

6. Second Lieut. William M. Goodale, Sixteenth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, January 25, 1903, vice Armstrong, Twenty- 
eighth Infantry, deceased. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY—TO BE CHAPLAIN. 


Rev. Joseph T. McKeon, of New York, March 10, 1903, vice 
McCleery, retired from active service. 


POSTMASTERS, 
LOUISIANA. 


Charles A. Austin, to be postmaster at Welsh, in the parish of 
Calcasieu and State of Louisiana. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1998. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Samuel R. Braselton, to be postmaster at Gulfport, in the county 
of Harrison and State of Mississippi, in place of Thomas A. Cleary, 
removed. 

MISSOURI. 

Edwin Long, to be postmaster at Rolla, in the county of Phelps 

and State of Missouri, in place of Charles Strobach, deceased. 
NEBRASKA. 

Caroline A. McDougall, to be postmaster at Friend, in the 
county of Saline and State of Nebraska, in place of Caroline A. 
McDougall. Incumbent’s commission expired January 27, 1903. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Alfred M. Jones, to be postmaster at Summit, in the county of 
Union and State of New Jersey, in place of William H. Coggeshall, 
removed. 

OHIO. 

Roger H. Murphey, to be postmaster at Urbana, in the county 
of Champaign and State of Ohio, in place of Roger H. Murphey. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1903. 

TEXAS. 

Dallas Harbert, to be postmaster at Commerce, in the county 
of Hunt and State of Texas, in place of Charles W. Rush. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired March 31, 1902. 

Elias J. M. Hopkins, to be postmaster at Rockdale, in the county 
of Milam and State of Texas, in place of Esta Witcher, resigned. 

Edward W. Morten, to be postmaster at Farmersville, in the 
county of Collin and State of Texas, in place of Edward W. Mor- 
ten. Incumbent’s commission expired February 15, 1903. 

Charles Rubert, to be postmaster at Port Lavaca, in the county 
of Calhoun and State of — Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1903. 

Carrie E. Vaughan, to be postmaster at Seguin, in the county of 
Guadalupe and State of Texas, in place of Carrie E. Vaughan. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1903. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 11, 1908. 


POSTMASTERS, 
COLORADO. 
J. T. Martinez, to be postmaster at Pagosa Springs, in the 
county of Archuleta and State of Colorado. 
George H. Shone, to be tmaster at Alamosa, in the county 
of Conejos and State of Colorado. 
ILLINOIS. 
Henry C. Paradis, to be aster at Momence, in the county 
of Kankakee and State of Illinois. 
Lester B. Nickerbocker, to be postmaster at Bradley, in the 
county of Kankakee and State of Illinois. 
KANSAS. 
David J. Keller, to be postmaster at National Military Home, | 
in the county of Leavenworth and State of Kansas. 
KENTUCKY. 
George W. Albrecht, to be postmaster at Middlesboro, in the 
county of Bell and State of Kentucky. 
LOUISIANA. 
Romanta T. Hart, to be postmaster at Rayne, in the parish of 
Acadia and State of Louisiana. 
NEBRASKA. 
Clarence E. Stine, to be aster at Superior, in the county 
of Nuckolls and State of Nebraska. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Edwin F. Luckenbach, to be postmaster at Mauch Chunk, in 
the county of Carbon and State of Pennsylvania. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 12, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PREtTyMAN, of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


RULES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. ALLIson, reported it with- 
out amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules is hereby authorized to reexamine 
the rules of the Senate with a view to ascertain what changes, if any, are 
necessary or expedient, and especially to make inquiry whether it is expedi- 
ent to in any way limit debate in the Senate, and if so, to what extent; that 
said committee is authorized to sit during the recess of the Senate, and em- 
loy a stenographer and other needed aid, and the expenses of said examina- 

ion shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate on vouchers to be 
approved by the chairman of the committee; and said committee shall re- 
port to the Senate their conclusions as soon as practicable after the begin- 
ning of the next session of Congress. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I desire to give a notice with 
reference to a proposed modification of the rules of the Senate, 
which I ask may be read and lie over for one day. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
submits a resolution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


I give notice that I gropee, in accordance with the provisions of Rule XL, 

to move certain amendments to the rules which will modify Rules VU, VIL, 

IX, X, XII, XIX, XXII, XXVII, XXXV, and XL, and for that purpose will 

submit the following resolution: 

4 — That the rules of the Senate be amended by adding thereto the 
ollowing: 

“The Senate may, at any time when a bill, treaty, or other measursis un- 
der consideration, by a vote of three-fifths of tho Senators present and act- 
ing, taken without debate, adopt an order fixing the time when debate upon 
such bill, treaty, or measure shall cease, and when a vote oo the same and 
all amendments pending, or that may be then offered, shall be taken without 


| further debate; and in the order fixing the time for the et such vote, 


may also limit the time which a Senator may occupy in debate between the 
adoption of such order and the final vote upon such bill, treaty, or measure. 

‘For the foregoing poet pee the following rules, namely, VII, VIII, 
IX, X, XU, XIX, XXU, XXVI, XXXYV, and XL, are modified.” 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Under the rules, the resolution 
will lie on the table until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will lie on the table, 


STATUES OF CHARLES CARROLL AND JOHN HANSON. 


Mr. McCOMAS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


_ Resolved by the Senate, That there be printed and bound of the proceed- 
ings in Congress oy the acceptance of the statues of Charles Carroll of 
Carrollton and John Hanson, presented by the State of Maryland, 1,500 
extra copies, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the useof the Senate and 500 
copies for the use and distribution of the Senators in Congress from the 


| State of Maryland. The Committee on Printing is hereby authorized to 


have the copy prepared for the Public Printer, who shall procure suitable 
process plates to be bound with these proceedings. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. 


UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT ON COLOMBIAN TREATY, 

While the doors were closed, 

Mr. FRYE (Mr. Lopas in the chair). I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the treaty with Colombia be open to general debate un- 
til Monday a that beginning with the session of Monday 
next the Senate will proceed to consider amendments which may 
be offered, and that upon each amendment speeches shall be lim- 


| ited to fifteen minutes to each Senator, but the chairman of the 


Committee on Foreign Relations and the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals shall be allowed thirty minutes on 


| each amendment; that after all amendments shall have been dis- 
| posed of one hour shall be allowed for general debate to the side 


sup ing the treaty and one hour shall be allowed to the oppo- 
nents of treaty; that not later than Tuesday next the vote 
upon the resolution for ratification shall be taken without further 
debate; that the injunction of secrecy shall then be removed from 
the speeches of Senator Moraan already printed and submitted 
to Senators, including that to be made by him on the response to 
the Senate resolntion calling for information as to the agreement 
between the Panama Canal Company and our Government, and 
they shall be printed in the Recorp; and that the speech or 
speeches made for and a the ratification of the treaty dur- 
ing the hour of general debate allowed each side shall be printed 
in the Recorp in like manner as the speeches of Senator MORGAN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lopgez in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request of the junior Senator from Maine? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
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Mr. GORMAN. I move that the injunction of secrecy be re- 


moved from the agreement just made, and that it be printed, and 
printed also in the Rrcorp. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PANAMA CANAL TREATY. 


The Senate, in executive session, having under consideration the ratifica- 
tion of the convention with the Republic of Colombia for the construction 
of the Pansma Canal (the injunction of secrecy having been removed from 
the remarks of Mr. MORGAN thereon)— 

Mr. MORGAN said: 

Mr. Presipent: Attorney-General Knox, in his examination of 
the title of the New Panama Canal Company to the concession from 
Colombia, and its right toconvey the privileges conferred and the 
property acquired in pursuance thereof, began his investigations 
at the point where the French courts began their proceedings, 
and he followed their action as far as they have gone, apparently 
withont considering whether and how far those courts have 


overstepped their jurisdictional powers in assuming that they | 


could dispose of property situated in Colombia without reference | 


to the rights, duties, or powers retained by Colombia as a sover- 
eign state, and the limitations and restrictions imposed by the 
law of Colombia upon its agent, the ‘*‘ International Interoceanic 
Canal Association.’’ So indifferent to the nature of that contract 
and the force of the statute of Colombia which gave it vitality 
were the French courts that neither they nor any of the jurists 
who have given opinions on this title seem to have attached any 
importance to those laws as the source of the title or to have 
considered the subject. 
NATURE OF CONCESSION. 

The concession is to the International Interoceanic Canal Asso- 
ciation, then organized with certain powers under the laws of 
France, which powers are changed and enlarged by the law of 
Colombia, so that it is made a company or corporation of Colom- 
bia and is made subject to the exclusive jurisdiction of Colombia, 
as to all matters that relate to its essential functions and their 
administration. That company was thus reconstructed by Co- 
lombia, and was given the power, as well as the privilege, to con- 
struct a canal at Panama, and to conduct the enterprise for the 
benefit of Colombia, and to raise money to build and equip the 
canal, 

COLOMBIA ULTIMATE, SCLE BENEFICIARY OF THE ENTERPRISE. 


As the property belonged to Colombia and was not sold or con- 
veyed to the company, but was subjected only to the privileges 
granted, and returned to Colombia when the privileges ceased or 
were forfeited, with all the plant, material, and improvements 
upon it, including the canal, without compensation, and as Co- 
lombia retained a very large interest in the gross receipts of the 
company, annually, which were guaranteed to equal $250,000 per 
annum, to be paid by the company of construction which was also 
authorized to be formed, that Government was the ultimate, sole 
beneficiary of the enterprise, and the concessionary company was 
the temporary recipient of the tolls of the canal for its compensa- 
tion or **indemnity.”’ 

MEANING OF “IMMEDIATE PROTECTION.” 


Colombia was making provision for the ownership of a great 
property that the success of the enterprise would certainly secure 
to it and the perpetual advantages that must accrue to its com- 
merce, its national power, and domestic prosperity. To guard 
these rights and interests against all interference on the part of 
the concessionnaire and on the part of any government where the 


company was permitted by Colombia to reside, and to secure its | 


right of immediate resumption of the property when for any 
cause the privilege should cease, the law of Colombia which en- 
acted the concession expressly provides that the company of con- 
struction named in the act should be and remain ‘‘ under the im- 
mediate protection ’’ of that Government. 

This ‘“‘immediate protection ’’ implies control, without which 
protection would be a dangerous undertaking to a government. 
But if the meaning of these words is limited to the narrowest sig- 
nification, the ** protection’’ has a clear and indisputable fact to 
give to it a definite meaning, namely, that permission is given to 
the concessionaire to reside in either of four foreign countries, 
and the “‘immediate protection ’’ to be given by Colombia evi- 
dently means protection against the power of such country to 
dissolve the company, or to sell its rights under judicial condem- 
nation, or to place its property in gremio legis, or to distribute 
its assets to creditors, or to create another company to take over 
the concession and assets, or authorize or decree the sale of them 
to a foreign country. 

It is the ‘‘immediate protection’? of Colombia, and not of 
France, that is provided for in the law of Colombia, and the pro- 
tection extends to the company, to its creditors, and to all con- 
cerned in it. Yet French courts assume the right to give their 
alleged protection to this company without any reference to the 


—— 


power reserved to Colombia to give it. This protection is made 

still more specific by clause 5, of article 22, of the concession. 
The question of the jurisdiction of France or her courts to give 

‘** protection’’ to the concessionaire or its successor is solved 


| only by reference to the law of Colombia, as it was when that 


effort was made by the tribunal of the department of the Seine, 


| December 14, 1888, and February 14, 1859, and by the French 


| Assembly on July 1, 1893. 


Colombia has never conceded to France or to her courts the 
right to protect the concessionnaire or its property; which right 
was reserved to Colombia in the concession, and especially Colom- 
bia never conceded the right to destroy the concessionary com- 
pany, authorized and specially empowered by her statute to build 
the canal and to transfer that right by a judicial sale to a 
purchaser. 

PROCEEDING IN FRENCH COURT. 


The proceeding in the French court was based on the alleged 
ground that the stockholders had failed to be present at a called 
meeting in sufficient numbers to take lawful action on the ques- 
tion of the dissolution of the company; and that, under article 
1871 of the civil code (of France), ** the power of deciding finally 
whether the company, under the circumstances contemplated, 
can still continue its normal course, or whether its dissolution is 
rendered necessary by the very situation in which it is placed; 
that it is now established that the Compagnie du Canal de Panama 
has ceased toact ina regular way; that it hassuspended payment 
upon its securities, and that the work on the canal is insured only 
for a very limited time; that since December 14 last it has been 
necessary to confide its management, provisionally, to appointees 
of the court; that these wholly provisional measures are now insuf- 
ficient, or will shortly become so, and that it isimportant to ward 
off danger, the consequences of which will become irreparable. 
Considering, therefore, that there is occasion for pronouncing the 
dissolution of the company and providing for its winding up; 
that there is occasion, also, for ordering a provisional execution 


| of this judgment, notwithstanding appeal and without security, 


applying article 135 of the code of civil procedure: 

The court proceeds to its decree. This semitragic recital of the 
reasons and causes that are alleged to give jurisdiction to the civil 
tribunals of the Seine, to render these summary and fatal decrees, 
presents (if they are to be taken as true, as they must be taken) 
the exact state of facts that creates a forfeiture of the entire con- 
cession, under article 22 of the law of Colombia, and give to its 
supreme court, expressly, the exclusive jurisdiction to determine, 
and leave the property in the full ownership of Colombia. If that 
law of Colombia is valid, and was thenin force, the French courts 
could not ** protect’’ the company by declaring its dissolution, or 
hand over the property to a French liquidation. It was, all the 
time, the property of Colombia, to which, by the act of forfeiture, 
or by the dissolution of the company, Colombia’s right of pos- 
session became perfect. 


RIGHTS AND POWERS CONFERRED ON LIQUIDATOR. 


But the French court went still further and conferred upon the 
liquidator rights and powers over the company and to the canal 
and its alleged assets that Colombia had never granted to the 
company and that would utterly destroy the rights ef Colombia, 
as they are defined in the concession. 

And the French court went still further, and, upon the facts 
recited, which are above copied, it decreed as follows: 

For these reasons, pronounces the dissolution of the Compagnie Univer- 
selle du Canal Interocéanique de Panama and orders that it be wound up. 

If that decree was valid, it at once devolved the title and the 
possession of all the property and property rights of the company 
in Panama upon Colombia under article 22 of the concession, and 
also under other articles of the concession. 

The above-quoted recitals of said decree show that the subject 


| of the decree and its purpose was coram non judice, and that the 


| decree was an invasion of the rights of Colombia, as they are ex- 


pressed in the concession, which was a part of the statutes of the 
company. 

This being so, all the judicial proceedings that ensued in the 
French courts fell with that judgment, and the act of July 3, 1893, 
in aid of that jurisdiction, so assumed, is of no effect, and violates 
the rights of Colombia a reserved in the concession. 

The effort of the French court to confer on the liquidator ap- 
pointed by it ‘‘the broadest powers, especially to grant or con- 
tribute to any new company all or a part of the corporate assets, 
to enter into or ratify with the contractors for the Panama Canal 
all agreements having for their purpose the insurance of the con- 
tinuance of the works, and to this end to contract all loans and 
form all sinking funds,.”’ is an exceedingly broad and startling 
assumption of jurisdiction, if such a thing is possible, under 
French laws. 
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A VIOLATION OF THE LAW OF COLOMBIA. 

But it palpably violates the law of Colombia in at least two 
particulars: (a) ‘‘The broadest powers’’ of the concessionnaire 
company, or of any transferee of the concession, can be only such 
as are granted by the law of Colombia. The construction com- 
pany can not possibly have rights or powers that are greater than 
those granted by Colombia as to the property in question. But 
that law is utterly disregarded by the French courts in this judg- 
ment. As to what,is meant by the “ broadest powers”’ is not 
stated, but the complete and exclusive ownership and the una- 
bridged power of disposal are necessary to fill up the measure of 
such ‘‘ broadest powers.’’ The subsequent action of the French 
courts and of the French Government accords with this definition, 
which far exceeds any powers conceded to the Panama Canal 
Company by Colombia. There is a studied silence in all the pro- 
ceedings of the French courts and of the French Government as 
to any rights, or interests, or powers of control by Colombia over 
its own concessionnaire, to whom it gave all it possesses, even to 
its name and its authorized places of residence. 

BASIS OF CLAIM FOR FRENCH JURISDICTION. 


It seems to have been concluded that because the company 
could select its residence at Paris, that fact alone, which is the 
only fact that connects it with France, authorized the French 
courts to take as complete jurisdiction over it as if its existence 
and all its rights were authorized by French law instead of Co- 
lombian law, even to the extent of its dissolution by their decrees, 
including the discretionary disposal of its property through a 
liquidator. And it was further assumed that the French As- 
sembly could ratify such procedure by statute and prevent credit- 
ors from controlling or conducting suits to recover their debts 
and bar their rights of action against the company unless the ap- 
pointed agent of the court to represent them should sue in his 
own name within a certain limited time, even though the debts 
are due to Colombia. These were the rights of Colombia, re- 
served, necessarily, in the concession, and not the rights of France 
or of her courts. 

There was never so sweeping and potent a jurisdiction, founded 
on so slight a basis,as the mere fact that a foreign company or 
corporation chose to take up its residence in Paris—one of four 
cities named by Colombia among which such a residence could 
be selected. 

No French law was required to authorize that residence, or, 
if any such law was required, it can not be true that France has 
no legal connection with the Panama Canal Company. If the 
residence of the company in Paris was merely through the toler- 
ance of France, by international comity, that courtesy, at least, 
should have caused France to abstain from a course of legislation 
that was calculated, if not purposely devised, to keep the ad- 
ministration of all the affairs and property of the canal in the 
hands of Frenchmen, even after a French court had destroyed the 
concessionary company by decreeing its dissolution. 

FRANCE CAN NOT ESCAPE RESPONSIBILITY. 

France can not thus violate the rights of Colombia and of the 
shareholders, bondholders, and general creditors of the Panama 
Canal Company without responsibility, and can not escape that 
responsibility by asserting that as a government she has had noth- 
tng to do with the company. 

Somebody or some government still owes these debts, and the 
French courts admit the equal validity of all of them, according 
to their respective priorities, by decreeing that 60 per cent of the 
money arising from the sale of the concession and the other as- 
sets of the old company and the new company to the United 
States shall go to the liquidator, and shall be applied by him to 
all of these debts. They are not paid, nor are they dead in law, 
= French courts hold that they are entitled to share in this 

und. 


COLOMBIA BOUND FOR BONDS ISSUED BY OLD PANAMA COMPANY. 
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If Colombia has become or shall become a party consenting to | 
all these proceedings, or if she is not such a party, she is bound | 
Jor every bond issued by the old Panama company and for all the | 


other debts of that company contracted for material furnished or 
work done for the canal. 

Such obligations, contracted by a sovereign power, are not col- 
lectible by law, but under the morality of the laws of nations 
they are of much higher obligation than the debts of persons or 
corporations, for that reason. In the moral law, then, Colombia 
is bound for these debts on the following grounds: 

First. Colombia is the chief and reali beneficiary of the work 
agreed to be done on the canal. 

Second. The lands granted by her in all cases are given, as are 
all the other privileges, in lieu of money compensation, to indem- 
nify the grantees ‘‘ for expenses incurred by them in construct- 
ing, operating, and maintaining the canal” (art. 14). The com- 
pensation for the concession, to be paid to Colombia, is “‘ shares ”’ 
amounting to 5 per cent of the gross receipts obtained by the 











enterprise * * * during the first twenty-five years after the 
opening of the canal, and 6 per cent for the second twenty-five 
years, and 7 per cent for the third twenty-five years, and 8 per 
cent until “‘ the termination of the privilege.”’ 

It is understood that these shares shall be reckoned, as has been 
said, on the gross income from all sources without any deduction 
for expenses, interest on shares, or on loans or debts against the 
company. Thecompany guarantees to the Government of Colom- 
bia that the share of the latter shall not be less than $250,000 a 

ear (art.15). With these and other rights and interests of a pub- 
ic nature in the canal and its income, Colombia also reserves the 
right to inspect the accounts and to ‘‘ intervene” in the manage- 
ment of the company through an agent in the board of adminis- 
tration. Colombia is in every sense the principal in the er.terprise, 
and the company was its agent with a limited authority. 

Among the powers conferred on this agent was ‘‘ that it shall 
undertake the execution of the work, taking charge of all finan- 
cial transactions that shall be needed”’ (art.18). The money was 
intended to be raised by the sale of interest-bearing stocks and 
bonds to build the canal. All that such contributions would add 
to the value of the enterprise was to be the property of Colombia, 
without compensation to the company, at the end of the ‘‘ priv- 
ilege,’’ or whenever the privilege should cease because of forfeiture. 

If the company failed to complete the canal within the time 
prescribed in the concession, so that all the work done and all the 
machinery of the plant and all the material accumulated fell into 
the hands of Colombia, such a forfeiture, or a forfeiture for any 
other cause, would neither pay nor extinguish the bonds, but they 
would become the debt of Colombia, rightfully or morally, and 
the acquisition of the property by her would create an implied 
promise, upon good consideration on the part of Colombia, to pay 
the debts it had authorized and empowered the company to 
create. 

This obligation has even a firmer and clearer basis in the fact 
that Colombia had sent this company out into the world to raise 
money and expend it upon a work in which she had the largest 
interest, and had thereby constituted the company its agent to 
create debts for her benefit in a manner which is prescribed in the 
concession. If a private person or a corporation or a partnership 
should do what Colombia has done, no court in Christendom 
would exonerate him from such debts. 


THE NECESSARY CONCLUSION, 


The necessary conclusion is: 

1. That these debts are not paid, but are valid and in full force. 

2. That Colombia is justly bound for their payment. 

8. The courts in France and the French Assembly had no power 
to dissolve the Panama Canal Company, or to provide for the se- 
questration of its property, or the property of Colombia in the 
canal, in the hands of a liquidator. 

4, That no power existed in those courts to make a judicial sale 
of that property, and to transfer the debts, due the bondholders, 
to the proceeds of such sale for payment. 

5. That if such sale has been made it is without legal authority. 

6. That if Colombia has assented to such sale, it only makes 
her obligation to pay the debts contracted for the construction of 
the canal clearer and more imperative. 

7. That the rights of Colombia are the same as if the decrees of 
the French court had never been made. 

8. That, if a title to the concession of Colombia can be made ta 
the United States, it can only be done by an act of the Congress 
of Colombia. 

9. That no such act has been passed by that Congress. 

10. If such an act is passed and a sale is made to the United 
States, in virtue of its provisions, Colombia must warrant the 


| title against all incumbrances, and, otherwise, it can not be satis- 
factory. 
| 


11. That it is futile, and is in promotion of fraud and pecuia- 
tion, to pay $40,000,000 for a title, under French law, to real es- 
tate located in Colombia, which instantly vested in full right, in 
the Government of Colombia, on the dissolution of the old Panama 
Canal Company, if that decree of the French court was valid. 

It being also manifest, in fact. and admitted in the decrees of 
the French courts, that the work on the canal could not be com- 
pleted by the old company, and that said company had suspended 
business, leaving nothing that the old company or its liquidator 
could convey, and nothing to show for the $40,000,000, except that 
a so-called successor of the old company will consent to what 
Colombia has the legal, equitable, and moral right to do without 
such consent, viz, to sell the property or concede rights in it for 
canal purposes to the United States. 

The work done on the canal by the old company belongs to 
Colombia, under the concession of 28th March, 1878, upon the 
facts stated in the decrees of the French courts. The contracts 
made with the liquidator of the old company, and with the New 
Panama Canal Company, if any, are new contracts, upon new and 
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valuable consideration, with many new provisions and agree- 
ments, on the basis of the first concession, but under new conces- 
s10ns. 

Neither of these agreements exonerate Colombia from liability 
for debts created under the first concession, and, if the United 
States buys another and substituted concession from Colombia, 
to be satisfactory, it should place the burden of the outstanding 
debts of the old company — Colombia, by express agreement, 
and provide for the cancellation of the new concessions to the 
liquidator of the old company and to the new company. 

Colombia alone can procure the cancellation of those new con- 
cessions, and should do so, thereby relieving the United States 
from all possible complications with France and from all the doubts 
and contentions about the deraignment of a title through the 
proceedings in the French courts, and from the fatal error of ac- 
cepting a title frum the new Panama Canal Company, without 
warranty or security, upon the mere opinion of lawyers, however 
wise and learned they may be. 

This is the only safe or satisfactory course that can be taken. 

12. Another matter that is of the deepest concern to the honor 
of the United States is, that every stockholder in the old company 
is bound to the creditors of that company by mutual, — 
agreement for a sum equal to the face value of the shares held by 
him for the payment of those debts. If the United States makes 
an agreement with the new canal company that will transfer the 
rights of those creditors to the sum it will pay for the property, 
and it is accepted by the liqmdator, as is —— as a full satis- 
faction of those debts, there will rest upon the United States the 
odium of sacrificing hundreds of millions of dollars of debts due 
to honest and innocent creditors for the sake of a bargain in the 
price of the property, and the still greater discredit of having ob- 
tained that property for about one-third of its appraised value. 

13. This just odium will grow into a natio scandal when 
the world turns to the report of our Isthmian Canal Commission 
of November 30, 1901, and finds in that report the facts and 
statements which show that the title we pure from the New 
Panama Company was obtained from the liquidator of the old 
company by men who had robbed and defrauded the old com- 

y, and that some of them had been convicted of this crime in 
the courts of France, and had been forced into the organization 
of the new company, and to make cash subscriptions to its capi- 
tal stock in settlement for those frauds and in condonation for 
those crimes. It is still a darker fact that they are to be fully re- 
paid from our Treasury for all that they sr into the new com- 
pany, while the real creditors will get little or nothing on their 
just claims. To pay $40,000,000 to such men for such a little as 
they can convey is a task that Colombia should assume, even if 
we have to pay that vast amount in order to make Colombia free 
from obligations to them, and to enable her to deal, without ob- 
struction, with the United States for full and unembarrassed 
canal concessions, 


DISINGENUOUSNESS OF THE NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY. 


The New Panama Canal Company, in the many attempts it has 
made to shove off a desperate enterprise upon the United States, 
has never, honestly and frankly, stated the facts of those trans- 
actions, but has practiced concealment and duplicity with adroit 
and persistent importunity. 

Let Colombia, who has been so heavily paid for this extension 
of its concessions to favor this dangerous play, deal with the com- 
pany that has pushed its aggressions until it has embroiled 
Colombia in civil war. 

In further discussion of this subject, if need be, the opinion of 
the Attorney-General on the laws of France, on this subject, will 
be next considered. What has been said above is based on the 
law of Colombia, granting the concession to the International 
Interoceanic Canal Association, and its effect upon the title of 
the New Panama Canal Company derived through the proceed- 
ings in the French courts and the French Parliament. The 
validity of those proceedings under French law is not a material 
question if they are void, because they violate the law of Colom- 
bia, from which these concessionaries derive all their essential 
rights, privileges, and powers. But we will proceed to reply to 
the opinion of the Attorney-General, which relates only to the 
laws of France. 

RIGHTS OF CREDITORS. 

Mr. President, the rights of the creditors of the old Panama 
Canal Company, including the holders of the interest-bearing 
stock, are independent of the powers of France to destroy them, 
and are entitled to the respect and the conscientious regard of all 
nations, and especially of a nation that buys the property that 
their money created. 

No valid judicial or legislative action has been taken in France 
that affects the rights of the ral creditors or of the bondhold- 
ers or stockholders of the old Panama Canal Com , or that 
affects the rights of Colombia, and Colombia alone the right 
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to demand the action of the courts on her rights under the con- 
cession. 

Such proceedings as were taken in France are void as to these 
parties. They were also void as to the Government of Colombia 
at its option. Colombia never assented to these proceedings, but 
she accepted the situation created by them, upon conditions, a 
year and ten months after the date of the decree that dissolved 
the old Panama Canal Company, for a consideration of $2,000,000 
in gold and $1,000,000 in stock in the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany. One of these conditions expressly forbids that company 
selling any of the property to anybody. This prohibition rested 
on the property at the time the French courts authorized its sale, 
but our Attorney-General paid no attention to that fact. 

For this important money consideration, paid to Colombia by 
the liquidator of the old company out of its assets, and to secure 
the possible completion of the canal after the liquidator had ex- 
perimented on the work from February 4, 1889, to December 10, 
1900, at a tremendous expense, and had reached the conclusion to 
abandon the sea-level canal on which more than $240,000,000 
had been expended, Colombia accepted the situation and made 
through the liquidator of the old company a prospective agree- 
ment with the New Panama Canal Company, thereafter to be 
created by him, for the completion of the canal on the new plan 
of a canal with locks. 

This was a new and distinct contract, in which the stipulations 
of the contract of 1878 were incorporated, by reference, so far as 
they were not changed by the new concession. This c 
contract contained the prohibition against the sale of the prop- 
erty, and it antedates those decrees. 

De Lesseps did not consent to this change of plan; he had 
dropped out of the entanglement. He soon went to his grave, 
under sentence to the penitentiary—a vicarious sufferer for the 
crimes of others, some of whom became stockholders, by com- 
pulsion, in the new company, and thereby obtained condonation 
of their crimes and acquittances of their debts to the old Panama 
Canal Company. 

NONACCEPTANCE OF CONSTITUTION AND BY-LAWS OF NEW PANAMA CANAL 
COMPANY BY CONGRESS OF COLOMBIA. 

The Congress of Colombia never accepted the constitution and 
by-laws of the New Panama Canal Company after it was organ- 
ized, and could not have done so under and in accordance with 
— ww toy of December 26, 1890. (Report of Attorney-Gen- 
eral, p. 170. 


PROVISIONS OF LAW NOT COMPLIED WITH. 


That law contained several conditions that were not complied 
with in the by-laws of the New Panama CanalCompany. Among 
them are the following: 

ART. 1. The Government grants to the receiver of the Compagnie Univer- 
selle du Canal de Panama an extension of ten years, in which the canal is to 
be finished and put in public operation. The said extension is consented to 
subject to the following conditions: 

rirst. The concessionary agrees to transfer all the plant of the company 
in liquidation toa new company, which shall undertake the completion of 
the work of the interoceanic cana 

Second. The new company shall be formally organized with a capital suf- 
ficient for this purpose, and shall resume the work of excavation in a serious 
and permanent manner not later than February 28, 1893. 

INADEQUACY OF CAPITAL OF NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY. 

When the organization of the New Panama Canal Company was 
completed June 26, 1894, the capital was fixed at 65,000,000 francs, 
or $13,000,000 (report of Attorney-General, p. 200). A sum so 
small for the completion of such a work, one-third of which had 
already cost the old company $260,000,000, was a palpable viola- 
tion of the above-stated condition that ‘‘the new company shall 
be formally organized with a capital sufficient to finish the canal 
and put it into public operation.’’ Such an amount of capital for 
such a work is either a patent fraud or it proves that the new 
company was no more than an experiment which, if successful, 
might again command public confidence, which had been com- 
pletely withdrawn from the enterprise. 

DESTRUCTION OF RIGHTS OF UNITED STATES DURING WAR. 

A very significant and important provision of the Colombian 
law 107, of December 26, 1890, is as follows: 

Arr. 9. All rights and obeientions created by the contract of March 23, 

of an in 


1878, for the tional canal across Colombian territory 
approved by law 28 of the same year, shall continue in force an 
vigor without other restrictions and modifications than those contained in 
the present contract. 


This law destroys the right of the United States to send its ships 
of war through when engaged in war with any other 
power, under article 6 of the concession of 1878, as follows: 

Art. 6. The United States of Colombia reserves to themselves the right to 
pass their vessels, munitions of war at all times and without paying 
any dues whatever. ue passe of the canal is strictly closed to war ves- 
sels of nations at war w may not have acquired, by public treaty 
with the Colombian Government, the right to pass by the at all times. 

The most earnest appeals were privately made to the French 
people to supply money to the enterprise, without any success, 
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and the liquidator, finding the 
Colombia was too short a time, m: 


ten Fagen extension granted by 

an additional agreement 

with Colombia, for which he paid $4,000,000 out of the assets of 
the old company, for the two extensions. 

This second contract of extension postponed the date for the 


completion of the canal until October 31, 1904. 
is dated April 4, 1893.) : : 

It contained new stipulations as to the rights of Colombia, 
which recognize the rights of Colombia under the concession of 
1878, and are entirely inconsistent with the contention that those 
rights had been affected by the decrees of the French courts even 


(This agreement 


to the slightest extent. ose stipulations are as follows: 
Arr. 6. The Republic shall enter Sete peeeaien and ownership, without 
need of previous judicial d and the canal 


thout any indemnity, 
itself the annexes dependent thereon, in conformity with the contracts 
of 1878 and 1890, in each of the following cases: 

- - new company shall not be organized within the period fixed by 
article 1; ° 

If the work shall not be resumed within the period fixed by the same 


article; 


If the receiver sells the which isto belong to the blic in case 
of lapse or abandons its maintenance, all in conformity with the provisions 
of the previous contracts, saving and excepting deterioration from 


use, unavoidable causes, or from accident; 
If the inventory mentioned in article 7 of the present contractshall not be 


made; 
If the conditions of article 2 of the same contract shall not be fulfilled. 


This is not a recognition of any right of the liquidator in the 
lands or canal privileges in the canal zone created by the judg- 
ment of the French court. On the contrary, it preserves all the 
rights of Colombia reserved in the concession of 1878 and the 
agreement of 1890 and forbids the liquidator selling ‘‘ the prop- 
erty, which belongs to the Republic in case of lapse or if the 
company abandons its maintenance.”’ 

No record in France, legislative or judicial, and no record of 
Colombia shows any act of Colombia that dispenses with this 
prohibition or that consents to or ratifies a sale of the canal prop- 
erty by the New Panama Canal oe or by the old company. 

e rights and obligations due to holders and others who 
loaned money to build the canal arose out of the law of 1878, 
under all its provisions, and especially under articles 15 and 17 of 
the concession to the old company. ese rights and obligations 
were reaffirmed as to their validity and binding force by the 
agreements for both extensions of the time for completing the 


POWERS OF THE LIQUIDATOR. 


The French courts, in the appointment of a liquidator for the 
old company, conferred powers u him that substituted his 
discretion in place of the rights and obligations due to bondhold- 
ers, suelihehtoss, and creditors of that company, and Colombia, 
in the provision above quoted, repudiated the alleged force and 
effect of such decrees. and claimed the right to direct the disposal 
of the assets of the old Panama Canal Company by the liquidator. 
If the property belonged to him, under the decree of the French 
court, Colombia had no just claim to it, and he had no occasion 
to bargain with Colombia about it. 

But the creditors, bondholders, and stockholders of the old 
company had rights and obligations due them, all relating back 
to the law of Colombia of 1878, which remain undisturbed by the 
action of the French courts in dissolving the old company, be- 
cause their decrees were void when made, upon the state of facts 
then existing, and are undisturbed by the action of Colombia, 
and Colombia did not need the law (107) of December 26, 1890, 
to preserve her rights. It was upon her rights, and not upon any 
rights vested in the liquidator of the old company, that she based 
her law of December, 1890, and her contract of 1893, with the 
liquidator of the old company. 

DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS OF THE OLD COMPANY. 


The question whether the New Panama Canal Company can 
make a satisfactory conveyance of the property it took over from 
the old Panama Canal Company, free from ineumbrance, even if 
it is confined to the strict technical view of the question as one of 
legal title, depends upon the other question, whether the debts 
and obligations of the old company are a charge on that company. 

The re of the debtor is the common pledge of his creditors, and the 
proce reof are distributed among them pro rata, unless itimate 
canaems — exist among creditors. (French Civil Code, by Cochard, 

A successor to property is not a purchaser in good faith for 
valuable consideration. "We takes the property of a dead man, or 
a dead company, subject to the rights of tors. This is true 
of a liquidator, who is only a custodian of property; first, for the 
creditors and then forthe company. He has no personal right in 
the property and no personal right to dispose of It. 

DEBTS OF OLD COMPANY FOLLOWED THE PROPERTY. 

This is universal law and is especially the law of France. It is 
also the law of Colombia, which created the old Panama Canal 
Company, and is ed in the later law of Colombia, which 
assented to the transfer of the concession of 1878 to the new canal 


company with changes and modifications. So that, {$f the old 
company was dead, under the decree of February 4, 1889, its prop- 
erty was charged with its debts by operation of law and the agree- 
ment with the new company quoted above continued that charge, 
notwithstanding anything the liquidator had done in the mean- 
timetoremoveit. The property was not sold free of incumbrance 
by the liquidator tothe new company. It was contributed by him 
to increase the assets of the new company, in which he took stock 
for the old company, as liquidator. 

But the French courts could not dissolve the old company, be- 
cause it was under the immediate protection of the Government 
of Colombia, or, if it could dissolve the company, it could not ex- 
tend its decree so as to affect any right to Colombia. They could 
not transfer the property in Panama into the bands of a liqui- 
dator, because it was in Colombia and was under that protection, 
and because the concession provides that, on the failure of the 
company, its property in Panama should revert to Colombia. 

French laws have no force in Colombia to take real estate into 
the custody of the French courts and control and administer it; 
and Colombia's law of concession of May, 1878, reserves that right 
to that Government, under the right to take the company into 
its immediate protection, and by reason of the fact that the old 
company never owned an estate in the land in the canal zone, 
but only a privilege or easement, for a limited time and upon con- 
ditions that would terminate the privilege, at the option of Co- 
lombia, without any necessity for judicial proceedings in Colombia 
or in France. 

Thus a double barrier of law is erected against the powérs con- 
ferred by the French courts upon the liquidator appointed by 
them. It was an excess of jurisdiction that fell beneath the 
sovereign powers of Colombia. 

It did not even have a pretense of existence growing out of the 
by-laws or statutes of the old company. 

The assests of a joint stock company, for the payment of its 
debts, include the personial liabilities of the stockholders for 
such debts, and the liquidator, like the receiver of a national bank, 
is bound to collect such assets and apply them to the debts. If 
the validity of the sale to the United States depends on the act of 
Colombia, she can not free the property from liability to creditors 
by merely selling it to the United States. 

In by-laws of the International Interoceanic Association 
and its transferee, the old company, the liabilities of stockholders 
to the creditors of those companies is fixed at a sum equal to the 
Jace value of the stock. This is a personal liability resting on 
more than 500,000 stockholders in France. 

The stock of the company and the privileges under the conces- 
sion constitute the real capital of the company and are its only 
assets; but this stock is interest-bearing, and in that sense it is 
also a debt of the company to the stockholders. 

All these stock subscriptions were assets and were attempted 
to be swept into the hands of the liquidator by force of the decree 
of the French courts, yet by his subsequent contract with Colom- 
bia they were preserved in full value as assets which wére re- 

uired to be turned over to the new company. If they went into 
the hands of the new company, the creditors can follow them, and 
a sale of the property received from the old company does not cut 
off the rights of the creditors as against the property of the stock- 
holders or as against the property of the company. 

The New Panama C. Company took all these assets without 
paying a dollar for them and with full knowledge of the rights of 
creditors, toward whom the liquidator held the relation of a trustee 
by operation of law. 

In the law (107) of Colombia of December, 1890, all the assets 
of the old company are agreed to be transferred to the new com- 
pany. Section 2 of article 1 (page 170of the Report of the Attor- 
ney-General) read as follows: 

First. The concessionnaire agrees to transfer all the assets of the company 
in liquidation to the new company, which shall undertake the completion of 
the work of the interoceanic canal. 

If he ever had the right to complete the canal, it was his duty, 
as liquidator, to doso. If he had not the means to complete it, 
his duty was to turn it over to Colombia, and that was the legal 
effect of what he did when he agreed with Colombia to create a 
new company to take over the assets and complete the canal. 
All the powers in France could not do that without the consent of 
Colombia and of the creditors of the old company. 

BOTH COMPANIES DESTROYED. 

If we buy the canal, and thereby prevent the new company 
from completing it, and destroy the power of the liquidator, who 
has conveyed the assets of the old company to the new com- 
pany, we thereby prevent him from collecting these debts from 
the stock , and we also dissolve the new company. But 
the French courts have not ent a liquidator of the new 
company to collect these debts for the benefit of the creditors of 
the old company, and so they are cut off. Both companies are 
destroyed, and no liquidator is appointed for the New Panama 
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Canal Company. 
francs, and the creditors are left with an almost infinite power to 
harass us with lawsuits, because after all, we become the suc- 
cessors of the new company when we buy its concessions and its 


property rights, and we thereby destroy it, as all the learned 
counsel admit will be the result. 


These assets amount to more than 600,000,000 


LIQUIDATOR NOT AUTHORIZED TO PURCHASE STOCK IN NEW COMPANY 
WITH ASSETS OF THE OLD. 


These complications in the situation account for the curious 
and unheard-of provisions in the by-laws of the New Panama Ca- 
nal Company that the liquidator of the old company has con- 
tributed (not sold) all of its assets to the new company, and then, 
‘‘as liquidator,”’ has taken stock in the new company to the 
amount of 17,000,000 francs, which stock, of course, becomes as- 
sets of the old company. The contract of December, 1890, did not 
authorize the liquidator to purchase stock in the new company 
with the assetsof the old company, yet he purchased stock with 


MR. MONCHICOURT'’S EFFORT TO HOLD CANAL PROPERTY IN FRENCH 
CONTROL. 


In Document No. 54, part 2, Fifty-seventh Congress, first ses- 
sion, page 27, the Isthmian Canal Commission, with striking 
French accent, give the following story of Mr. Monchicourt’s 
great effort to hold the property in the grasp of the French 
courts and the General Assembly of France, instead of permit- 
ting it to revert to Colombia, as the contract of May, 1878, re- 
quired, on the forfeiture of the concession: 


Early in 1892 Mr. Monchicourt had foreseen these difficulties which, in the 
name of private interests, seemed likely to baffle all his efforts and to imperil 
forever the reorganization of the work by rendering its vast assets and re- 
sources unavailable. 

He had called the attention of the governmental authorities to the p2ril of 
the legal situation as regarded such suits, and had proposed, with a view to 
the transfer of the assets to a company organized for the completion of the 
canal, or at least with a view to an equitable division among all the bond- 
holders, a special legislative modification of the case of the interoceanic canal. 

He actively resumed his efforts after the judgment of January 26, 1893, and 
soon won his case. 

The very important law of July 1, 1898 (article 2), provided that “actions 





those assets to the amount of 17,000,000 franes, thereby creating 
a debt against the new company for that amount. 

This fantastic combination was evidently intended to bind the 
stockholders of the old company, as stockholders of the new com- 
pany, to any disposition of their property—viz, the whole of the 
assets of the old company—that the new company might make of | 
it. It was a virtual seizure and confiscation of the property of 
the stockholders of the old company. 

This contract puts property that cost the stockholders of the 
old company $260,000,000, against 65,000,000 francs or $13;000,000 
of capital stock in the new company, and gave to them in pay- 
ment nothing. This arrangement was in open violation of the 
contract with Colombia, because the entire assets of the old com- 
pany were agreed to be put in against sufficient money to com- 

lete the canal to be furnished to the enterprise by the New 
Penna Canal Company. Only 60,000,000 francs was subscribed, 
when the completion of thecanal will cost $144,233,358, according 
to the estimates of the Isthmian Canal Commission. 

Besides, it took 17,000,000 francs of money of the stockholders 
in the hands of the liquidator and invested it in the capitalof the 
new company and left them bound personally for more than 
600,000,000 francs to the creditors of the old company. 

If this sort of legerdemain is good in French law, it can not be | 
** satisfactory ’’ to the American people until the creditors of the 
old company are paid or provided for to their satisfaction. 

It is enough to justify such dissatisfaction, that the New Panama 
Canal Company and the liquidator of the old company have in- 
volved themselves in this curious imbroglio, without our being 
required to work out the problems as to what company or parties 
are responsible for the collection of this unpaid stock, and whether | 
the creditors have not lost the benefit of it. 

It is unpaid stock, because it is due to the creditors upon an as- 
sessment made by the law, upon the stockholders of an insolvent 
company up to the amount of the face value of the stock held by 
them, although they have once paid it to the company. 

It is the duty of the liquidator to collect this assessment, and 
when collected it goes into the general fund for the payment of 
the debts of the company. 

DISSOLUTION OF OLD COMPANY REINSTATED COLOMBIA IN FULL OWNER- 
SHIP AND POSSESSION OF CANAL PROPERTY IN PANAMA. 

This artful and intricate plan for smothering the demands of 
the bondholders of the old company and of relieving its stock- 
holders from their liabilities fails because, in dissolving that com- 
pany, it defies the laws of Colombia and the by-laws of the old 
company, and because the dissolution of the company, if it was 
valid, ipso facto, reinstated Colombia in its full ownership and 
possession of the canal property in Panama, leaving nothing that | 
1s covered by the concession of 1878 to pass, by the decree of the 
court, to the liquidator. 

The Congress of Colombia never accepted the organization and 
by-laws of the New Panama Canal Company, which was a broad | 
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| company, with 


of any kind which the bondholders of the Universal Interoceanic Canal Com- 
pany had, whether against the legally appointed receiver or against the man- 
agers as being responsible, or for restitution for any other cause, should be 
brought by an attorney appointed at the request of the procurator of the 
Republic practicing before the civil court of the Seine by a judgment ren- 
dered in the council chamber.” 

The court of the Seine thus appointed, July 4, 1893, Mr. Lemarquis attor- 
ney for the Panama bondholders. 

According to this law (article 1) all similar proceedings then before the 
courts were suspended. 

By ommeang April 4, 1893, at Bogota the contract authorizing a second ex- 
tension, and, July 1, 1893, by the agreement of the governmental authorities 
in France, the special law for the liquidation of the Interoceanic Canal Com- 
pany, Mr. Monchicourt had, notwithstanding the extreme difficulties of that 
time, prepared the way for the reorganization of the work. Illness did not 
a permit him to enjoy the success of his effcr?<s. 

m the 2ist of July, 1893, the state of his heat: compelled him to secure 
from the court of the Seine the appointment of Mr. Gautron as coreceiver. 
Messrs. Monchicourt and Gautron worked together until March 14, 1894, on 
which day Mr. Monchicourt died. 

There remained but a short time to effect, before October 31, 1804, the 
actual reorganization of the enterprise. 

To this end Mr. Gautron, the receiver, and Mr. Lemarquis, the attorney 
for the bondholders, secured, by a series of compromises, from the managers 
of the old company, from the credit companies, from the contractors, and 
from a certain number of persons to whom various securities had been as- 
signed, their cooperation in the new work, in the form of a subscription to 
shares of the company for the completion of the canal; the amount necessary 
to complete the full sum was to be asked of the bondholders and shareholders 
of the old company. 

The by-laws of the New Panama Canal Company were regularly filed on 


| the 26th of June, 1894. 


The capital of the company was divided into 650,000 shares of 100 francs 
each, 600,000 of which were to be subscribed for; 59,000, wholly unincumbered 
were to be sent to the Colombian Government in pursuance of the laws an 
contracts authorizing the extensions. 

The assets of the old company were transferred by the receiver to the new 
recise enumerations and on terms which were clearly de- 
fined by the by-laws. These arrangements relative to the transfer of the as- 
sets were confirmed by the civil court. The court set aside objections of 
third parties which had been presented either with a view to protecting the 


| general interest, by Mr. Lemarquis, or in behalf of private interests. 


The new company was thus definitely established. 


“The judgment of January 26, 1893,’ referred to with such 
emphasis in the foregoing extract, nowhere appears in any of the 
history of this transaction presented to Congress by the Attorney- 
General or by the Isthmian Canal Commission. But Mr. Monchi- 
court found that judgment and all prior judgments of the courts 
of France insufficient as a support for the title to the property at- 
tempted to be conferred upon the liquidator by the decrees of the 
court, and equally insufficient to give confidence to the people of 
France, so as to induce them to invest additional money in the 
New Panama Canal Company, and he appealed to the French 
Government for assistance and relief, and it was granted in the 


| act of July 1, 1893. 


It is very difficult under these circumstances to find a semblance 
of truth in the contention that France as a government never had 


| any connection with the old Panama Canal Company or with the 


New Panama Canal Company. 


Viewed in the light of indisputable facts, such contentions can 
not be “‘ satisfactory.”’ 


COLOMBIA’S WAITING POLICY. 


—— 
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and open violation of the conditions of the contract of December 
10, 1890. Nothing has been done under that contract which 
estops Colombia or any creditor or stockholder of the old com- | 
pany from setting up this breach of the contract as a fraud upon 
their rights. 

The new company could not be organized under that contract 
to complete the canal without ‘capital sufficient for this pur- 
pose.”’ To organize the newcompany with only 60,000,000 francs 
when it would cost at least 721,166,790 francs to complete the 


After the New Panama Canal Company had secured $3,000,000 
gold in selling new concessions and promulgations of older ones 
| to the liquidator, which was paid out of the assets of the old com- 

pany, the 5,000,000 francs paid-up stock in the new company was 
| provided for asa bonustoColombia. She was, apparently, content 
| to await the expenditure of more money on the canal and in the 
| improvement of the railroad, knowing that in any event they 
| would both revert to her without compensation, and confidently 
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canal was a fraud of the most flagrant character, and Colombia 
has never ratified it. 
After these agreements with the liquidator were entered into 
by Colombia it was found that the capital stock of the new com- 
ny could not be raised above a cash subscription of 60,000,000 
Sao and that no money could be raised by the sale of bonds. 
This effort was urgently pressed by the then liquidator, Mr. 
Monxchicourt, for more than two years. 


believing that the forfeiture of the concession would soon place 
the canal in her possession, with all the plant and material needed 
for its final completion. 

Colombia was quite content to make progress with leisurely 
steps. 

P PRELIMINARIES TO UNLOADING ON UNITED STATES. 

The work of completing the canal on the plan of locks and dams 
went on from February, 1889, to April, 1900—eleven years—when 
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it became manifest that the canal could not be even one-third 
completed by 3ist of October, 1904, when the concession would 
terminate. 

In this distressing condition the New Panama Canal Company, 
which had not yet so far progressed as even to determine the plan 
on which the canal should be constructed, whether with two 
levels or three levels, began to look around for the opportunity to 
unload its enterprise on the United States. as 

In preparation for this it set about to procure an additional pro- 
longation of the life of the concession of April 4, 1893, and on 
April 23, 1900, it bought from the President of Colombia for 
5,000,000 francs in French coin, to be paid in Paris, a prolonga- 
tion of the extension for six years from the 31st of October, 1904. 
This proposed agreement was laid before the Congress of Colom- 
bia and was rejected. 

The constitution and the laws of Colombia required that such 
contracts should be confirmed by Congress, but the President of 
Colombia, in violation of both the laws and the constitution, signed 
the contract and received the $1,000,000 in gold from the New 
Panama Canal Company. 


The house of representatives thereupon voted that the office of | 


President of Colombia was vacant, and dissolved. 

Civil war was then begun, and has continued throughout Co- 
lombia from that time for nearly thirty-six months. 

NEW CONCESSION TO NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY. 

Whether it has been done rightfully or wrongfully as to the 
just claims, demands, and debts of the stockholders, bondholders, 
and creditors of the old Panama Canal Company, Colombia has 
granted a new concession to the New Panama Canal Company, 
dated April 4, 1893, that refers to and repeats the stipulations of 
the concession of May 18, 1878, made to the International Inter- 
oceanic Canal Association and, in connection with it, to The Uni- 
versal Interoceanic Canal Association, which is also a law of 
Colombia. 

This new concession carries all the rights of the New Panama 
Canal Company now existing in Colombia. 

That Colombia can convey these or other canal rights or priv- 
ileges to the United States is a question that relates solely to her 
supreme power as a sovereign State. If she decides that she has 
this right, it is Colombia, and not the French courts, that cuts off 
the creditors from their demands against the property by making 
it impossible for the Panama Canal Company to complete its con- 
tract to finish the canal for the benefit of the creditors. 

Colombia, as a government, has made no formal declarations 
of the forfeiture by the grantees of any concession she has made 
to any of these companies, nor has she formally taken possession 
of the property to which these concessions relate, in her sovereign 
right. Upon the facts as they exist Colombia has the clear right 
to resume the property covered by these concessions for the breach 
of the conditions on which the privileges were granted in these 
concessions, respectively, but it rests with her to assert that 
right or to waive or postpone it. She sells all her rights to the 
United States, in violation of the rights of the creditors of the 
company, and thereby she becomes liable for their just demands. 

In dealing with Colombia the United States must assume that 
the concession of April 4, 1893, which expires on the 3ist of Octo- 
ber, 1904, is in force, and that it has about one year and seven 
months to run before it expires. No forfeiture has been declared 
by Colombia, but she agrees to sell the property to the United 
States with the consent of the New Panama Canal Company. 

The New Panama Canal Company claims that it has a valid 
concession from Colombia for an additional period of six years 
from the 3ist of October, 1904, which, if it is justly due to that 


company, would give it seven years and seven months to com- | 


plete the canal. So the concessions are in full force and still sup- 
port the debts that have never been paid or barred, and Colombia 
is bound to pay them or to repudiate them. 

It is impossible to conceive that Colombia, exercising the sov- 
ereign right to convey this property to the United States, can do 
so and thereby cut off the creditors from the benefit of the agree- 
ment with the New Panama Canal Company and prevent that 


company from keeping their agreement, without at least a moral | 


responsibility to those creditors. 
NECESSITY FOR WARRANTY TITLE TO UNITED STATES. 


In view of this situation, the requirement of the act of June 28, 
1902, that the title of the property to be purchased from the New 
Panama Canal Company shall be satisfactory, must have a direct 
and inseparable relation to every fact that can cast a cloud of 
doubt upon it. Jt should be a title that carries with it a war- 
ranty from some responsible source. 

Congress can not balance the.account in the expenditure of 
$40,000,000 from the National Treasury with the voucher of the 
mere opinion of any lawyer, however great in talents, learning, or 
official dignity he may be, with no guaranty of title by a responsi- 
ble vendor or guarantor. Such a title can not be satisfactory. 





We could not accept such a guaranty, even from the sovereign 
Republic of Colombia, if we did not possess the power to enforce 
it vi et armis. 

A weak power, such as Cuba, could not afford to accept the 
guaranty of Colombia to make good so doubtful a title. If a po- 
litical party in Colombia in control of the Government should 
choose to repudiate such a conveyance, Cuba would be simply 
helpless. 

COLOMBIA SHOULD GUARANTEE THE UNITED STATES AGAINST INCUM- 
BRANCES OR LIABILITIES. 

In the presence of such vital conditions we need and should re- 
quire a guaranty from Colombia, at least, that if there are debts 
against the property we purchase, or claims that may be asserted 
by creditors or stockholders of the old Panama Canal Company, 
she shall guarantee us expressly against all such incumbrances or 
liabilities. 

It is really at this point that Colombia bolts and adroitly ar- 
ranges so that our dealings shall be with the New Panama Canal 
Company, for the purchase of its rights, or claims, including the 
concession. 

Colombia proposes to look on, as a spectator merely, while we 
deal, on our own account and risk, with the New Panama Canal 
Company to remove an obstruction that stands in the way of her 
wish to deal with the United States in selling us a concession. 

In other words, we are required to remove an incumbrance 
that rests on Colombia, at our own cost and risk, and to set her 
free from all obligations to the New Panama Canal Company, so 
that Colombia may be at liberty to deal with us in making 
changes in the situation created by the concessions to the Panama 
Canal Company. 

We are required to purchase the shoes that are occupied by 
the New Panama Canal Company, and step into them, as a con- 
dition of our privilege of buying a further or different concession 
from Colombia. 

When we have stepped into those shoes, if we should find them 
burdened with the claims of others, as to ownership, Colombia is 
willing to recognize the United States as the rightful owner, but 
is not willing to give her expressed guaranty of our title. 

A VERY UNSATISFACTORY SITUATION. 


This situation is neither satisfactory nor commendable. It does 
not comport with the duty of Congress, or the dignity or honor 
of the Government, nor is it safe as an international attitude. 
It was a false move that ever made it requisite that the Govern- 
ment of the United States, in the attitude of driving a bargain 
with the New Panama Canal Company, should employ the high- 
est diplomatic agent of the Government—the President—in the 
conduct of a mere dicker with what the Attorney-General holds 
isa mere “‘ private partnership.’’ But Congress has imposed these 
duties upon the President, and the only door of escape from them 
is that the title he is to purchase is not satisfactory, and must be 
made ‘‘ satisfactory,’’ in compliance with the act of June 28, 1902. 

As the President was to be satisfied before he could conclude 
the bargain, it is his bargain, but as the Senate or Congress must 
be satisfied before the possession of the property is accepted. it 
requires the expression of such final satisfaction to complete the 
contract. 

Is the Senate satisfied, is the question that this body is reqnired 
to answer. Into that discussion many questions and conditions 
must enter, and I will proceed to discuss some of them, not 
hoping to point out all the dangers and difficulties that environ 
the situation, but only those that are most prominent, in the 
limits of a reasonable time to be occupied in this wide field of 
discussion. To reach a conclusion that can be satisfactory we 
are confronted with a double negation that is at once unique and 
embarrassing as well as very complicated. 

NOT OUR BUSINESS TO NEGOTIATE WITH NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY. 


It was never, rightly or properly, any part of our business to 
conduct a negotiation with the New Panama Canal Company— 
the instrument of Colombia to construct the Panama Canal—a 
corporation of Colombia, and the guest of France, held by her 
laws and the decrees of her courts to obedience to the will of that 
Government. 

In this twofold bondage, and without either the consent of 
Colombia or France, this company, that is the child of a double 
paternity, appears in the character of a corporation, and as an 
anonymous company, and as a ‘*‘ private partnership,’’ to suit the 
necessity of its overtures to the United States, from time to time, 
as their conveniency has required, and, finally, to mix up its deal- 
ings with the diplomatic negotiations we have been and are now 
conducting with Colombia. 

The law of Colombia positively forbids this company making 
any overtures to the United States for the sale or transfer of its 
concession. 

Yet a government in Colombia that is called such by the utmost 
stretch of diplomatic fiction has authorized the New Panama 
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Canal Company to deal with us for that purpose. The Congress 
of Colombia alone has the power to allow such a sale by express 
enactment, amending or repealing the law of May 18, 1878. 

Yet our Government has received, entertained, and accepted 
this offer regardless of the law and constitution of Colombia or 
the wishes of those people, and without asking France a question 
as to her consent or her wishes in the premises. 

The New Panama Canal Company has thus pushed itself into 
the diplomatic arena and has made it necessary for the Senate of 
the United States to discuss and pass upon its pretensions as a 
diplomatic functionary and its character, its purposes, and its 
motives. 

WEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY SHOULD HAVE BEEN REPRESENTED BY 
FRANCE OR COLOMBIA, OR BOTH. 

Colombia or France, or both, should have undertaken to repre- 
sent this creature of manifold parentage and nondescript powers 
and attributes in its dealings with the United States, but our in- 
dulgence of its intrusions into affairs of state makes it necessary 
that we should deal directly with it. 

France has remained continuously silent during this medley of 
bargain making and diplomatic negotiations, because her people 
are angered and disgusted with the Panama 1 scheme and 
she wishes to ship its remains to America for burial. She does 
not wish even to seem to have knowledge of the existence of the 
Panama Canal. 

Colombia is anxious to become forever disconnected with the 
French exploiters of the Panama Canal, and especially to avoid 
liabilities for the debts created by them under her authority and 
for her benefit. These debts she can not escape, but must assume 
in equity and good conscience when she agrees that the New 
Panama Canal Company shall sell the property to the United 
States for a consideration to be paid to her and to that company. 

So Colombia prefers that the United States should deal directly 
with the New Panama Canal Company in aoe its so-called 
concession and property in order to avoid responsibility for 
the debts of the old Panama Canal Company and all obligations 
to its shareholders. But those are obligations that neither Co- 
lombia nor the United States can escape, except by repudiation. 

The subject with which we are dealing being thus artfully 
diverted between two directors, our attitude is painfully absurd 
and confusing. 

“A SATISFACTORY TITLE.” 

The act of June 28, 1902, requires that a saisfactory title shall 
be obtained to all the property that the President is authorized to 
acquire. 7 

Colombia can procure a satisfactory “title ’’ to the canal prop- 
erty by simply clearing off the privileges and easements that are 
connected with her title to the soil in the canal zone or appurte- 
nant thereto. 

She has the clear and just right to do this by declaring the for- 
feiture of the property under the contract of ber 10, 1890, 
clause 2 of article 1, because the New Panama Canal Company, 
as is now established. was not organized with a capital suffi- 
cient to finish the canal and put itinto operation in 1904. Butshe 
has decided not to take this course. She is afraid to offend 
France by asserting her clear right to the forfeiture of the prop- 
erty and insists that the United States shall remove the Panama 
Canal Company out of her way. 

Colombia can easily place herself in ition to safely guaran- 
teean unencumbered title tothe United States. But that is what 
she artfully refuses to do. This would be satisfactory, as to the 
legal title to the property. Whether it would be satisfactory as 
to the future peaceable and safe occupancy depends upon several 
doubtful considerations. 

PEACEFUL DISPOSITION OF PANAMA PEOPLE DOUBTFUL. 


First. Whether, in the political agitation that has so long dis- 
turbed Panama, as to which we guaranteed the sovereignty and 
ownership of Colombia as against Panama in 1846-1848, we can 
safely rely upon the peaceful dispositions of os of Panama. 

This is very doubtful because of the great admixture of races 
and the low grade of le who occupy the canal zone and its 
immediate vicinity and the more important fact that the many 
feuds and battles that have occurred in Panama since 1845 have 
been usually between the old Spanish-American Church 
and the Liberal Party, and the issue as to the political ion 
of church and state has been usually between the old ish- 
American Church Party and the Liberal Party, and the as 
to the political separation of church and state is the same that 
has caused wars for many years throughout Spanish 
America. If either of these parties grants concessions to the 
United States without the concurrence of the other the dis- 
sentients will be enemies to the United States especially to 
the canal. 

UNHEALTHFUL CONDITIONS TO BE COMBATTED. 

Second. Intimately connected with this situation is the preser- 

vation of peace and order in the canal zone and in its vicinity, 


Marcu 12, 


and the indispensable necessity, caused by the climate and the 
topography of that region, for enforcing the most stringent regu- 
lations for the security of the health of the ple there. ® 
city of Panama, with thirty to fifty thousand population, at the 
south end of the canal, and Colon, with ten to fifteen thousand, 
at the northern end, both of them the habitat and nursery of yel- 
low fever and other fatal diseases, will require rigid hygienic 
measures for the protection of human life there andin many 
other places that will be visited by ships that use the canal in 
their voyages. 

A strong police or military force will be always required to 
meet these ever-present dangers. 


INCLUSION OF PANAMA AND COLON IN CANAL ZONE NECESSARY. 


Third. If the cities of Panama and Colon are not included in 
the canal zone, these dangers will be greatly aggravated, and the 
means of suppressing or controlling them will be greatly impaired. 
A joint control of these conditions will only add confusion and 
irritation to our imbecility, and will result very soon in hostility 
between Colombia and the United States. 

A single responsible authority is indispensable to prevent or 
control these conditions as they now exist; and they will become 
more dangerous as the number of inhabitants increases. 

If these dangers can not be provided against in a treaty with 
Colombia, the nty of a title to the property, free from in- 
cumbrance, would not make the title satisfactory. 

TITLE FROM NEW PANAMA COMPANY ALONE UNSATISFACTORY. 


A title to the property of the New Panama Canal Company, 
coming directly from that company, and without the guaranty of 
Colombia that it is free from incumbrances, or the expressed un- 
dertaking of Colombia to remove them, would not be a satisfactory 
title. It would be extra hazardous in this: 

First. That Colombia is in equity and moral law bound for the 
bond debts of the old Panama Canal Company, created and sold 
to raise money to build a canal. 

(a) These bonds were issued under the law of Colombia of May 
18, 1878, which empowered the old Panama Canal Company “‘ to 
take charge of all financial transactions which may be needed ’’ in 
the construction and maintenance of the canal, and that law 
recognized bonds and debts and authorizations as being among 
such transactions. 

(b) These debts were created for the ultimate, as well aa the 
immediate, benefit of Colombia, as that Government, at the end 
of ninety-nine years, or sooner (in case of the forfeiture of the 
concession) was to receive, without com tion, all the 
erty conveyed by the concession, with all the work done and 
the improvements put upon the property by the canal company, 
and, in addition, a yearly stipend of $250,000, to commence from 
the beginning of the work on the canal. This money and $4,000,- 
000 for extension of concession was paid out of these loans. 

(c) One year and nine months after the French court had de- 
creed the dissolution of the old Panama Canal Company, during 
which period the liquidator had the exclusive possession and con- 
trol of all the canal property, Colombia entered into an agree- 
ment with the liquidate r, which was enacted by the Congress of 
Colombia (law 107, of December 26, 1890), for which it was paid 
10,000,000 francs gold, or $2,000,000, and in addition 5,000,000 
francs of paid-up stock in a new company thereafter to be formed, 
to complete the canal, thus connecting every financial transaction 
from which Colombia received any money with the power she 
conferred upon the old Panama Canal Company to raise money 
by the issue of interest-bearing stock and bonds. 

Asa condition of this agreement Colombia required that the 
liquidator should transfer (not sell) all the assets of the old 
Panama Canal ann to the new company, so agreed to be 
formed, and that it should have sufficient capital to complete the 
canal, for which the time limit should be extended for ten yeays. 
These assets had cost the stockholders over $250,000,000 in sub- 
scriptions and in bonds, for which they are still liable to the bond- 
holders to the amount of the face value of the stock held by them, 


sectively. 
* This contract is called an extension of the concession of 1878, 
but it was a new contract in which the terms of the former con- 
cession were retained. 

Colombia became a party to this new contract and thereby re- 
newed the contract of 1878. 

In article 9 of the contract of 1890 it is provided that “ all rights 
and obligations created by the contract of March 23, 1878, shall 
continue in full force and vigor.” 

These facts create an obligation on the part of Colombia to pay 
the bond debt of the old company that no ——- or private 

could escape. If Colombia can escape them, it must. be 
by an act of sepuiintion, which we are engaged in eee 

This lia created by the acts of Colombia requires the Sen- 
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AN INTERNATIONAL PUBLIO UTILITY. 


Fourth. A title derived from the New Panama Canal Company, 
as transferee of the old Panama Canal Company, through a con- 
tribution from the liquidator of the old company of all its pro 
erty and assets, takes its force and its character from the 
source that created its property rights and powers and authorizes 
the existence of the old company, and bestowed upon it the privi- 
leges, in virtue of which, alone, it could earn money in digging 
and operating an interoceanic canal across the American isthmus. 
Its character is that of an international public utility, and it is so 
denominated in the law of Colombia, from which it derived its 
legal existence. In Colombia it is a public corporation, having 
the power to assess, levy, and collect tolls on the ships, cargoes, 
and passengers of all nations and to make port and shipping regu- 
lations and enforce them by fines and penalties. Every feature 
of this corporation is marked as a public utility. 

By the same name given to it in the law of Colombia—the 
country of its origin—the French Assembly conferred upon this 
company the benefits of the lottery laws of France, with condi- 
tions in respect of the machinery used in constructing its canal 
that it should be manufactured in France, and that all material 
used in the canal should be of French origin or production. The 
company used the privileges of the lottery laws to make money 
by the sale of lottery bonds, which went into its general assets. 

France thus recognized the company, and thus endeavored to 
bring it within its sovereign power. 

The French Assembly also enacted a law, August 1, 1893, poe 
four years after the tribunal of the Seine had dissolved the ol 
Panama Canal Company to regulate suits against the company 
and to confer powers upon its liquidator. 

The acts of the French Government show an unmistakable as- 
sertion of rightful legislative authority over the old Panama 
Canal Company. This act was special and relates to ‘‘ the Uni- 
versal Company of the Panama Interoceanic Canal Company” 
by name, that the name conferred upon it in the law of 

lombia. It is impossible to believe, therefore, that France 
claims no right to control the action of this company in trans- 
ferring its rights of every kind to a foreign government. 


CONFLICT BETWEEN FRANCE AND COLOMBIA. 


Colombia has never assented to the control that France or her 
courts have exerted over this company. t, finding that they 
had wrecked the canal enterprise, made the best of the situ- 
ation by consenting that the wreck should be contributed to a 
new company, on a new contract, upon a new consideration, to 
build a canal on a new plan. 

If such action of France is void as against Colombia, as it is 
void, it can not be safely assumed, in dealing with the liquidator 
of the old Panama Canal Company or the new company, that 
France is not to be consulted in a matter so near her honor and 
so important to 1,000,000 French people who are in an angry mood 
over this affair. Her ial statute gave the power under which 
the New Panama Cunat Oomagaay was created, and all its deal- 
ings have been based upon that authority. The existence of the 
— — Canal Company dates from the French statute of 

uly 1, 1898. 

The opinions of the learned jurists that these companies and 
the liquidator are in no wise amenable to France, but are entirely 
er pen of that Government, and that they are free to dispose 
of their property without the consent or the acquiescence of 
France are so much in doubt that they are not satisfactory. 
They rest their opinion, as the Attorney-General does, upon the 
proposition that, with reference to the property they offer to sell 
to the United States, they are only a private partnership; that 
the stockholders are, in fact, private ers, and are not sub- 
ject to governmental inquiry as to what they may choose to do 
with their own property. 

The resort to such a analogies to avoid the hazard of 
asking the consent of France to the sale of the property is not 
satisfactory and may become very perilous. 


CORPORATE POWERS CONFERRED BY COLOMBIA. 


All these learned lawyers omit to take any notice of the fact 
that these companies, except the New Panama Canal Company, 
derive their real corporate existence, rights, privileges, powers, 
duties, obligations, and restrictions, and their names from the 
law of Colombia and not from the laws of France. In France 
they only have permission to do what the laws of Colombia em- 
power and require them to do. 

The New Panama Canal Company, which was the creature of 
the French courts, was created to take over and execute the con- 
cession of May peyote Boom law of Colombia, and it was so 
empowered and directed to yy 
designated successor of the old Panama Canal Com and was 
intended to hold the same legal relations 
held by the origi 
Panama Canal y. As successor to the old company the 
new company could not escape the duties and obligations to Co- 


lombia that were imposed upon the predecessor, nor could it ac- 
quire powers from the French courts that were antagonistic to, 
or were superior to, or were in addition to those conferred by the 
(5) law of Colombia of May, 1878. Yet it assumed the power, 
under the authority of the French courts, to sell the canal instead 
of completing it, and to sell it and the concession made to the new 
company to a foreign government, for there is not a word in any 
record of a French court that takes any notice of the rights of 
Colombia, or assumes or admits that her consent has anything to 
do with the validity of such a sale. 


NoT “ESSENTIALLY A PARTNERSHIP.” 


It was the omission to give due weight to these facts that has led 
to the capital error that the New Panama Canal Company is “‘ es- 
sentially a partnership,”’ and, “ being a mere contractual obliga- 
tion of a private partnership for the benefit of another private 
concern (the old Panama Canal Company), there is no principle 
of law which would make the new company unable, with the con- 
sent of the other contracting party, to make use of what belongs 
to it. There isno lack of power or vires.’’ It is again said in the 
opinion of the Attorney-General, page 8, ‘‘The New Panama 
Canal Company is an anonymous partnership or association, 
composed of shareholders, which is a legal impossibility except it 
is undera law authorizing limited partnerships.’’ This definition 
omits to notice the fact that. Colombia defined this company as a 
universal joint-stock someene and the other fact that under the 
laws of France a ‘‘ shareholder ’’ does not have the rights or re- 
sponsibilities of a partner. The French law is so clear and posi- 
tive in making this distinction in the commercial code that 
‘shareholder ’’ and ‘‘ partner ’’ can not. be synonyms. 

And, further, it is said (same page), ‘* The old company is an 
anonymous partnership, which voluntarily took the form of an 
anonymous association of shareholders,’ which is not correct in 
point of fact. There isno such thing in French law asan “ anony- 
mous ee If the company is anonymous, that fact 
shows conclusively that its members are not partners. 

In its organization it took the name of the ‘* Universal Inter- 
oceanic Panama Canal Company,’’ which was given to it in the 
law of Colombia of May, 1878. That law incorporated the com- 
pany by that name and gave to it all its essential powers, and 
declared that it was ‘‘ a universal joint-stock company, under the 
immediate protection of the Government of Colombia.’’ 

In its formal organization, the company, which the law of Co- 
lombia required to be formed by its concessionnaire within a period 
of two years, declared its objects in four statements, and added 
the following, viz: ‘“‘ The whole according to the clauses and con- 
ditions of the concession, such as results from the law of the Con- 
gress of the United States of Colombia dated May 18, 1878 (law 
28th of 1878).” This organization was duly recorded under the 
laws of France, and its by-laws became the law of the compaity, 
that no court could arbitrarily set aside, unless they violate the 
laws or public policy of France. 

It was impossible under these laws that the old Panama Canal 
Company could be a “ private partnership,” or anything else than 
a public “‘ universal joint stock company, under the immediate 
protection of Colombia,” and its successor, the New Panama Canal 
Company, if it was ever a legal entity, could not be anything dif- 
ferent from the old company, holding the same concessionary 
rights under the law of Colombia. 

NECESSITY OF FRENCH PERMISSION FOR SALE OF CANAL. 

A title derived from the New Panama Canal Company can not 
be satisfactory (at least to the laymen of the United States) which 
so heavily taxes the ingenuity of the lawyers of France and the 
United States as to reduce the great public International and 
Universal Joint Stock Company, created by alaw of Colombia for 
the greatest work in the world, to dimensions and insignificance 
of private partnership. 

And when this is resorted to for the purpose of avoiding the 
duty, if not the necessity, of asking France whether or not she is 
willing to permit the sale of the canal to the United States, so as 
to avoid any future complications with that Government or with 
the French people, the situation becomes embarrassing. 

It carries with it a strong reminder that a vast sum is at stake 
upon this narrow and unsubstantial proposition, for which a des- 
oe struggle is being made, and recalls the suggestion of the 

ifficulty of getting a camel through the eye of a needle that is 
applied to the rich in a divine metaphor. 
several instances these companies are properly styled ‘‘ cor- 
ions” by counsel in their arguments and by the courts in 
their and decrees, yet the Attorney-General informs us 
that are no corporations in France, and “that France 
passed, more than a century ago, through a revolution in which 
almost everything of that kind was destroyed as though by fire.”’ 
RIGHTS AND POWERS OF CORPORATIONS UNDER THE CIVIL LAW. 

It is not a satisfactory inference from so surprising a statement 
that the entire foundation of the civil law as to the rights and 
powers of corporations as they were laid down by Domat—ihe 
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most illustrious jurist that France has produced—were all torn 
up and destroyed by any revolution that has occurred in that 
nation. France has never swept away the fundamental distinc- 


and it was so, impliedly, confirmed by article 9 of the act of July 
1, 1893. The new company to take the benefit of that law was 
not created until October 20, 1894. The ratification of the agree- 


tion between pene and corporations, nor that between | ment of December 10, 1890, was made by the tribunal of the Seine 
8 


partners and 
tions. 

Domat, in his incomparable work on civil law, in 1694, says, 
under the head ‘‘ Communities and corporations,’’ in volume 1, 
section 1435: 

For, as particular persons have their rights, their privileges, their estates, 
their affairs, their burdens, so these communities have likewise theirs; but 
with this difference, mae others, that whereas every particular person is 
master of what belongs to him, and Sompeeee of it solely according to his own 
will and pleasure, if there be no obstacle in the way, such as a minority, or 
some other incapacity, no one of the particular persons who compose those 
communities, nor the whole body together, have that right; nor can they dis- 
pose in the same manner of what belongs tothecommunity. Thus, they can 
not alienate their estate, except for just causes and according to the formal- 
ities prescribed by law; which is founded upon this, that those communities 
being erected, whether they belong to the church or state, with a view of 
promoting thereby the public good, which requires that they should always 
subsist, it is necessary that they should not be at liberty to alienate their 
estates without just cause, that they may not have it in their power to ruin 
this foundation, which makes them to subsist for the public good. 

Colombia declared in her law that ‘‘ the enterprise of the canal 
is reputed to be of public utility,’ and ‘‘ that as this enterprise is 
essentially international and for public utility it is understood 
that it shall always be kept free from political influence.”’ 

NOT SWEPT AWAY BY FRENCH REVOLUTION. 

No storm of revolution in France, whether it occurred before 
or after the old Panama Canal Company was organized, could so 
far destroy this safeguard that Colombia provided for its enter- 
prise as to change the character of the company instituted to 
work out its concession from a universal joint-stock company 
into a mere private partnership, and no such storm could sweep 
away the foundations of the civil law so as to leave public and 
private corporations and joint-stock companies in the chaotic sit- 
uations described by the Attorney-General. 

FRENCH CIVIL LAW THE CIVIL LAW OF COLOMBIA. 

The civil law as declared by Domat is the civil law of Colom- 
bia, and is in perfect accord with the common law of England 
and of the United States, as declared in many cases by our Su- 
preme Court. 

The old Panama Canal Company failed to meet its debts, and 
the French courts caused its property to be turned over to a 
liquidator while it was still at work on the canal. He tried for 
more than four years to keep the canal enterprise afloat. Many 
attachment suits were brought against the company, and the 
French people were aroused and indignant at the peculations that 
had robbed the company of large sums and left the stockholders, 
bondholders, and creditors helpless; and a race of diligence began 
between the creditors to seize the assets of the company. 

The courts had seized the property on the alleged ground of 
public duty to protect the canal property and dissolve the old 
company to prevent its interference with the courts, and prevented 
it from its rightful power of surrendering the concessions and 
property to Colombia. A scheme was devised to purchase an ex- 
tension of the concession from Colombia for 10,000,000 francs and 
to form a new company to work it out. The courts could not 
enjoin creditors and others from bringing suits, and had doubts 
about their power to authorize the liquidator to make an arrange- 
ment with Colombia. The first concession expired on the 5th of 
July, 1891, and Colombia did not agree to an extension until De- 
cember 26, 1890, and that agreement, which was conditional, did 
not become effective by the creation of the New Panama Canal 
Company to receive it until the organization of that company on 
the 20th of October, 1894. 

In the meantime the first concession had expired and the courts 
were holding on to the concession and the property, under a con- 
ditional agreement of Colombia that was never complied with, by 
creating a company “with capital sufficient to complete the canal.”’ 
Doubt and distrust attended every movement, and the conditional 
agreement with Colombia gave breathing time to the French 
courts and lawyers, while it gave Colombia the opportunity to 
accept the fact that the old company had forfeited its privileges 
and to accept $2,000,000 in payment for a new concession. 

POWER OF FRENCH COURT INADEQUATE. 

It was in this labyrinth of difficulties that it was ascertained 
that the powers of the court to deal with the situation and to pro- 
tect the liquidator were inadequate. They were not “ satisfac- 
tory,’’ and on the ist of August, 1893, the powers of the General 
Assembly of France were invoked to give the courts power to au- 
thorize the liquidator to sell or alienate the property of the old 
company and to protect him in doing so. 

This power had been given to the liquidator on the 4th of Feb- 
ruary, 1889 (Rep. of Atty. Gen., p. 198), by the decree of the tri- 
bunal of the Seine, but it was not ** satisfactory,’’ and, in the opin- 
ion of the French Assembly, it required confirmation by that body, 


reholders in anonymous companies or associa- 





on June 29, 1894, and in that decree the act of July 1, 1893, was 
expressly referred to by the courts as the foundation of its power 
to ratify that agreement. These facts established two proposi- 
tions, either of which dissipates the conclusions of the Attorney- 
General that title is valid, namely: 


PROPOSITIONS WHICH SHOW INVALIDITY OF TITLE. 


(a) That these companies were not private partnerships that 
could dispose of their property without the consent of the Govern- 
ment; and 

(b) That the Government of France, through its courts and 
its Commonwealth attorney and its General Assembly, and by a 
special act, did take charge of the old Panama Canal Company, 
and did so provide as to cause its property and franchises to be 
‘*contributed’’ to the New Panama Canal Company. 

Without such sovereign acts of France, creating new powers 
for its courts that did not before exist, and confirming a decree 
of dissolution of that company that was not authorized by law 
when such decree was made, the contract of December 10, 1890, 
would not have been carried out by the liquidator of the old com- 
pany and the stockholders of the new company; the extension of 
the concession for ten years would not have been made, and 
under the second condition of the first article and the sixth arti- 
cle of the contract of 10th of December, 1890 (Rep. of Atty. 
Gen., pp. 170 and 172), that contract would have lapsed and 
Colombia would have entered ‘‘into the possession and enjoy- 
ment, without the necessity of a previous judicial decree and 


| without indemnity, of the works of the canal and its annexes 


which revert to it in accordance with article 3 of the contract of 
1878,”’ 

It required this judicial and legislative action of France to in- 
duce Colombia to agree to the prolongation of the first concession 
and the additional inducements of 5,000,000 francs of paid-up 


| stock in the new company and 1,000,000 francs gold to reconcile 


| 


ee SS 


Colombia to this new agreement. 
Whoever was in distress, Colombia was prospering in the sale 
of new concessions. 


COMPANY LINKED WITH JUDICIAL AND LEGISLATIVE POLICY OF FRANCE. 


How can it be said, then, that this company is not linked with 
the judicial and legislative policy of France or that it is a mere 
private corporation with which that Government has no official 
connection? 

France was reluctantly driven into this policy in order to create 
new hope in the minds of the poor people who were the greatest 
sufferers from the frauds of the men who comprise the New 
Panama Canal Company. And those men were forced to form 
the new company and to bind themselves to complete the canal 
and to divide the increase with the stockholders or creditors of 
the old company, giving them, through the liquidator, 60 per cent 
of the net profits, because of threats of condign punishment for 
their crimes. This, with the sum of 600,000,000 francs that the 
stockholders of the old company were bonded for to the creditors, 
was a most reliable guaranty of the payment of the debts of the 
old company. 


DISPROPORTIONATE SHARES OF STOCKHOLDERS OF OLD AND NEW 
COMPANIES, 


All this vanishes under the proposed sale of the canal and rail- 
road stock and maps of the old company to the United States for 
$40,000,000, of which the new company is to get 40 per cent, and 
the liquidator of the old company is to get 60 per cent under an 
ent of arbitrators already made and confirmed by the tribunal 
of the Seine before the property is sold. This is like an adminis- 
tration of an estate that is expected to come to a man who is yet 
living, made by a court in prospect of his early death. 

That is to say, the stockholders of the new company under this 
award will get $16,000,000, which is $3,000,000 more than they put 
into the New Panama Canal Company, and the creditors of the 
old company will get $24,000,000 to pay their demands, which 
amount to more than $160,000,000, with interest at 5 per cent for 
more than twenty years, which would increase the sum total of 
the debt to more than $320,000,000. 

France can not be indifferent to a situation that so vitally con- 
cerns more than 1,000,000 Frenchmen, and if it is not convenient 
for the present Government to concern itself about this strange 
and unprecedented proceeding it is our duty to our own people 
that we should so provide that asu uent Government in France 
will have no just cause for claiming indemnity for the people of 
France when it shall turn out that the profits of the Panama 
Canal are as lucrative as those of the Suez Canal. 

The title of this property, to be ‘‘ satisfactory’ tothe American 
people, should be free from such possible complications, 
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MORAL TAINT IN TITLE. 


There is also a moral taint in the atmosphere of the title of the 
New Panama Canal Company that should be cleared away before 
the United States accepts it from that company. It is shown 
in the official report of the Isthmian Canal Commission and in 
the testimony of Hon. Samuel Pasco, as follows: 

The Isthmian Canal Commission, in their report of the 30th of 
November, 1901, say: 


The liquidator found himself laboring under special legal difficulties, from 
which he obtained relief by the special law of the French Chambers, dated 
July 1, 18938. (See Appendix KK.) He finally secured the organization of a 
new company on the 20th of October, 1894, with a capital stock of 650,000 
shares of 100 francs each. Six hundred thousand shares had been subscribed 
to be ~ for in cash, and 50,000 shares were given as full-paid stock to the 
Colom bian Government in compliance with the terms of the extension of the 
concession, dated December 1890. Thus the cash capital of the com- 
pany was 60,000,000 francs, or $11,640,000, a sum deemed sufficient for the pro- 
visional operations contemplated. The scandals connected with the failure 
of the old company, which had led to the prosecution and conviction of 
Deo Lesseps and other prominent persons, had made it difficult to secure even 
that amount. Suits had been brought against certain loan associations, ad- 
ministrators, contractors, and others who were oumpened to have unduly 
profited by the extravagant management of the old company. A series of 
compromises were made with these persons, by which it was agreed that 
they should subscribo for stock in the new company on condition that 
the suits should be dropped. Whatever amount remained to make up the 
60,000,000 francs, after deducting the sums thus obtained and those to be ob- 
tained by public subscription, was to be subscribed by the liquidator. The 
stock was subscribed as follows, viz: 





Francs. 
ainda nas feikd in ee edd Danabemereghbnetveyeneciined 10, 000, 000 
nn... 5. ante biadadadhieamephaedine shoes Gncibe ondue 4, 000,000 
I 5, isha ee auseh otinide Genctacbetusecdhenntbanash 4, 000, 000 
Crédit Tndustrial ot Commercial <q. oicccc ccccoscccseccccccccccccese ccc 2, 000, 000 
Administrators of the old company ...... ...--..cen coscceccesee soee-s 7, 885, 000 
I Sa. nceccnabdindese ceadenkbecetessesreqees 2, 200, 000 
POs dina ctl adevisiteanéuusbcsosebiabdbanacet , 200, 000 
I fee, ns eas ed habeadghdsie edad eebeneucss coéusees 750, 000 
I i oar id decentih pekinese sem 500, 000 
Various persons to the number of 60, who had profited by syndi- 
cates created by the old company ...........002 ccccnncnccnccs ooeece 8, 285, 700 
Hugo UL. 6b kicked so cael ceeowshneeMoacoseegubnmnsany 8,800, 000 
0 cela cigdens dmbentiebneneeesEserpeatatoooag 3, 484, ¢ 
EE inc dncck vodvcnsddentntonssebedactens eebeebasséeedses cos 15, 895, 000 
eth a  e N es wanna Mibeibbg nies 60,000, 000 


(Ges ae rae of the liquidator to the court, dated November 26, 1895, 
. 8, 9, and 13. 

PP the old company and the liquidator had raised by the sale of stock and 
bonds the sum of $246, 706,431.68, 


On the examination of Mr. Pasco, as a witness, before the 
Senate Committee on Interoceanic Canals, the foregoing abstract 
of the report from the Isthmian Canal Commission was called to 
his attention, and he made the following statements in answer to 
an viz (see fourth report of the liquidator to the court, 

ted November 26, 1895, pages 8, 9, and 13): 


Is that report among the appendixes? 

Mr. Pasco. No; it is not. 

Senator MoRGAN. Have youa copy of it? 

Mr. Pasco. There was a copy in the possession of General Ernst, I think. 
He will be before you next week. 

Senator Moraan. Is it in French or English? 

Mr. Pasco. I think itis in French. He and I had it there. We had all 
these reports and examined them. 

Senator MorGAn. You of course had information upon this very impor- 
tant and rather peculiar situation, as to the men who were being pursued, I 
suppose, in the legal proceedings of course, probably civilly and probably 
criminally, for the purpose of compelling them to disgorge money that they 
had obtained from thiscompany and had misused and squandered. You had 
the names of those people? 

Mr. Pasco. That is the only list I know of. 

Senator MorGan. Are all of these mentioned here men of this character? 

Mr. Pasco. I do not know the history of every subscription. There were 
compromises, and I do not know the history of all those Sa. I only 
know the fact that those suits and compromises wére made and contribu- 
tions were made to the stock of the company. 

Senator MORGAN. Now, you saw enough in the proof before you, the evi- 
—_— before you, toautho you to e this very strong statementabout 

em’ 

Mr. Pasco. This was prepared by General Ernst, and it isa part of the 
oe on the Panama route. 

mator MORGAN. And the Commission authorized it? 

Mr. Pasco. Oh, yes; it is stated as a part of the report of the Commission. 

Senator MorGAN. It is a finding of fact by the Commission? 

Mr. Pasco. Yes; this is the best information that the Commission had 
upon the subject. . 

Senator MorRGAN. Who were theseadministrators of the old company who 
subscribed 7,885,000 francs? 

Mr. Pasco. I can not tell you who they are. 

Senator MorGAN. I donot mean the individuals. What office was it that 
they held? You call them the “administrators” of the old company. What 
is an administrator? 

Mr. Pasco. I can not give you any information with reference to the 
stockholders other than there is there. . 

Senator MorGAN. Do you know what that means—‘administrators of the 
old company?” 

Mr. Pasco. No; I do not know what it means. 

Senator MorGAN. Did you find anywhere in the statutes or charter of the 
old company such an office as “administrator?” 

Mr. Pasco. No: I have not thought it necessary to examine. 

Senator MorGAN. You have not examined into that? 

Mr. Pasco. No, sir. 

Senator MorGan. “ Various persons to the number of 60 who had profited 
by. syndicates created by the old company.” I wish you would explain that. 

ow had they profited the syndicates created by the old company? 

Mr. Pasco. I suppose that is a part of the matter referred to on the pre- 
vious —— It is an interesting fact in the history of these subscriptions, 
but it does not affect the fact that they had subscribed. 








Senator MorGAN. Public subscription, 3,848,000 francs. I suppose that was 


by the — ublic. 

Mr. Pasco. The general public put their money in. 

Senator MorGANn. And then the liquidator comes in with 15,895,000 francs. 

Mr. Pasco. Yes. 

Senator MoRGAN. Have you ever seen a law or can you cite a law of France 
that authorizes a liquidator of a company that has gone into liquidation to 
subscribe to the stock of the new company? 

Mr. Pasco. I read the authority for that in the order of the court. 

Senator MorGAN. In the order of the court? 

Mr. Pasco. In the law and in the order of the court. 

Senator MoRGAN. What law? 

Mr. Pasco. Here is the order of the court. 

Senator MoRGAN. We have had that. I want to know the law. 

Mr. Pasco. Here is the order: 

* Appoints Mr. Joseph Brunet receiver of said company, with the broad- 
est pevem, epecially to grant or contribute to any new company all or a part 

f the corporate assets, to enter into or ratify with the contractors for the 
Panama Canal all agreements having for their purpose the continuance of 
the works, and to this end to contract all loans and form all sinking funds.” 

Senator MorGAN. In what law do you find that authority of the court? 

Mr. Pasco. In article 10 of this act of 1893 reference is made to it: 

“ArT. 10. All acts tending to alienate any assets of the company or con- 
tracts entailing a transfer of the contribution of the whole or of a part of 
the assets of the concern emanating from the receiver of the Universal Com- 
pany of the Panama Interoceanic Canal shall be subject to the approval or 
ratification of the Civil Tribunal of the Seine, who shall, on the report of one 
of the justices, pass on the question in open court.” 

Senator MorRGAN. That is all the authority you have for it? 

Mr. PAsco. The law and the charter; that is all. 

Senator MORGAN. These are acts of alienation? 

Mr. Pasco. Yes. 

Senator MorGAN. But you find there nothing authorizing a contract of 
this kind? 

Mr. Pasco. “A transfer or contribution of the whole or of a part of the 
assets of the concern.” 

Senator MoRGAN. You derive your authority from that source? 

Mr. Pasco. From the law and the charter. 

Senator MorRGAN. You have now stated the whole breadth of the law on 
which you rest? 

Mr. Pasco. Yes; I think it is expressly stated in both. There isa contri- 
bution of that 15,895,000 francs, part of the old company’s assets. 

NEW COMPANY ROBBER OF INNOCENT SHAREHOLDERS AND CREDITORS OF 
THE OLD COMPANY. 


The United States has thus officially stamped the New Panama 
Canal Company in its origin and in its conduct as the robber of 
the innocent shareholders and creditors of the old Panama Canal 
Company. 

After this New Panama Canal Company has joined the Church 
party in Colombia in bathing its filthy hands in the blood of the 
Liberal party, it is not ‘‘satisfactory’’ to our countrymen that 
we should join hands with that company in acquiring this prop- 
erty that is so fatal to all who have touched it. Especially is it 
abhorrent to our people that all who are to reside in Colombia 
should be made subject to the infamous concordat of 1888. 

After two hours and fifteen minutes spent in executive session, 
the doors were reopened. 


TARIFF CHANGES IN TREATIES, 


= TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to report to 
the Senate whether the President, by and with the advice of the Senate, can 
negotiate treaties with foreign governments by which the duties levied by 
Congress on importations can be changed or abrogated. 


Mr. TELLER. I ask that the resolution lie on the table for the 
present, to be called up by me at a later day, in order that I may 
submit some remarks thereon. 

ze PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
table. 


The resolution will lie on the 


COST OF PRINTING DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con. 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be directed to ascertain and re- 
port to the Senate the cost, for each session of the last four Congresses, of 
ae such documents, other than executive or legislative documents, 
as may have been printed by order of the Senate or by unanimous consent 
on the request of individual Senators. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 22 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, March 13, 
1908, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 12, 1903. 
CONSUL. 

William W. Masterson, of Kentucky, to be consul of the United 
States at Aden, Arabia, vice Edwin 8S. Cunningham, appointed 
consul at Bergen, Norway. 

ASSAYER. _ 

Llewellyn P. Jenkins, of South Dakota, to be assayer in charge 
of the United States assay office at Deadwood, S. Dak., to succeed 
Patrick J. Miniter, resigned. 

APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Luther S. Trowbridge, of Michigan, to be appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the district of Detroit, in the State of Michigan, te 
succeed James H. Stone, removed. 
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ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 


Amos M. Knapp, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York, to succeed Alexander Hz.mill, removed. 

George Sawter, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the district of New York, in th . State of New York, 
to succeed Joseph P. Skillman, removed. 


George Robinson, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of | 


merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York, to succeed Warner Sherwood, resigned. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

John F. Squire, of Colorado, to be register of the land office at 
Ee Springs, Colo., his term having expired. (Reappoint- 
ment. 

INDIAN AGENTS. 

John M. Carignan, of North Dakota, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Standing Rock Agency in North Dakota, vice George H. 
Bingenheimer, term expired. 

_ William G. Malin, of Iowa, to be agent for the Indians of the 
Sac and Fox Agency in Iowa, his term having expired. (Reap- 
pointment. ) 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 12, 1902. 
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE, 











Maroag 13, 


INJUNCTIONS OF SECRECY REMOVED. 

The injunction of secrecy was removed March 12, 1903, from 
the amendments reported from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions to the commercial convention with Cuba. 

The injunction of secrecy was removed March 12, 1903, from a 
supplementary convention with Mexico for the mutual extradi- 
tion of fugitives from justice, signed at the City of Mexico on 
June 25, 1902. 

The injunction of secrecy was removed March 12, 1903, from a 
treaty between the United States and the Republic of Guatemala 
for the mutual extradition of fugitives from justice, concluded at 
Washington February 27, 1903. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, March 13, 1903. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PretryMan, of the city of Washington. 

Mr. JosepH R. Haw ey, a Senator from the State of Connecti- 
cut, appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

STATISTICS OF CRIME, SUICIDE, INSANITY, ETC. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I ask leave to have printed the 
usual number of copies of Senate Document No. 11, Fifty-seventh 
Congress, second session, for the purpose of adding new material, 
which is bibliography of great importance. It is work of a re- 
markable character, by one of the most extraordinary men, who 


Luther S. Trowbridge, of Michigan, to be appraiser of mer- | has addressed his talents to an investigation of this subject, and 


chandise for the district of Detroit, in the State of Michigan. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
Medical Department, 

Maj. William Crawford Gorgas, surgeon, to be assistant sur- 

geon-general with the rank of colonel, March 9, 1903. 
To be chaplain. 
Rev. Joseph T. McKeon, of New York, March 10, 1903, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Signal Corps. 


Maj. Richard E. Thompson, Signal Corps, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, March 2, 1903. 
Corps ef Engineers. 
1. First Lient. Meriwether L. Walker, Corps of Engineers, to 
be captain, December 23, 1902. 
2. First Lieut. Robert P. Johnston, Corps of Engineers, to be 
captain, January 29, 1903. 


3. First Lieut. Robert R. Raymond, Corps of Engineers, to be 


captain, February 20, 1903. 

4. Second Lieut. Edward N. Johnston, Corps of Engineers, to 
be first lieutenant, December 23, 1902. 

5. Second Lieut. Clarence O. Sherrill, Corps of Engineers, to 
be first lieutenant, January 29, 1903. 

6. Second Lieut. John H. Poole, Corps of Engineers, to be first 
lieutenant, February 20, 1903. 

Cavalry Arm. 

7. Lieut. Col. Charles A. P. Hatfield, Fifth Cavalry, to be 
colonel, March 2, 1903. 

8. Maj. Frank West, United States Cavalry, inspector-general, 
to be lieutenant-colonel, March 2, 1903. 

9. Second Lieut. Nathaniel M. Cartmell, Seventh Cayalry, to 
be first lieutenant, February 17, 1903. 


10. Second Lieut. Otto W. Rethorst, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be | 


first lieutenant, February 22, 1903. 
Infantry Arm. 


11. Second Lieut. William B. Graham, Fifteenth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, Decémber 29, 1902. 

12. Second Lieut. E. Alexis Jeunet, First Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, December 30, 1902. 

13. Second Lieut. De Witt C. Lyles, Twelfth Infantry, to be 
first lientenant, December 31, 1902. 

1. First Lieut. Robert J. Maxey, Eighteenth Infantry, to be 
captain, March 4, 1903. 

2. Second Lieut. Charles H. Danforth, Tenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, January 9, 1903. 

8. Second Lieut. Frederick W. Mills, jr., Seventh Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, January 10, 1903. 

4, Second Lieut. Gideon H. Williams, Eleventh Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, Jan 19, 1903. 

5. Second Lieut. Fred W. Bugbee, First Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, January 22, 1903. 

6. Second Lieut. William M.Goodale, Sixteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant January 25, 1903. 





the bibliography will be very important in experimental work in 
| that branch of science. I ask therefore that the usual number 


| of copies of this document, with the bibliography, be printed, 
and that 500 additional copies be printed for the use of the Senate 
document room. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi 
asks unanimous consent for the reprinting of a document relating 
to statistics of crime, suicide, insanity, and other forms of ab- 
normality, by Arthur MacDonald. 

Mr. KEAN. I do not like to object, but I think it is not neces- 
sary to order a reprint of the document. 
| Mr. MONEY. What I desire to have printed is new matter, a 
| bibliography of all the books on this subject. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been printed once? 

Mr. MONEY. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This document has been 
| printed? 
| Mr. MONEY. The additional matter has not been printed. 
a pro tempore. That matter has not been 
printed? 

Mr. MONEY. Oh, no, the bibliography has not been printed. 
Otherwise, there would be no point in my request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All but the bibliography has 
| been printed? 
| Mr. MONEY. All but the bibliography has been published. 
This I consider of such importance that it fully warrants the re- 
quest I make. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Mississippi? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 


STATUES OF CHARLES CARROLL AND JOHN HANSON, 


| Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
| whom was referred the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
| McComas, reported it without amendment; and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That there be printed and bound of the - 
ings in Congress upon the acceptance of the statues of Charles Carroll of 
Carrollton and John Hanson, presented by the State of Maryland, 1,500 extra 
copies, of which 1,000 copies Shall be for the use of the Senate and 500 copies 
for the use and bution of the Senators in Co from the State of 
Maryland. The Committee on Printing is hereby authorized to have the 
copy red for the Public Printer, who shall procure suitable process 
plates to be bound with these proceedings. 


MICHAEL SHEEHY. 


On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, it was 


Ordered, That the rs qncemprayine Senate bill 5296, granting an in- 
crease ann to Michael Sheehy, be withdrawn from the files of the Sen- 
= and returned to the beneficiary, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 








WILLIAM JOHNSTON. 


On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers accom ying Senate bill gran a pension 
to William Johnston, te withdrawn from the files of the te and returned 
to the beneficiary, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


TARIFF CHANGES IN TREATIES, 


Mr. TELLER. I introduced a resolution yesterday and asked 
that it might lie on the table. In view of the agreement for a 
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vote, as I desire to submit some remarks on the subject, I ask that 
the resolution may still lie on the table. 


The P T pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 


COMPILATION OF VETO MESSAGES. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That the printing clerk of the Senate be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to a new edition of the tion of the veto messages of 
the Presidents, bringing it down to include the Fifty-seventh Congress. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider executive business. 


PANAMA CANAL TREATY. 


The Senate, in executive gession, having under consideration the ratifica- 
tion of the convention with the Republic of Colombia for the construction 
of the Panama Canal (the injunction of secrecy having been removed from 
the remarks of Mr. MORGAN thereon)— 

Mr. MORGAN said: 

Mr. Presipent: The old Panama Canal Conrpany was a corpora- 
tion under the law of Colombia, in which it had its origin and its 
property rights and all its powers that were useful in building a 
canal. In Franceit was an anonymous company—a joint stock 
company—under the comity of French laws and of the law of na- 
tions. Jt was not a private partnership under any law. This is 


the pivotal point, in the opinion of the Attorney-General, and it | 


is untenable. 
THE INTERNATIONAL INTEROCEANIC CANAL COMPANY AN 
FRENCH ASSOCIATION, 

**The International Interoceanic Canal Company,’’ when it re- 
ceived the concession from Colombia, May, 1878, was an anony- 
mous association existing under the law of France. It was 
organized to make exploitations and surveys, and to eut a canal 
somewhere in the American isthmus. 

COLOMBIA CHANGED ITS POWERS AND NAMB. 

Colombia, in order to give that company capacity to receive a 
concession from that Government, changed its ers by cutting 
it off from the right to construct the canal, and by requiring it to 
organize a joint stock company for that purpose, within two 
years from the date of the location of the canal, in joint agree- 
ment with Colombia. 

This ‘‘ joint stock company’’ was named in the concession as 
*‘ The International Interoceanic Canal Association,’’ and special 
powers, rights, and limitations were given to and imposed upon 
“a oo of “een . vi ‘ 

e ge in purposes an wers of the company that 
received the concession was so colliedl ok extensive that only the 
agreement for association, and its organization under that agree- 
ment, was left, and that much of it was left only to designate the 
persons who were ony ie Colombia, under the name of the 
association, but not to its powers. Even its name was 
changed, but not so as to destroy its identity. The powers, 
privileges, and rights bestowed upon it by the laws of Colombia 
constituted its existence for all practical purposes, and tliose laws 
were never changed by Colombia or France. 

To all intents and purposes this association became a corpora- 
tion of Colombia by adoption and reconstruction, and could have 
sued or been sued in any court of Colombia, or in the world, by 
that name. It was never afterwards changed, either in Colombia 
or France, but remained as Colombia fashioned it as to all its 
powers, rights, and obligations. It continued in force for nine 
years, and exists now, unless it was substituted or destroyed by a 
new concession to M. Gautrom as liquidator of the old Panama 
Canal Company, granted by a law of Colombia December 10, 1899, 

THE UNIVERSAL INTEROCEANIC CANAL ASSOCIATION. 

The company provided for in the concession to construct the 
canal and to raise money for that purpose the sale of stocks 
and bonds was required to be formed by the International Inter- 
oceanic Canal Company. It was named in the law of Colombia 
as ‘‘ The Universal Interoceanie Canal Association,’’ and was re- 
quired to be ‘‘ a joint stock company under the immediate protec- 
tion of Colombia.” No other ization created in a country 
foreign to Colombia could do the work, even if the concession 
d be transferred under article 21 to “‘ other capitalists or 
financial companies.’’ The transfer of the concession did not 
carry with it the right to do the work of construction, because 
Colombia a that the work of construction, which could 
only be done in Panama, should be done by a joint stock company 
under her immediate protection. 

ITS POWERS AND OBLIGATIONS. 

The powers, duties, liabilities, and obligations of this company 
are broadly and accurately defined in the law of Colombia of May, 
1878, constituting the complete framework of a great corporation, 


ANONYMOUS 








with permission, if it chose, to reside at Bogota, New York, Paris, 
or London. 

This joint stock company was not formed with a view to derive 
different or additional powers from the country it might select 
for its residence, but, remaining a corporation of Colombia, it 
had the right to conform to the laws of the country of its resi- 
dence, in its formal organization, which would include the legal 
incidents of the issue and sale of stocks and bonds authorized by 
and for the purposes stated in the Colombian law of incorporation. 


It is not n to examine further into its powers, in France, 
while residing there under the comity of the French Government, 
in order to determine the soundness of the assertions of the 


Attorney-General, that both of these companies are private part- 
nerships and have the right, as such, to dispose of the canal prop- 
erty and the privileges conceded by Colombia. 


NoT “A PRIVATE PARTNERSHIP.” 


The facts show that the International Interoceanic Cana] Com- 
pany was an anonymous association under French laws, when it 
was changed by the law of Colombia as to its name and its pow- 
ers, and that the ‘‘ Universal Interoceanic Canal Association’’ 
was constituted by the laws of Colombia as a “universal joint 
stock company.” It is legally impossible that either of them 
could be ‘‘a private partnership.”” These companies have none 
of the legal, constituent attributes of a partnership, either as to 
name, liabilities, or the method of control, or the right of trans- 
fer of the interests of stockholders, without affecting the legai 
organization of the company. 

THE POWERS GIVEN ARE FRANCHISES. 
Under the laws of Colombia, England, and the United States 
the powers given to the company of construction, and to the com- 
any of concession, are franchises. They are equally so in 
rance, being special privileges, granted upon certain conditions 
imposed by law, whether they are granted by a special act of in- 
corporation, or charter, or under a general law. They are 
granted to all alike, but upon special conditions connected with 
the security of the public. 

In The Bank of Augusta v. Earle, 13 Peters R., 519, andin U.S. 
v. Danbridge, 12 Wharton, 636, all the essential features of this 
case are covered, as to the law of corporations, and as to the 
comity of nations, as our Supreme Court has expounded them. 

That court defines comity as ‘‘a part of the voluntary law of 
nations.’’ Such laws can not be overridden by Frenchcourts. On 
page 595 of that great pronouncement franchises are thus defined: 

Franchises are al prteieees conferred by the Government upon indi- 
viduals, and which do not belong to the citizens of the country generally of 
common right. It is essential to the character of a franchise that it shouid 
be a grant from the sovereign authority, and in this country no franchise can 
be held which is not derived from a law of the State. 

It is equally true in France that a privilege conferred by law 
upon a partnership, or a community, or an anonymous associa- 
tion, that is not of common right enjoyed by all the people of 
France, is a franchise that emanates from the Government, 
whether under a general or special law. 

DEFINITIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS. 

Private partnerships as such have no franchises. 

Pothier, a standard French authority on civil law, says ‘‘ part- 
nership is a contract of natural right, which is formed and gov- 
erned by the rules of natural justice. If the ordinances have 
prescribed certain formalities for this contract, they have only 
been prescribed in order to serve as a proof of it, nor do they be- 
long to its substance.’’ (Pothier on Partnerships, p. 4.) 

* Partnership and community are not the same thing.’’ (Jbid., 

». &. 

- in the law of 24th of July, 1876, which is a full codification of 
French commercial law, partnerships are defined as follows: 


ARTICLE 20. A society in a collective name is one in which all the members 
are known to the public, and are all jointiy and severally liable for the debts 
of the undertaking. 


DEFINITION OF ANONYMOUS SOCIETIES. 
In articles 29 and 30 of the code 6f commerce anonymous socie- 
ties are thus defined: 


The anonymous society is so called because it is not carried on under a 
style or firm. The whole of the members, without exception, are liable only 
to the extent of their shares. Their names can not, in any case, form a part 
of the denomination under which the undertaking is placed before the public. 

The société anonyme is only the French name for a joint stock 
company. : 

In 1694 Domat said, in section 1452 of his work on the civil law: 

The ——epguaet of a corporation or community is not divided among the 
persons who com it, so as to become the engagement of every one of the 
members in particular, and it is only the community that is bound by the act 
of the person to whom it has co: tted the administration of its affairs. 


FRANCE ENCOURAGED CORPORATIONS BY GENERAL LAWS. 

If France had, in fact, abolished corporations in her revolution 
at the beginning of the nineteenth century she never undertook 
to obliterate these settled distinctions between ‘‘ private partner- 
ships’’ and joint stock companies, or anonymous companies, or to 
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change their attributes. But France never undertook to abolish 
corporations. On the contrary, she encouraged them, as all civil- 
ized nations are doing, by the enactment of general laws for the 
creation of corporate associations at the volition of private per- 
sons, Without the necessity of getting a special charter from the 


sovereign power by legislative act or by a special concession of | 


the executive power. 

The organization of an anonymous or joint stock company in 
France is precisely the same thing as the incorporation of a com- 
pany in, the United States under a general law, which practice 
prevails in all our States. 

In thus “freeing commerce’’ from the necessity of obtaining 
special legislative charters France provided at the same time the 
most stringent laws for the organization and conduct of such 
companies under the general law. In the Code Napoleon this ad- 
vance step was taken by requiring that ‘‘ every partnership must 
be in writing if it is for an object of which the value exceeds 150 
francs,’’ and by providing that ‘‘ the property of the debtor is the 
common pledge of his creditors, and the proceeds thereof are dis- 
tributed to them pro rata unless legitimate causes of preference 
exist among the creditors.’’ This is the law governing partner- 
ships, but it is not the law.as to anonymous companies. 

The laws of France pledge the property of a debtor to the pay- 
ment of his debts, in a manner that no court can lawfully defeat 
by creating a preference between creditors. 

ANONYMOUS COMPANIES CAN BE FORMED WITHOUT AUTHORIZATION OF 
FRENCH GOVERNMENT. 

On the 10th of September, 1807, France, having entered upon 

the reconstruction of the commercial law with exhaustive effort, 


enacted the French Code of Commerce, which was again revised | 


in the law of 24th of July, 1867. 


In article 29 of the Commercial Code of 1807 it is provided that— 

The société anonyme or corporation is not carried on in the firm name; it 
does not take its name from any of its members; thus recognizing the exist- 
ence of corporations and classing anonymous societies with them, after the 


Code Napoleon was adopted. This continued until the law of 24th and 29th | 


of July, 1867, when the following provision was made in article 21, viz: 
“Sociétés anonymes can hencetorward be formed without authorization 
of the Government.” 


SUCH COMPANIES UNDER SEVERE RESTRICTIONS. 


But they were put under severe restrictions as to their powers 
and as to the method of organization, that had not hitherto ap- 
plied to them, and they are held as rigidly to the powers given 
them by the law and to the methods of procedure prescribed by 
law as if they were corporations acting under special legislative 
charters. cam 4 ; 

Their associations may be dissolved, and they are subject to 
many fines for failing to comply with the laws under which they 
were organized, and to criminal penalties for neglecting to com- 
ply with the requirements of these general laws. Such provi- 
sions would greatly improve our general laws of incorporation. 

Goirand, in his Commentary on the French Code of Commerce, 
on page 103, says: 

Third parties are interested in knowing the constitution of all societies, in 
order to ascertain within what limits credit may be given to them and to 
know who are their legal directors or representatives, and to what extent 
such representatives can bind the society. 

It is with the object of enabling any interested party to readily procure 
this information that the law has imposed upon all societies the obligation to 
exercise a certain publicity within a fixed period after their foundation. 


These obligations are not imposed upon partnerships. 

If an anonymous company fails in this, or fails in recording its 
by-laws, as a public, notarial act, their organization and proceed- 
ings are void, and they are liable to criminal prosecution and to 
heavy fines. 

Partnerships, under the French law, that are “ private’’ are 
not subjected to these requirements or exposed to these penalties. 

These laws are far more rigorous in their requirements than 
the general laws of incorporation in our States and much safer 
for the people. The guards they place around promoters are 
stronger and the security they furnish stockholders are greater 
than they are in our plans of general incorporation, and they are 
liable to heavy penalties. The only thing they dispense with is 
the direct application to the Government for permission to form 
a company, which is a relief to the legislature and prevents the 
schemes for the monopoly of corporate powers, which often lead 
to bribery and corruption. Our plan of general corporations has 
this excellent feature, which renders it more satisfactory to our 
people than the plan of applying for legislative authority to or- 
ganize each separate corporation. 

It is in the manner of instituting anonymous or joint stock 
companies that the change has been made in French law and not 
as to the necessity of obtaining the authority of the law, which 
is given in a general statute instead of many special statutes; for 
the formation of such companies in France. 

Corporations, joint stock companies, and anonymous companies 
are as much dependent for their powers upon the law, when they 


are organized under a general statute, as if each association was 
| chartered by a special act. 
SUCH COMPANIES CAN NOT BE CONSIDERED AS “ PRIVATE PARTNERSEIPS.” 


The arguments that identify such organizations with private 
partnership are essentially faulty, and a title which is based solely 
on that reasoning can not be ‘‘ satisfactory.”’ 

Why this argument should be resorted to as the means of evad- 
ing an inquiry addressed to France as to whether she assents to 
or objects to the sale of this property to the United States, when 
her answer, either way, would settle the question, is not a “‘ sat- 
isfactory’’ feature of the transaction. 

If the French Government or the French courts had treated 
the old Panama Canal Company as a foreign corporation, as is 
provided for in her commercial law, no decree of dissolution of 
that company, or for the appointment of a oo and no act 
of the French Assembly providing for such decrees, or support- 
ing them, would have been resorted to. Certainly no power 
| would have been given to the liquidator to sell the concession or 
real estate situated in Colombia without the legislative consent of 
of that Government. 

It was a foreign corporation residing in France, under the comity 
of nations, while all its powers, rights, privileges, duties, and con- 
duct were ‘‘ under the immediate protection of Colombia.’’ Ac- 
cording to the decision in Earle v. The Bank of Augusta (13 Peters), 
the Colombian corporation had a right to such comity, under the 
law of nations, unless France chose to prohibit its residence in 
Paris. 

HISTORY OF THE OLD PANAMA CANAL COMPANY AS TO LEGISLATIVE AND 
JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS. 

The history of the old Panama Canal Company, as to legisla- 
tiveand judicial proceedings, divides itself into two parts, namely: 
| That which precedes the dissolution of the company by the decree 
of the French Tribunal of the Seine, dated February 4, 1889, and 
that which followed that decree. The decree was void as to the 
bondholders and stockholders of the old company, and as to Co- 
lombia, for the want of jurisdiction in the court. Butif it was 
valid, the effect of that decree of dissolution of the company was 
to prohibit the concessionaires, under the law of Colombia, dated 
May 1, 1878, from further prosecuting the work of completing the 
Panama Canal. Under that law the privileges granted in the con- 
| cession were lost by the effect of such a decree, if it was valid, and 
the title to territory covered by it was released from the privileges 
granted in the concession, and the other property of the canal com- 
pany on the Isthmus of Panama, which is designated in the con- 
cession as being forfeited in case of failure to complete the canal 
bya fixed date, became the property of Colombia, by contract and 
by operation of law. 

Notwithstanding this prohibition by the French court, Colom- 
bia had authorized her President to extend the time for com- 
pleting the canal to its grantee for a period of six years, in article 
1, clause 8, of the concession; and, having such discretionary 
power, he did not avail himself of the right to proceed_to take 
immediate possession of the property as being forfeited. Besides, 
the period of twelve years, within which the canal was to be 
completed, had not then expired. But the decree of the French 
court put the liquidator into possession as owner of all the canal 
property wherever it was located. 

In February, 1889, the date of the decree dissolving the old 
Panama Canal Company, after the expenditure of more than 
$240,000,000 on the canal and plant, about one-third of the work 
was done, and the twelve years’ limit for completing the canal 
was to expire in May, 1891. On the 10th of December, 1890, the 
President of Colombia made a contract with the liquidator of the 
old company, which extended the time for completing the canal 
for ten years, upon certain conditions, which were never per- 
formed. This was the first act of the Colombian Government 
with reference to the canal since May 23, 1878, a period of twelve 
years and six months, and it was never completed by the accept- 
ance of the organization and by-laws of the New Panama Canal 
Company, as a compliance with those conditions, by the Congress 
of Colombia. 








DISSOLUTION OF THE OLD COMPANY BY FRENCH COURTS. 

It is during this period, between May, 1878, and February, 1889, 
that we are to find authority of law for the dissolution of the old 
company by the French courts. Such authority can not be found 
in any lawful act of Colombia, or of France, or her courts, after 
the date of the decree of dissolution, in February, 1889. It isa 
question of jurisdiction, which is never created by events subse- 
quent to the decree of a court. 

Colombia had never declared the concession of 1878 forfeited, 
and had never entered on the property as being forfeited for con- 
dition broken, either before or after the decree of dissolution. 
The law of May, 1878, did not require such action to secure or 
complete the rights of Colombia. She simply remained passive, 
without taking any action against the old company. Under the 

















concession of May, 1878, she was not required to do any act to 
perfect her rights when a cause of forfeiture existed; certainly 
not to apply to the Government or courts of France for their 
assistance in resuming her property. ; 

Her subsequent contract with the liquidator of the old com- 

ny could not relate back to the decree of dissolution and make 
t valid, either as to the stockholders, bondholders, or other cred- 
itors of theoldcompany. Colombia had no such rights or powers 
over them under the concession of 1878. She could not change 
their rights under the concession by any post factum act, or by 
refusing the protection she agreed to give to ‘‘ The Universal In- 
teroceanic Canal Company ”’ in the concession of March, 1878. 

Moreover, if that decree was void, no consentive act could vali- 
date it. If it was void, it was for the want of power in the courts 
at the time the decree was rendered, and no consent, even of a 
supreme legislature, can create a jurisdiction in a court that it 
did not possess when its decree was rendered. 


WHY THE DECREE WAS VOID. 


The decree was void because it violated the law of Colombia in 
taking jurisdiction over the disposal of real estate in Colombia 
and putting the liquidator and his agents in possession and con- 
trol of the canal zone. 

It was therefore void as to the powers it conferred on the liqui- 
dator, which were in violation of the law of Colombia. It was 
void as to the stockholders because it revoked the rights they 
held under the laws of Colombia and placed those rights in the 
hands of a liquidator not chosen by them. 

It was void as to the bondholders, because it assumed to pre- 
vent them from proceeding against the company or the stock- 
holders for the collection of the bonds held by them or the interest 
thereon, which bonds-were issued under the authority of the law 
of Colombia of May, 1878. 

It was void, because it took control of a joint stock company 
that was created by the law of Colombia, and named by that law, 
with all its powers to construct a canal and the authority to raise 
money to construct it, derived directly from that law. 

It was void, because the law of Colombia did not confer upon 
the French courts, or the old Panama Canal Company, any right 
to dissolve the corporation, either under the laws of France or of 
Colombia. 

It was void, because it conferred powers on the liquidator that 
were not conferred upon the company by the laws of Colombia, 
to change the plan of the canal from a canal without locks or 
tunnels to a canal with locks and dams. 

It was void, because it assumed the right, as existing in the 
French court, which was reserved to the International Inter- 
oceanic Canal Association, to form a company to take over the | 
concession and the property and to execute the purposes and ful- 
fill the duties of the concession granted by a law of Colombia to | 
The Universal Interoceanic Canal Association, created and des- | 
ignated for those purposes by section 18 of the concession, which 
is a law of Colombia. 

It is void because it substitutes a single citizen of France to 
execute duties and functions created by the law of Colombia, 
which were confided to a *‘ Universal Joint Stock Company,’’ in 
which company Colombia had the right to be represented by a 
member of the council of administration to be appointed by the 
Government, and an inspector to examine the accounts of the 
company, and to intervene in the collections of the company; and 
an agent ‘‘ for the purpose of clearing up all doubts and present- 
ing any claims to which the contract may give rise.”’ 

t is void because the law of Colombia requires that difficulties 
between the contracting parties shall be submitted to the decision 
of the Federal supreme court of Colombia, according to the na- 
= Se This law is still in force; it has never been 
changed. 


APPOINTMENT OF PROVISIONAL ADMINISTRATORS ILLEGAL. 


On page 194 of the report of the Attorney-General a decree of 
the civil tribunal of the Seine is copied, which asserts that, in the 
proceeding in that court for the appointment of provisional ad- 
ministrators of the company, ‘‘ the order was made upon the re- 
quest presented by the Interoceanic Canal Company.’’ No record 
of the company or other fact supports the truth of this statement, 
but it must be accepted as being true until it is disproved. In 
fact, the order appointing such provisional administrators was. 
made without notice to the company and was illegal; and these 
were the administrators who undertook to represent the company 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 











































in that pemmeoting. 

Such a demand is unquestionably ‘‘a difficulty between the 
contracting parties to the concession,’’ and, under the twentieth 
article of the law of Colombia, enacting the concession, it must 
be submitted to the decision of the supreme court of Colombia. 

The appointment of administrators for the old company was 
the initial step in the dissolution of the company and turning 
over the active administration of its affairs to a liquidator. 
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In other respects the decree dissolving the company was void, 


as is shown by the indisputable facts taken from the records of 
the company and the French courts. 
JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS IN THE TRIBUNAL OF THE SEINE HASTY AND 


SUMMARY. 

It is a perfectly true description of this judicial proceeding in 
the tribunal of the Seine to say that it was hasty, intemperate, 
summary, radical,and unsupported by evidence, and that it was 
intended to meet an emergency that was created by a highly ex- 
asperated state of popular indignation against the old Panama 
Canal Company. The court states facts in support of its judg- 
ment that do not otherwise appear in the record of its proceed- 
ings, and those assumed facts are relied upon as the principal 
grounds on which the court bases its decree. .The high but 
dangerous ground of the law of necessity is taken by the court, 
but the necessity was not public and general, but private and con- 
fined to the single purpose of keeping the control of the canal in 
the hands of Frenchmen instead of permitting it to revert to 
Colombia. 

In fact, the records of the proceedings of the old Panama Canal 
Company and of its predecessor, the International Interoceanic 
Associations, and of the proceedings in the civil tribunal of the 
Seine, on the 14th and 15th of December, 1888, and of February 4, 
1889, are so abridged in the report of the Attorney-General that 
Congress is not provided with sufficient opportunity to decide, for 
itself, upon these grave questions. 

Enough appears, however, in the recitals of the decree of the 
tribunal of the Seine, set out in that report, to show that it was 
this supposed or assumed necessity furnished the pretext for as- 
serting jurisdiction, in despite of the law of Colombia, or the 
rights of the old company, or its creditors or stockholders. 

It is improper, therefore, to refer to the public history of the 
old Panama Canal Company in France and, especially in Paris, 
to account for the excited action of the courts in respect of its 
failure in financial punctuality, and the effort to prevent Colombia 
from seizing on that fact as a sufficient ground for resuming 
possession of the canal property, because that failure had created 
a lawful ground for the forfeiture of the privileges granted in the 
concession. 

INDIGNATION AND DISGUST IN FRANCE. 

The great number of people, of the middle and lower classes 
(over 600,000), who had invested their small earnings in the bonds 
and interest-bearing stocks of the old Panama Canal Company, lis- 
tened with extreme impatience to the accounts of peculations and 
frauds that filled Francewith indignation and disgust. Such classes 
were so infuriated that the Government became anxious, and it 
set the courts at work in arresting and trying suspected persons, 
and many suits, civil and criminal, were actively prosecuted 
against the alleged offenders, and convictions were had, and judg- 
ments were rendered in the courts against many offenders. The 
whole Republic was thrown suddenly into a state of agitation and 
ferment by the failure of the old company, and so threatening 
was the situation that it became a matter of political necessity to 
find some means of quieting the people. The courts were first 
resorted to, and when their powers were disputed, resort was had 
to the French assembly. 

DESPERATE EXPEDIENTS TO KEEP OLD COMPANY AFLOAT. 


The Government had anticipated this failure and had endeay- 
ored to assist the old company, by a law enacted June 8. 1888, to 
give to that company the benefits of the lottery laws of France to 
raise money after the public had withdrawn its confidence. An 
outline of this situation is given in the report of our Isthmian 
Canal Commission of November 30, 1901, which shows the des- 
perate expedients to which resort was had, by the courts and by 
the French assembly, to keep this canal project afloat and under 
the control of the French people, without regard to the rights of 
Colombia. 

COLOMBIA LESS ANXIOUS ABOUT THE SITUATION. 

Colombia was less anxious about the situation, because the sale 
of extensions of the concessions of May, 1878, was becoming a 
very lucrative business, which motive was not in the spirit or the 
language of that concession. It was a new opportunity that arose 
out of the distressed condition of the affairs of the old Panama 
Canal Company, which the concession provided should be met, 
not by the sale of an extension of the time for completing the 
canal, but by its grant, without compensation, for the very reason 
that the company might encounter misfortunes. When they 
came, it was the policy of Colombia to sell the first extension, 
rather than observe its pledge, given in the concession of 1878, 
that an extension for six years should be given free of compensa- 
tion, if the cause was just. 

M. DE LESSEPS CAREFULLY KEPT COMPANY UNDER THE IMMEDIATE PRO- 
TECTION OF COLOMBIA. 

M. de Lesseps, when he chose Paris for the residence of the old 
Panama Company, for reasons of evident distrust of the friend- 
ship of the Republic—he being a monarchist—carefully avoided 
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any act or declaration that would commit the company to the 
sovereign jurisdiction and control of the French Government; 
and he was equally careful, in framing the by-laws of his com- 
pany, to have them conformable to the laws of France, to avoid 
any possible trouble, without deriving any of their force and ef- 
fect from those laws. He carefully kept the company where Co- 
lombia had placed it—under “the immediate protection of the 
Government of Colombia.” 
CONDITIONS FOR EXTENDING TIME FOR COMPLETING CANAL FOR TEN 
YEARS NEVER PERFORMED. 

On the 10th of December, 1890, the President of Colombia made 
a contract with the liquidator of the old company, which ex- 
tended the time for completing the canal for ten years, upon cer- 
tain conditions, which were never performed. is was the first 
act of the Colombian Government with reference to the canal 
since May 23, 1878, 2 period of twelve years and six months, and 
it was never completed by the acceptance of the organization and 
by-laws of the New Panama Canal Company, as a compliance 
with those conditions. 

SUEZ CANAL AND M. DE LESSEPS. 

The success of the Suez Canal marked a new era in the world’s 
history that was so great an honor to French genius and enter- 
prise that the great engineers of France, and of all countries, 
focalized their attention and directed their studies to the gate be- 
tween the oceans across the American isthmus. No French 
engineer thought of the execution of such a work except in con- 
nection with M. de Lesseps as its head, and this was a tribute to 
his great abilities that was fully deserved. 

“THE CIVIL COMPANY OF THE INTEROCEANIC CANAL.” 
Gen. Etienne Turr, a prominent engineer, organized a com- 
y in France and had it incorporated, for the purpose of mak- 
ing explorations of canal routes in the Colombian territory of the 
American isthmus and of getting concessions from that Govern- 
ment. 

The company was styled ‘‘The Civil Company of the Inter- 
oceanic Canal,’’ with a capital of 300,000 francs, or $60,000, which, 
of course, was not intended for a construction fund for an inter- 
oceanic canal. Yet among the stated objects of the company 
was the cutting of such a canal. 

They had in view the leadership of M. de Lesseps, who was not 
an engineer, in the work of construction, and the formation of a 
company of construction under his presidency was the ultimate 
purpose of this company of General “The Civil Company 
of the Isthmian Canal’’ was intended only to locate the canal, 
after thorough studies had been made by joint arrangement with 
Colombia, and to obtain from that Government the necessary 
concessions for the purposes of construction and control. 

As soon as the canal congress at Paris had decided in favor of 
a sea-level canal at Panama the Turr Company went to work to 
prepare for its construction, and made an arrangement with M. 
de Lesseps to organize a company to construct the canal. 

This company was required to be organized, by the terms of the 
concession of Colombia,in May, 1878, and full provision was made 
by that law for its name and its powers connected with the con- 
struction of the canal. 

If it was expected, it was not required, though it was permitted, 
that the company of construction should become the owner of the 
concession which was granted to the company of which General 
Turr was president. 

The concession was granted more than a year before the com- 

ny of construction was organized, under the presidency of M. 
Ferdinand de Lesseps, or had been agreed upon. 

OLD PANAMA CANAL COMPANY ORGANIZED TO CONSTRUCT CANAL UNDER 
CONCESSION OF MAY, 1878. 

When such organization was under discussion, and to assist in 
its completion, the grantee of Colombia agreed to transfer the 
concession to a company that M. de Lesseps agreed to organize as 
the company of construction. The old Panama Canal Company 
was organized to construct the canal under the concession of May, 
1878, granted by a law of Colombia. 

OTHER RIGHTS ACQUIRED. 

This company also acquired the concession made to the com- 
pany presided over by General Turr, and thus acquired the rights, 
and took upon itself the obligations of the concessionary company, 
and. also, of the company of construction, which was required by 
the law bey concession to be organized to do the work of building 
the camal. 

It embodied in its powers, duties, and obligations all that ap- 
pertained to two —— both of which have their origin and 
right of existence in the law of Colombia of May, 1878. 

“THE CIVIL COMPANY OF THE ISTHMIAN CANAL” DESTROYED. 

The French courts and the Government of France, when they 
came to deal with the canal with a view to taking the control of 
the property into their hands a a liquidator and dissolving 
the old Panama Canal Company, found it necessary to destroy 
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the concessionary rights that were granted, by Colombia, to Gen- 
eral Turr’s company, and did so by destroying the company that 
held them. 

EFFORT MADE TO KEEP THE RIGHTS ALIVE IN HANDS OF LIQUIDATOR. 

Yet the endeavor was made to keep those rights alive in the 
hands of a liquidator, as a transferee of the concession. 
effort violated the concession in a most essential feature. Article 
21 of the concession provides that ‘‘ the grantees,” not the French 
courts, ‘‘ may transfer these rights,” the concessionary rights, not 
the right to construct the , ‘‘ to other capitalists or financial 
companies,’’ not to a receiver or liquidator. 

CONCESSIONARY RIGHTS COULD NOT BE CHANGED WITHOUT CONSENT OF 
COLOMBIA. 

Colombia did not create these concessionary rights for the pur- 
poses of speculations by brokers, and confined the right of transfer 
to men, or companies, who are “‘ capitalists’’ and could help the 
enterprise with their means and credit. 

The power to change these provisions does not exist in the French 
courts, and, without such powers, their effort to do so is of no ef- 
fect. These provisions were an essential part of the terms of the 
concession which nobody could change without the consent of 
Colombia and of the concessionaire or its transferee. 

CONCESSION TO L. N. B. WYSE. 

1. The concession made by Colombia, dated March 20, 1878, and 
enacted as a public statute of the Republic, was made nominally 
to Lucien N. B. Wyse, who accepts it in the name of the “‘ Inter- 
national Interoceanic Canal Association,’’ represented by their 
an) of administration. (See Opinion of Attorney-General, 
p. 161. 

Mr. Wyse is described in the concession as ‘‘member and dele- 
gate of the council of administration’ of that association. 

In the agreement and with reference to its provisions he was 
impersonal. He took nothing by the concession and assumed no 
responsibilities or duties. His acts as negotiator and delegate 
were alleged to be ‘‘ in conformity with powers bestowed at Paris 
from the 27th to the 29th of October, 1877, which he has exhibited 
in legal form.”’ 

This association, with its powers bestowed at Paris, is the 
grantee, Colombia being the grantor, in the concession, and its 
powers are defined by the law of Colombia 4s to the rights con- 
ceded, the uses to which they are applied, and the restrictions and 
limitations prescribed to their company and the successors as 
transferees. As to the capacity of the “* International Inter- 
oceanic Company’’ to execute the objects of the concession, so 


far as the same is not defined or limited by the law of Colombia, © 


we must look to ‘‘ the powers bestowed at Paris from the 27th to 
the 29th of October, 1877, which he (Mr. Wyse) has exhibited in 
legal form.”’ 

These subsidiary and subordinate ‘‘ powers’ are a part of the 
concession. They are indispensable to the understanding of the 
question of ‘* a good, valid, and unencumbered title ’’ to the prop- 
erty of the New Panama Canal Company, as to which the At- 
torney-General has reported his opinion to the President on a 
technical question of French law. 

“POWERS CONCEDED BY COLOMBIA. 

Those “‘ powers,”’ so adopted or conceded by Colombia as a 
feature of her concession which could not be changed without 
her consent, are even more indispensable in the ascertainment of 
another condition prescribed by the act of Congress approved 
June 28, 1902, which requires that the title of the New cinema, 
Company and its right to convey the same to the United States 
shall be *‘ satisfactory.”’ 

“POWERS” BESTOWED AT PARIS. 

These “‘ powers’’ bestowed at Paris from the 27th to the 29th of 
October, 1877, either upon or by the “‘ International Interoceanic 
Canal Association,’’ or the powers of its ‘‘ council of administra- 
tion,’’ or its organization, nowhere a in any of the papers or 
documents reported to the President, and have not been presented 
to the President or to Congress, so far as the record shows. The 
lawyers who have discussed the question of technical title under 
French law have omitted to allude to this part of ‘‘ the concession 
to Lucien N. B. Wyse,”’ as they are pleased to term this contract 
between Colombia and the International Interoceanic Canal 
Association. 

EFFECT OF COLOMBIAN LAWS UPON POWERS OF A UNIVERSAL ANONYMOUS 
COMPANY. 


It is — to discuss this subject intelligently in the ab- 
sence of that part of the concession; but discussion is open and 
can be intelligently conducted by those who inquire into the effect 
of the laws of Colombia u the powers of ‘‘a universal anony- 
mous company, which take charge of the enterprise and of 
the construction of the canal,’’ which the concession requires to 
be organized within a period of two years from its date. 

The statute of Colombia is the sole power that can prescrile 
limitations of authority to the ‘‘ Universal Anonymous Company ” 
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or to the “‘ International Interoceanie Canal Association” that 


neither of them can transgress, in respect. to this canal, and this 
Colombia has proceeded to do in its statute law. 

On the point whether the company to execute the law of Co- 
lombia creating the concession may be a “ private partnership” 
or ‘‘an anonymous company created by private agreement,” and 
not by governmental action, or a private corporation for private 

, the law of Colombia is explicit that it shall not be any 
Steen. The law of Colombia goes further and provides for the 
authorization and creation of the organization, in express terms, 


by the sovereign act < Colombia. 

The process is as fi z 

ART. 8. The necessary studies of the ground and the route of the canal 
shall be made at the expense of the grantees (International Interoceanic 
Canal Association) by an international commission of individuals and com- 
petent enginests, in which two Colombian engineers shall take The 
commission determine the general route of the chnal an 


to its diplomatic agents in the 
' matic 

United States or Europe, upon the Pesults obtained, at the latest in 1881, uD 
less unavoidable circumstances clearly proven should prevent their doin 
so. The report shall comprise, in duplicate, the scientific labors perform 
and an estimate of the proposed wor 

There is no evidence that any anonymous company in France 
had such powers under laws, or could have them by 
agreement among themselves. 

The power to do these things was bestowed by the law of 
Colombia. 

The next step is article 4: 

The grantees (the International Interoceanic Canal Association, an anony- 
mous company of France) then have a period of two years to or; 

a universal anon co ny to take charge of the enterprise and of the 
construction of canal. "Whis term shall commence from the date men- 
tioned in the preceding paragra) 

This limitation was not fixed by French law, but by Colombia 
law, and there is nothing that provides expressly for the transfer 
of the concession to ‘‘ the company of construction.” 

Colombia carefully provided otherwise, and did not yield its 
right to hold the International Interoceanic Canal Association to 
responsibility for every a they have made. And it 
never yielded this right to M. de Lesseps. 

Colombia then put the following safeguard into its statute: 

Art. 18. If the opening of the canal shall be deemed financially ible 


whom? Of course by Colombia or else by both parties], the are 
Aare to form, under the immediate ae of the TF mean my Govern- 
ment, a universal joint-stock company, which shall undertake the execution of 
the work, taking ge of all financial transactions which may be needed. 


NO EXPRESS AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER CONCESSION OF COMPANY OF 
CONSTRUCTION. 


Still, there is no express authority to transfer the concession 
given to the company of construction. It may be transferred to 
“capitalists or financial companies,’’ but the work of construc- 
tion must properly remain under the i iate protection of the 
Government of Colombia. 


IMMEDIATE PROTECTION OF COLOMBIA CAN NOT BE TAKEN AWAY 
WITHOUT CHANGE OF LAW. 


The immediate protection of Colombia, which must include the 
right of immediate control by further necessary legislation, could 
not be taken away from Colombia without a change in this stat- 
ute, nor could the International Interoceanic Canal Association 
destroy this right of Colombia, or transfer it to the jurisdiction 
of France. 


the Colombian Government direct] 


COLOMBIA’S RIGHT TO INTERVENE. 


The section above quoted also confers upon the company of con- 
struction the power to raise money for the enterprise, by ‘‘ taking 
charge of all financial transactions which may be needed.’’ 

It was in connection with the control of the financial affairs of 
the company that Colombia provided in the law that ‘‘ the Gov- 
ernment of the Republic shall have the right to appoint a com- 
mission or agent, who shall intervene (not inspect) in the collec- 
tion and examine the accounts and the distribution of the 
payment of the shares coming to the Government.”’ 

Colombia provided for a fixed rate, per cent, at different 
periods after the opening of the canal as her share in the gross in- 
come of the company until the close of the lease, thereby cutting 
off the right of the stockholders to dissolve the company without 
her consent under the authority of the laws of France or of any 
other country that might become the residence of the company of 
construction. Jn the light of these provisions, “ the immediate 
protection ’’ means the immediate control of the company of con- 
cacdael. by Colombia through such agencies as she might choose 

oa : 

This excludes the notion that Colombia ever consented, or in- 
tended, that the International Interoceanic Canal Association, or 
its successor, should deprive Colombia of these powers by organ- 
izing a company of construction in France or by a transfer of the 
concession. 

ENTERPRISE TO BE ALWAYS “PREE FROM POLITICAL INFLUENCES.” 


After reserving to herself these powers, Colombia proceeds to 
declare the general purposes and character of the company to be 
ereated under and in conformity to the law of concession. 


It is declared that “ as this enterprise is essentially international 
and for public utility, it is understood that it shall always be 
kept free from political imfluences.”” That was not meant to 
regulate the conduct of France, but of Colombia, and it was an 
international pledgeas well. These are not provisions that apply 
in the remotest degree to a ‘“‘ private partnership”’ or to civil or 
commercial companies under private control, but to corporations 
or joint-stock — that are placed under public control by 
the law of the lan 

RIGHT OF SUPREME COURT OF COLOMBIA TO DECIDE WHETHER THE 

PRIVILEGE HAS BECOME ANNULLED. 

In providing for the extent of the right of control over the con- 
cessionnaire and its successors, whether by transfer or by any other 
happening, and its power over the subject-matter of the conces- 
sion, the twenty-second article of the concession removes all pos- 
sible doubt. 

It states the case in which the right of the grantees in the con- 
cession will be forfeited, and provides that ‘‘ the federal supreme 
court shall have the right to decide whether the privilege has be- 
come annulled or not.”’ 

This has not been changed. On the contrary, the extension of 
the concession to the new Company in the agreement of Decem- 
ber 10, 1890, provides in article 9 that “‘ all rights and obligations 

by the contract of March 23, 1878, for opening an inter- 
oceanic canal across Colombian territory, approved by law 28 of 
the same year, shall continue in full force and vigor without other 
relief or restriction and modification than those contained in the 
present contract.” 

Thus it appears, conclusively, that the ‘‘New Panama Canal 
Company ’’—if it is the successor of the ‘‘ International Inter- 
oceanic Canal Association,’” and of the ‘‘ Universal Interoceanic 
Panama Canal Company ’’—has the same rights, powers, duties, 
and liabilities that those companies had, so far as they remain 
without change or modification, and none others, and that the 
rights and powers of Colombia are the same that are provided 
for in law 28 of May, 1878—the first concession—which have been 
increased, but not otherwise changed by the contract of Decem- 
ber 10, 1890, with the liquidation of the old Panama Canal Com- 


hr the law of 1878 Colombia went still further in particulariz- 
ing the character and powers of the company of construction, 
and provided in article 18 that ‘‘the grantees are authorized to 
form * * * a joint stock company,” that “it shall take the 
name of the ‘Universal Interoceanic Canal Association,’’’ and 
that its residence shall be at Bogota, New York, London, or Paris, 
either of which places it was at liberty to select. 

If the same ers had been granted to it in New York or Lon- 
don, under either general or special laws, it would have been an 
incorporated company, deriving its name, legal existence, and 
lawful powers, subordinate to the law of Colombia, from the will 
of the sovereign, expressed in legislation. In Colombia it is a 
joint stock company and in France it is an anonymous company, 
in both cases subordinate to the law of Colombia in all respects. 
Otherwise it can not exercise the powers and functions conferred 
by the law of Colombia. 

In each case its right to become a legal entity, with a name 
given to it, is derived directly from the authorization of a statute 
law, and not from some inherent right or latent power of the as- 
sociation, of its own volition, to create a legal entity, without the 
consent of the law, which means the consent of the Government. 

DISPUTES BETWEEN THE CONTRACTING PARTIES TO BE SUBMITTED TO 

SUPREME COURT OF COLOMBIA. 

In addition, “‘ the old company” had insisted upon its right to 
claim the intervention of France in disputes with Colombia as to 
~ oe toward that company, and that claim irritated Co- 

om Dia. 

To provide against a recurrence of such difficulties, when the 
extension of the concession was attempted to be sold to the new 
company, in April, 1893, article 9 of that agreement was as fol- 
lows: ‘‘ Disputes which may arise between the contracting parties 
with regard to the present contract shall be submitted to the su- 
preme court of justice of Colombia.’’ This is referred to as show- 
ing the meaning and intent of the concession of May, 1878. 

In conformity with the provision of article 9 of the law of 1898 
(Report of Attorney-General, p. 175), the concessionary waives 
the right to diplomatic intervention concerning the duties and 
rights arising from the three contracts, ‘‘ except in case of denial 
of justice.” 

In such a case France would make the diplomatic intervention, 
as the country of the residence of the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany, or of the stockholders and bondholders, asserting the denial 
of justice, and Colombia would be bound by her contract and her 
law to consider the matter as being diplomatic, and not merely 
as a private and personal matter. 

In this attitude and in virtue of these facts, the power of Co- 
lombia to deal with, or to control all and each of these companies, 
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so as to protect her rights reserved in these contracts, excludes 
the power of the several companies and of the French laws and 
courts to impair, in any way, those rights. 

COLOMBIAN LAW BASIS OF ALL RIGHTS UNDER CONCESSION OF 1878. 


Acknowledgment of the law of Colombia as a basis of all 
rights connected with or arising out of the concession of 1878, is 
expressly made in all the declarations and transactions of the 
French companies that relate to the canal. 

The documents referred to in notes b and c, on page 36 of the 
report of the Attorney-General, but not published in full with his 
report to the President, contain such acknowledgments as follows: 

In document b, which is a part of the same document of au- 
thorization that is mentioned in the precis of the concession of 
Colombia of May, 1878, the concessionaire is described as the 
** Civil International Company for the cutting of the Interoceanic 
Canal across the Isthmus of Darien,’ and in Article I its object 
is defined to be, “first, to cause to be made, by engineers of its 
choice, the general plan and estimates of an interoceanic canal, 
with locks or tunnels, across the Isthmus of Darien, following 
the passage pointed out by M. Anthoin de Gorgoza.’’ 

This was changed, by the law of concession of 1878, to a project 
for a canal at any point across the Isthmus, to be located by an 
international commission, in which Colombia should have two 
engineers. (Article 1, section 3.) The work was to be done by 
‘an anonymous international company of execution and opera- 
tion” in the articles of the company, which was changed by 
article 1, section 4, of the law of Colombia to ‘‘ a universal anony- 
mous company, which shall have charge of the enterprise and of 
the construction of the canal.’’ The law of Colombia then pro- 
vided, in article 18, as is above stated, that ‘‘the grantees (the 
International Interoceanic Canal Company) are authorized to 
form, under the immediate protection of the Colombian Govern- 
ment, a universal joint stock company, which shall undertake the 
execution of the work, taking charge of all financial transactions 
which may be needed,’’ and, further, ‘‘the company shall take 
the name of ‘the Universal Interoceanic Canal Association;’ its 
residence (not the country of its origin or authorization) shall be 
fixed at Bogota, New York, London, or Paris, as the grantees 
may choose; branch offices may be established wherever neces- 
62 y 99 

By section 25 ‘‘ the enterprise is reputed to be of public utility,” 
and by section 26 all previous laws and agreements relating to 
the canal are ‘‘substituted’’ by the law confirming and enacting 
the concession. 

That this is the law of Colombia is admitted in the acceptance 
of Lucien N. B. Wyse on the 18th of May, 1878, in which he 
says: ‘“‘ The modifications to which I have alluded are those re- 
corded in law 28 of the 18thinstant. I hasten to lay this declara- 
tion before the Government of Colombia that it may be taken 
into consideration, in order that said law may be effective in all 
its parts.”’ 

This statement includes every legislative act and, so far as we 
know, every diplomatic act of Colombia touching the powers of 
the ‘‘old Panama Canal Company,”’ except the three extensions 
of time for completing the canal, and in them is found the recog- 
nition of the new company as the successor of the old Panama 
Canal Company, and the change of the entire plan of construction 
from a canal without locks and tunnels to a canal with locks and 
dams. 


COLOMBIA HAS NOT RELAXED OR ABANDONED HER ORIGINAL RIGHTS. 


Colombia has not, to the least extent, relaxed, abandoned, or 
changed its original rights or powers as they are asserted and 
defined in the concession of March, 1878, and afterwards enacted 
as a public law No. 28 on the 18th of May, 1878. 

The companies organized in France are not the creators of their 
alleged or actual rights or powers, either under their own statutes 
or by adopting the laws of France, or by the force and effect of 
those laws, whether they are general or special. 

Their power to exist as a company to execute a law of Colombia 
for locating and conducting the enterprise is derived exclusively 
from that law. 

The French Government can add nothing to the powers, rights, 
duties, obligations, or penalties prescribed by the law of Colombia 
to control the company named in that act, nor can it change or 
take away anything from them. 

Neither can those companies, by the agreements among them- 
selves or by their so-called ‘‘statutes’’ or by-laws, in any wise 
change what is prescribed in the law of Colombia. 

They can do what is consistent with that law either with or 
without the assistance of French legislation or French courts, 
but they can do nothing inconsistent therewith, although it may 
be authorized by the laws or the courts of France. 

They can not take away from Colombia the right to extend im- 
mediate protection to that.company, which was *‘ formed under”’ 
its immediate protection, or its successors, or to any person who 








is creditor or bondholder of the company, either in its own courts 
or through diplomatic measures. 

In every view of the law of Colombia, it never loses control of 
the company of execution or the company of concession, through 
its legislative, judicial, or diplomatic powers, in consequence of 
any law or judicial act of any other country. 

When Colombia gave authority to the International Interoceanic 
Canal Company ‘‘to organize a universal anonymous company 
(article 1, section 3), which shall take charge of the construction 
of the canal,’’ and prescribed that ‘‘the company shall take the 
name of ‘ the Universal Interoceanic Canal Association’ ”’’ (article 
18), and that it shall be ‘‘a universal joint-stock company under 
the immediate protection of the Colombian Government,’’ and 
should take ‘‘ charge of all financial transactions which may be 
needed,’’ and that it should forfeit all its privileges and properties 
in Panama if it failed to complete the canal by a fixed date, or if 
it abandoned the work, it did not confer upon the French courts 
or the French Government the right to dissolve the corporation 
and take charge of all its property and the rights of all tts stock- 
holders and creditors, including Colombia, and control and dis- 
pose of them under French law. Such proceedings violate the 
basic laws that control the rights and duties of the concessionnaires 
under the laws of Colombia. 

It was in the inauguration of the proceedings in the French 
courts for dissolving this universal joint-stock company that the 
fatal error occured; and this has led to the extrajudicial decrees 
of the French courts and to the rendition of decrees that are 
claimed to have the binding effect, as res adjudicata, upon con- 
tracts that do not exist but are only contemplated, and acis that 
are not yet performed, and are merely supposititious. 

The permission in the law of Colombia, given to the company 
of construction (which need not be the owner of the concession) , to 
reside in either of four cities it may select, with the right to have 
branches in other places, does not give the country of the residence 


| any power to dissolve the company under its laws. 


REVERSION OF PROPERTY AND PRIVILEGES OF CANAL COMPANY TO 
COLOMBIA FOR FAILURE TO FULFILL CONDITIONS. 

No power of dissolution by voluntary act, or by any act with- 
out the consent of Colombia, or even with its consent, is given to 
the concessionaire company, or to the company of construction 
that it is required to organize. On the contrary, the failure of 
the company to keep the canal going, or its abandonment of the 
work, or its failure to complete it by a fixed date, forfeits all its 
privileges under the concession and causes the canal and all im- 
movables connected with it to revert immediately to Colombia 
without compensation and without any necessity for judicial 
proceedings. 

This is the only method provided in the laws of Colombia for 
‘‘ winding up’? the connection of the concessionaire with the 
canal, and a different method can not be provided by French laws, 
RESIDENCE OF COMPANY OF CONSTRUCTION CAN NOT CHANGE RIGHTS OR 

RESPONSIBILITIES OF COMPANY OR OF COLOMBIA. 

The ‘“‘immediate protection’’ of the company of construction 
and of its own interest in the gross income of the company, from 
all sources, including astipulated percentage of the gross earnings, 
is utterly inconsistent with the notion that the mere residence of 
the company in a selected city gives to the government to which 
that city belongs the right to dissolve the company by a judicial 
or legislative decree and to stop the work on the canal; or, by a 
judicial sale, to transfer the concession into strange hands with- 
out the consent or approval of Colombia—hands, it may be, that 
are hostile to Colombia, or in competition with it, such as the 
Suez Canal Company. 

If the residence of the company of construction or its branches 
can, by implication, give such powers to the States in which it 
may conduct its business operations, ‘‘confusion worse con- 
founded ’’ must ensue, if the country of residence undertakes to 
deal with ‘‘ the branches.”” And in a no less palpable way would 
confusion arise as to the powers conferred by the concession itself, 
if a residence at Bogota would make Colombia the supreme polit- 
ical jurisdiction to control the company and decide upon its disso- 
lution and the sale and distribution of its ‘‘ assets,’’ while a resi- 
dence in France would confer that same jurisdiction on French 
courts, under French laws, where the civil law prevails. 

Or, if London or New York were chosen as its residence, where 
the common law of England prevails, it would control the whole 
subject. Itis by no means the purpose of the law of Colombia 
to place that Government and these vast interests under the con- 
trol of the courts or the legislature of the country in which the 
company of construction may choose to reside. 

It may be stated without giving offense, that it is absurd to say 
that the residence of the company of construction, fixed by its own 
selection, can change the rights, powers, or responsibilities of the 
company under the concession, or the rights or powers of Colom- 
bia, either as a Government, or as a stockholder or creditor of that 
company. 
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It must result, if France has not acquired jurisdiction over the 
‘canal property in Colombia and Fran jurisdiction over the 


company, merely because it resides in Paris, that the French 
courts could neither dissolve the company nor appoint a liquida- 
tor to take charge of and sell its property. And the Government 
of France was equally impotent and wanting in such power. 

PROPERTY VIRTUALLY CONFISCATED BY FRENCH COURTS WITHOUT 

COLOMBIA'S CONSENT. 

All the proceedings, legislative and judicial, in France are in 
invitum against the company, and Colombia was not even invited 
to become a party tothem. A liquidator was appointed to take 
charge of her rights and interests as a sovereign State, and the 
property was virtually confiscated by decrees of the French courts 
and sold, without her consent, so far as the judicial and legisla- 
tive records of France show, to a foreign government. No judi- 
cial record of France shows, or pretends to have, any reference to 
the consent of Colombia. 

These judicial decrees must rest for their validity on the facts 
stated on the records of the courts, and the consent of the Gov- 
ernment of Colombia does not appear in any way on any of these 
records, and is not even made a condition of the validity of the 
decrees. 

If such consent exists, as does not anywhere appear, it is dehors 
the record, and the decrees are simply void. 

If a subsequent assent of Colombia was given in fact or by im- 

lication, that does not cure the fatal infirmity of the want of 
jurisdiction in the French courts at the time the decrees were 
rendered. 
SOURCE OF THE TITLE OVERLOOKED BY JURISTS AND THE FRENCH COURTS. 

Mr. Attorney-General Knox, in his examination of the title of 
the New Panama Canal Company to the concession from Colom- 
bia, and its right to convey the privileges conferred and the prop- 
erty acquired in pursuance thereof, began his investigations at 
the point where the French courts began their proceedings, and he 
followed their action as far as they had gone, apparently, without 
considering whether, or how far, these courts had overstepped their 
jurisdictional powers in assuming that they could dispose of prop- 
erty situated in Colombia, without reference to the rights or pow- 
ers retained by Colombia as a sovereign State, and the limitations 
and restrictions imposed by the law of Colombia upon its agent, 
the ‘ International Interoceanic Canal Association.” 

So indifferent to the nature of that contract and the force of the 
statute of Colombia which gave it vitality were the French courts 
that neither they nor any of the jurists who have given opinions 
on this title seem to have attached any importance to those laws 
as the source of the title, or even to have considered the subject. 

The concession of 1878 is made to the ‘‘ International Inter- 
oceanic Canal Association,’ then organized with certain powers 
under the laws of France, which powers are changed and en- 
larged by the law of Colombia, so that it is made a company or 
corporation of Colombia, and is made subject to the exclusive 
jurisdiction of Colombia as to all matters that relate to its essen- 
tial functions and their administration. That company was 
thus reconstructed by Colombia and was given the power as well 
as the privilege to construct a canal at Panama, and to conduct 
the enterprise chiefly for the benefit of Colombia, and to raise 
money to build and equip the canal. 

COLOMBIA THE ULTIMATE SOLE BENEFICIARY OF THE ENTERPRISE. 

As the property belongs to Colombia and was not sold or con- 
veyed to the company, and was subjected only to the privileges 
granted, and returns to Colombia when the privileges ceased or 
were foreited, with all the plant, material, and improvements 
upon it, including the canal, without compensation; and as Colom- 
bia retained a very large interest in the gross receipts of the com- 
pany annually, which were guaranteed to equal $250,000 per 
annum, to be paid by the company of construction, which was 
also authorized to be formed, that Goveriment was the ultimate 
sole beneficiary of the enterprise, and the concessionary com- 
pany was the temporary recipient of the tolls of the canal for its 
compensation or ** indemnity.” 

Colombia was making provision for the ownership of a great 
property, which the success of the enterprise would certainly se- 
cure to it, and the perpetual advantages that must accrue to its 
commerce, its national power, and domestic prosperity. 

To guard these rights and interests against all interference on 
the part of the concessionaire, and on the part of any government 
in which the company was permitted by Colombia to reside, and 
to secure its right of immediate resumption of the property, with- 
out resorting to legal proceedings, when, for any cause, the privi- 
lege should cease, the law of Colombia expressly provides that the 
company of construction named in the act should remain ‘‘ under 
the immediate protection’ of that government. 

WHAT “IMMEDIATE PROTECTION” IMPLIES. 

This ‘‘immediate protection’ implies control, without which 

protection would be a dangerous undertaking for a government. 


But, if the meaning of these words is limited to the narrowest 
signification, the ‘‘ protection’’ is accompanied with a clear and 
indisputable fact that gives it a definite meaning, namely, that 
permission is given to the concessionaire to reside in either of 
four foreign countries, and the ‘“‘ immediate protection’’ to be 
given by Colombia evidently means protection against the power 
of such country to dissolve the company or to sell its rights under 
judicial condemnation, or to place its property in gremio legis, or 
to distribute its assets to creditors, or to create another company 
to take over the concession and assets, or authorize or decree the 
sale of them to a foreign country. 

It is the ‘‘immediate protection’? of Colombia and not of 
France that is provided for in the law of Colombia, and the pro- 
tection extends to the company, to its creditors, and to all con- 
cerned in it. Yet French courts assume the right to give their 
alleged protection to this company, without any reference to the 
power reserved to Colombia to give it. This protection is made 
still more specific by clause 5 of article 22 of the concession. 

The question of the jurisdiction of France or her courts to give 
** protection ’’ tothe concessionnaire, or its successors, or the canal 
property, is to be solved only by reference to the law of Colombia 
asit was when that effort to give such protection was made by 
the tribunal of the Department of the Seine, December 14, 1888, 
and February 14, 1889, and by the French Assembly on July 1, 
1893. 

Colombia had never conceded to France or to her courts the 
right to protect the concessionnaire or its property, which right 
was reserved to Colombia in the concession, and especially Colom- 
bia never conceded the right to destroy the concessionary com- 
pany—authorized and especially empowered by her statute to 
build the canal—and to transfer that right by a ‘‘ judicial sale”? 
to a purchaser. 


FACTS RECITED IN DECREE OF FRENCH COURT WOULD CREATE A FORFEI- 
TURE OF ENTIRE CONCESSION AND CANAL PROPERTY TO COLOMBIA. 


The proceeding in the French court was based on the alleged 
ground that the stockholders had failed to be present at a called 
meeting in sufficient numbers to take lawful action on the ques- 
tion of the dissolution of the company; and that, ander article 
1871 of the civil code (of France), ‘‘ the power of deciding finally 
whether the company, under the circumstances contemplated, 
can still continue its normal course or whether its dissolution is 
rendered necessary by the very situation in which it is placed; 
that it is now established that the Compagnie du Canal de 
Panama has ceased to actin a regular way; that it has suspended 
payment upon its securities, and that the work on the canal is 
insured only for a very limited time; that since Deeember 14 last 
it has been necessary to confide its management provisiorally to 
appointees of the court; that these wholly provisional measures 
are now sufficient, or will shortly become so, and that it is im- 
portant toward off danger, the consequences of which will be 
come irreparable; considering, therefore, that there is occasion for 
pronouncing the dissolution of the company and providing for 
its winding up; that there is occasion also for ordering a provi- 
sional execution of this judgment, notwithstanding appeal, and 
without security applying article 135 of the code of civil pro- 
cedure, the court proceeds to its decree.”’ 

This semitragic recital of the reasons and causes that are alleged 
to give jurisdiction to the civil tribunal of the Seine to render these 
summary and fatal decrees presents (if they are to be taken as 
true, as they must be taken) the exact state of facts that creates a 
forfeiture of the entire concession, under article 22 of the law of 
Colombia, and gives to its supreme court, expressly, the exclusive 
jurisdiction to determine, and leave sthe property in the full own- 
ership of Colombia. If that law of Colombia is valid and was 
then in force, the French courts could not ‘‘ protect’’ the com- 
pany by declaring its dissolution, or hand over the property to a 

rench liquidator. It was, ali the time, the property of Colom- 
bia, to which, by the act of forfeiture or by the dissolution of the 
company, Colombia’s right of possession became perfect as against 
the concessionaire, and against the power of any court of France. 

But the French court went still further and conferred upon the 
liquidator rights and powers over the company, and to the canal 
and its alleged assets, that Colombia had never granted to the 
company and that would uiterly destroy the rights of Colombia, 
as they are defined in the concession. 

And the French court went still further, and, upon the facts 

recited, which are above copied, it decreed as follows: ‘‘For these 
reasons, pronounces the dissolution of the Compagnie Universelle 
du Canal Interocéanique de Panama, and orders that it be wound 
up.”’ 
If that decree was valid, it at once devolved the title and the 
possession of all the property and property rights of the com- 
pany, in Panama, upon Colombia, under article 22 of the con- 
cession, and also under other articles of the concession. 

The above-quoted recitals of said decree show that the subject 
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of the decree and its purpose was coram non judice, and that the 
decree was an invasion of the rights of Colombia, as they are 
expressed in the concession, which was also a part of the statutes 
of the company. 

This being so, all the judicial proceedings that ensued in the 
French courts fell with that judgment, and the act of July 3, 1893, 
in aid of that jurisdiction, so assumed, is of no effect, and violated 
the rights of Colombia expressly reserved in the concession. 

THE EFFORT TO CONFER ON THE LIQUIDATOR “THE BROADEST POWERS” 
AN ASSUMPTION OF JURISDICTION. 

The effort of the French court to confer on the liquidator ap- 
pointed by it “‘the broadest powers, especially to grant or con- 
tribute to any new company all or a part of the corporate assets, 
to enter into or ratify with the contractors for the Panama Canal 
all agreements having for their purpose the insurance of the con- 
tinuance of the works, and to this end to contract all loans and 
form all sinking funds,’’ is an exceeding broad and startling as- 
sumption of jurisdiction, if such a thing is possible under French 
laws. But it palpably violates the law of Colombia in at least 
two particulars: (a) ‘‘ The broadest powers’ of the concession- 
aire company, or of any transferee of the concession, can only be 
such as are granted by the law of Colombia. (b) The construc- 
tion company can not possibly have rights or powers other than 
those granted by Colombia as to the property in question, but 
that law is utterly disregarded by the French court in this judg- 
ment. 

As to what is meant by the “‘ broadest powers”’ is not stated, 
but the complete and exclusive ownership and the unabridged 
power of disposal are necessary to fill up the measure of such 
** broadest powers.”’ 

The subsequent action of the French courts and of the French 
Government accords with this definition, which exceeds any pow- 
ers conceded to the Panama Canal Company by Colombia. 

ETUDIED SILENCE AS TO RIGHTS OR POWERS OF CONTROL BY COLOMBIA. 

There is a studied silence in all the proceedings of the French 
courts and of the French Government as to any rights or interests 
or powers of control by Colombia over its own concessionnaire, to 
whom it gave all it possesses, even to its name and its authorized 
places of residence. 


RESIDENCE OF THE COMPANY IN FRANCE. 


It seems to have been concluded that, if the company should 
select its residence at Paris, that fact alone, which is the only fact 
that connects it with France, authorized the French courts to take 
as complete jurisdiction over it as if its existence and all its rights 
were authorized by French law instead of Colombian law, even 
to the extent of its dissolution by their decrees and the discretion- 
ary disposal of its property through a liquidator. And it was 
further assumed that the French Assembly could ratify such 
proceedings by statute, and prevent creditors from controlling or 
conducting suits to recover their debts, and bar their rights of 
action against the company, unless the appointed agent of the 
court to represent them should sue in his own name within a cer- 
tain limited time, even though the debts are due to Colombia. 
These were the rights of Colombia, reserved necessarily in the 
concession, and not the rights of France or of her courts. 

There never was so sweeping and potent a jurisdiction founded 
on so slight a basis as the mere fact that a foreign company or 
corporation chose to take up its residence in Paris—one of four 
ent by Colombia among which such a residence could be 
selected. 

No French law was required to authorize that residence, or if 
any such law was required it can not be true that France has no 
legal connection with the Panama Canal Company. 

If the residence of the company in Paris was merely through 
the tolerance of France, by international courtesy, that courtesy, 
at least, should have caused France to abstain from a course 
of legislation that was calculated, if not purposely devised, to 
keep the administration of all the affairs and property of the 
canal in the hands of the Frenchmen, even after a French court 
a destroyed the concessionary company by decreeing its disso- 

ion. 
- RESPONSIBILITY OF FRANCE. 

France can not thus violate the right of Colombia, and of the 
shareholders, bondholders, and general creditors of the Panama 
Canal Company, without responsibility, and can not escape that 
responsibility by asserting t as a Government she has had 
nothing todo with the ee Somebody, or some government, 
still owes those debts, and the French courts admit the equal 
validity of all of them, according to their respective ce by 
decreeing that 60 per cent of the money arising from the sale of the 
concession and the other assets of the old company and the new 
company to the United States shall to the liquidator, and 
shall be applied by him to all of these ebts. are not paid, 
nor are they dead in law, and the French courts that they 
are entitled to share in this fund. 


(lL LLL LLL LLL LLL LLL LLL LLL LLL LLL 


COLOMBIA BOUND FOR DEBTS OF OLD PANAMA CANAL COMPANY, 


If Colombia has become, or shall become, a party consenting to 
all these proceedings, or if she is not such a , in either case 
she is bound for every bond issued by the old Panama Company, 
and for all the other debts of that company contracted for mate- 
rial furnished or work done for the canal. 

Such obligations, contracted by a sovereign power, are not col- 
lectible by law; but, under the morality of the laws of nations, 
they are of much higher obligation than the debts of persons or 
corporations, for that reason. 
asa ame moral at og Colombia is bound for these debts on 

€ jo : 

First. Colombia is the chief and real beneficiary of the work 
agreed to be done on the canal. 

Second. The lands granted by her are given, as are all the other 
privileges, in lieu of money compensation, “‘to indemnify the 
grantees for expenses incurred by them in constructing, operating, 
and maintaining the canal.” (Article 14.) 

The compensation for the concession to be paid to Colombia is 
**shares”’’ amounting to 5 per cent of the gross receipts obtained 
by the enterprise * * * during the first twenty-five = af- 
ter the opening of the canal, and 6 per cent for the second twenty- 
five years, and 7 per cent for the third twenty-five years, and 8 
per cent until ‘‘ the termination of the privilege.’”’ ‘‘ It is under- 
stood that these shares shall be reckoned, as has been said, on the 
gross income from all sources, without any deduction for ex- 
penses, interest on shares, or on loans or debts against the com- 
pany.”’ “The company guarantees to the Government of 
Colombia that the share of the latter shall not be less than 
$250,000a year.”” (Article 15.) With these and other rights and 
interests of a public nature in the canal and its income, Colombia 
also reserves the right to inspect the accounts and to ‘‘ intervene”’ 
in the management of the company, through an agent in tho 
board of administration. Colombia is, in every sense, the prin- 
cipal in the enterprise, and the company was its agent with a 
limited authority. 

Among the powers conferred on this agent was the following: 
“That it shall undertake the execution of the work, taking charge 
of all financial transactions that shall be needed.’’ (Article 18.) 
The money was intended to be raised by the sale of interest- 
bearing stocks and bonds to build the canal. 

All that such contributions would add to the value of the en- 
terprise was to be the property of Colombia, without compensa- 
tion to the company, at the end of the “‘ privilege,’’ or whenever 
the privilege should cease, because of forfeiture. 

If the company fails to complete the canal within the time pre- 
scribed in the concession, so that all the work done and all the 
machinery in the plant and all the material accumulated fell in- 
to the hands of Colombia, such a forfeiture, or a forfeiture for 
any cause, would neither pay nor extinguish the bonds nor re- 
lieve the company from their payment, but t would become 
the debt of Colombia, rightfully and morally, the acquisition 
of the property by her would create an implied promise, upon 
good consideration, on the part of Colombia, to pay the debts it 
had authorized and empowered the company to create. 

This obligation has even a firmer and clearer basis in the fact 
that Colombia has sent this company out into the world to raise 
money and expend it upon a work in which she had the largest 
interest, and had thereby constituted the company its agent to 
create debts for her benefit, in a manner which is prescribed in 
concession. 

If a private person or a corporation or partnership should do 
what Colombia has done, no court in Christendom could exoner- 
ate them from such debts. 


CONCLUSIONS. 


The necessary conclusions are: 

1. That these debts are not paid, but are valid and in full force. 

2. That Colombia is justly bound for their payment. 

8. The courts in France and the French assembly had no power 
to dissolve the Panama Canal Company or to provide for 8e- 
questration of its or the property of Colombia in the 
er gf ee Sein e hands of a liquidator. 

4. That no power existed in those courts to make a judicial sale 
of that pocgecey. and thereby to transfer the debts due the bond- 
holders to proceeds of such sale for payment. 

5. Thatif such sale has been made, it is without legal authority. 

6. That if Colombia has assented to such sale, it only makes her 
obligation to pay the debts contracted for the construction of the 
canal clearer and more im ve. 

7. That the rights of bia are the same as if the decrees of 
the French court had never been made. 

8. That if a title to the concession of Colombia can be made to 
eae States, it can only be done by an act of the Congress of 

9, That no such act has been passed by that Congress. 
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10. If such an act is passed, and a sale is made to the United 
States in virtue of its provisions, Colombia must warrant the title 
against ali incumbrances; otherwise, it can not be satisfactory. 

11. That it is futile and Sa of fraud and peculation 
to pay the New Panama ‘Company $40,000,000 for a title, 
=e French law, to real estate 1 in Colombia, which in- 
stantly vested, in full right, in the Government of Colombia on 
the dissolution of the old Panama Canal Company, if that decree 
of the French courts was valid. ‘ 


WORK DONE ON THE CANAL BY THE OLD COMPANY BELONGS TO COLOMBIA. 


It is manifest in fact and admitted in the decrees of the French 
courts that the work on the canal could not be completed by the 
old company, and that it has suspended business, leaving noth- 
ing that the old — or its liquidator could convey, and 
nothing to show for 000,000 except that.a so-called suc- 
cessor of the old company will consent to what Colombia has the 
legal, equitable, and moral right to do without such consent, viz, 
adh Chequapmnty,aeane e rights in it for canal purposes, to 
the United States. -The work done on the canal by the old com- 
pany belongs to Colombia, under the concession of March 28, 1878, 
upon the facts stated in the decrees of the courts. 
CONTRACTS MADE WITH LIQUIDATOR OF OLD COMPANY AND WITH NEW 

PANAMA CANAL COMPANY ARE NEW CONTRACTS. 

The contracts made with the liquidator of the old company and 
with the New Panama Canal Company, if any, are new contracts 
upon new and valuable consideration, with many new provisions 
and agreements, on the basis of the first concession, but under 
new terms of concession. 

CONDITIONS WHICH SHOULD ACCOMPANY PURCHASE OF A “SUBSTITUTED 
CONCESSION’’ FROM COLOMBIA. 

Neither of these agreements exonerate Colombia from liability 
for debts created under the first concession, and if the United 
States buys another and substituted concession from Colombia, 
to be ‘‘ satisfactory” it should place the burden of the outstand- 
ing debts of the old company upon Colombia, by express agree- 
ment, and it should provide for the cancellation of the new con- 
cessions to the liquidator of the old company and to the new 
company. 

Colombia alone can procure the cancellation of those new con- 
cessions, and should do so, thereby relieving the United States 
from all ible complications with France and from all the 
doubts and contentions about the deraignment of a title through 
the proceedings in the French courts,and from the fatal error of 
accepting a title from the New Panama Canal Company, without 
warranty or security, upon the mere opinions of lawyers, however 
wise and learned they may be. 


OBLIGATIONS OF STOCKHOLDERS IN OLD COMPANY. 


This is the only safe or ‘‘ satisfactory ’’ course that can be taken. 

12. Another matter that is of the deepest concern to the honor 
of the United States is that every stockholder in the old company 
is bound to the creditors of that company by mutual express agree- 
ment, for a sum equal to the face value of the shares held by him, 
for the payment of those debits. The ownership of the stock car- 
ries with it this lability, at its face value, for the debts of the 
company. 

If the United States makes an agreement with the New Canal 
Genmapnay Rat enone the rights of these creditors tothe sum 
it pay for the property, and if it is accepted by the liquidator, 
as is proposed, as a full satisfaction of these debts, there will rest 
upon the United States the odium of sacrificing hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars of debts due to honest and innocent creditors for 
the sake of a bargain im the price of the property, and the still 
greater discredit of having obtained that property for about one- 
third of its appraised value. 

This just odium grow into a national scandal when the 
world turns to the report of our Isthmian Canal mission of 
November 30, 1901, and finds in that report the facts and state- 
ments which show that the title we purchased from the New 
Panama Canal Company was obtained from the liquidator of the 
old company by men who had robbed and defrauded the old 
company, and that some of them had been convicted of this crime 
in the courts of France; that they had been forced into the organ- 
ization of the new company, and to make cash subscriptions to 
its capital stock, in se ent for those frauds and in condona- 
tion of those crimes. It isa still darker fact that they are to be 


fully from our for all that they put into the com- 
pany, a profit of $3,000,000, while the real creditors will get 
ittle or nothing on their just claims. 


To pay $40,000,000 to such men for such a title as they can con- 
vey is a task that Colombia should assume, even if we have to pay 
that vast amount in order to make Colombia free from obliga- 
tions to them and to enable her to deal with the United States, 
without obstruction, for full and unembarrassed canal conces- 
sions. 





CONCEALMENT AND DUPLICITY PRACTICED BY THE NEW PANAMA CANAl. 
PANY. 

The New Panama Canal Company, in the many attempts it has 
made to shove off a desperate enterprise upon the United States, 
has never honestly and frankly stated the facts of these transac- 
tions, but has practiced concealment and duplicity with adroit 
and persistent importunity. 

Let Colombia, who has been so heavily paid for the extension 
of its concession to favor this dangerous play, deal with the com- 
pou es has pushed its aggressions until it had embroiled Co- 

ombia in civil war. 

In further discussion of this subject, if need be, the ovinion of 
the Attorney-General on the laws of France relating to this sub- 
ject will be next considered. What has been said above is based 
on the law of Colombia granting the concession to the Interna- 
tional Interoceanic Canal Association, and its effect upon the title 
of the New Panama Canal Company, derived through the pro- 
ceedings of the French courts and the French Parliament. The 
validity of these proceedings under French law is not a material 
question if they are void because they violate the law of Colombia, 
from which these concessionnaires deriveall their asserted rights, 
privileges, and powers. 

After three hours and forty minutes spent in executive session 
the doors were reopened. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES—LIMITATION OF DEBATE. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In accordance with the notice 
which I gave on yesterday, I submit a resolution and ask that it 
be read and referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Rules, as follows: 

faa’ That the rules of the Senate be amended by adding thereto the 
following: 

The Senate may, at any time when a bill, treaty, or other measure is under 
consideration, by a vote of three-fifths of the Senators present and acting, 
taken without debate, adopt an order fixing the time when debate upon such 
bill, treaty, or measure shall cease,and when a vote upon the same and all 
amendments pending or that may be then offered shall b> taken without 
further debate; and in the order fixing the time for the taking of such vote 
may also limit the time which a Senator may occupy in debate between the 
adoption of such order and the final vote upon such bill, treaty, or measure. 

or the foregoing eee Freee the following rules, namely, Vil, Vill, 
Ix, X, XU, XIX, XXII, XXVIII, XXXV, and XL, are modified. 


POSTAL TELEPHONE SERVICE. 


The’'PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a communication from the Postmaster-General, transmit- 
ting certain information relative to the use of the telephone in 
the collection and delivery of special-delivery mail matter, and 
calls the attention of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Farreanxs] 
to the communication. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I move that the communication lie on the 
table, and that it be printed in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the communication was ordered to 
lie on the table, and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., March 10, 1908. 
Hon. CHARLES G. BENNETT 
Secretary United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Srr: I return herewith the resolution of the Senate of February 25in regerd 
to the use of the telephone in connection with the special-delivery service. 
During the year i901-2 tmasters at the following offices were authorized 
to adopt the system of collection and delivery of local cial-delivery mail 
matter in response to telephone and other calls: Buffalo, N. Y.; Gardner, 
Mass.; Macon, Ga.; Saginaw West Side, Mich.; Carthage, Mo.; Dayton, Ohio; 
Syracuse, N. Y.; Concord, N. H.; Fort Scott, Kans.; Lowell, Mass. 
The service is.also in use in the Washington, D. C.. office. 
A person who desires to send a special delivery from one part of the city 
to another deposits the same at any station, with ordinary postage properly 
and -delivery stamp. The clerk in charge of the station im- 
mediately up the main office and requests a messenger, who goes direct 
to the station, receives a letter or package, and delivers it direct to the ad- 
dressee. Thisservice can only be used at such offices as have contracts or 
ents for use of telephone without charge. The practice at the 
Washington office is that at the end of each day the clerk in charge of the sta- 
tion is required to furnish the main office,ona blank provided for the pu , 
a statement of all special-delivery matter dispatched in this manner from 
his station. During the time the service has m in operation it has been 
a) ted ‘by the public and used to a considerable extent for local mail. 

n reference to the use of telephone for the delivery of rural mail matter, 
it is felt that it is practicable to use the telephone in connection with the 
rural a ae, ey in those counties er communities in 
which the service is well established and the telephone generaliy used by the 
farmers or by countey stores. 

Very respectf ’ R. J. WYNNE, 
Acting Postmaster-General. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES—DISPOSITION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to give notice of « proposed 
amendment to the rules of the Senate, which I ask may be read. 
RESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota submits a resolution, which will be read. 
The read as follows: 


Mr. Hansprouca. I give notice that, in accordance with the provisions 
of Rule XL, I propese to move an amendment to the rules which will modify 
Rule VIL, and for that purpose will submit the following resolution: 

‘ = That the rules of the Senate be amended by adding thereto the 
) 


That Benators, of their own motion, at any time while the Senate is 
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sitting, may deposit, in a receptacle provided for that pu: 
tary’s desk, any petitions or memorials, reports from the Committee on 
Pensions, and pension bills; and all matters so deposited shall be disposed of 
in the same manner as if presented by Senators from their places on the 


at the Secre- 


floor of the Senate; and the Secretary of the Senate shall promptly furnish 
each day to the Official Reporters of Debates for publication in the RECORD a 
transcript of all the matters above referred to. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Under the rules, I ask that the resolu- 
tion may lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 50 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, March 
14, 1903, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 13, 1908. 
SUPERVISING INSPECTOR-GENERAL OF STEAM VESSELS. 

George Uhler, of Pennsylvania, to be Supervising Inspector- 
General of Steam Vessels, to succeed James A. Dumont, resigned, 
to take effect March 31, 1903. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Alexander Meggett, of Wisconsin, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Eau Claire, Wis., his term having expired. (Reap- 
pointment. ) 

John L. Burke, of Hot Springs, S. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Rapid City, 8. Dak., vice William 8S. Warner, term 
expired. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

Ervin A. McMillan, a citizen of California, to be an assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 12th day of March, 1903, to fill 
a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Eugene H. Tricou, a citizen of California, to be an assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 12th day of March, 1903, to fill 
@ vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

POSTMASTERS. 
DELAWARE. 

Douglass C. Allee, to be postmaster at Dover, in the county of 
Kent and State of Delaware, in place of John W. Casson. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1903. 

John W. Jolls, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the county 
of Newcastle and State of Delaware, in place of John W. Jolls. 
Incumbent’s commission expired June 14, 1902. 

NEW YORE. 

Abram Devendorf, to be postmaster at Fort Plain, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of New York, in place of Emiel Rebell, 
removed. 





‘CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 13, 1903. 
CONSUL. 
William W. Masterson, of Kentucky, to be consul of the United 
States at Aden, Arabia. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
John F. Squire, of Colorado, to be register of the land office at 
Glenwood Springs, Colo. 
INDIAN AGENTS. 
John M. Carignan, of North Dakota, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Standing Rock Agency in North Dakota. 
William G. Malin, of Iowa, to be agent for the Indians of the 
Sac and Fox Agency in Iowa. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
John L. Burke, of Hot Springs, S. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Rapid City, S. Dak. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 
Ervin A. McMillan, of California, to be an assistant paymaster 
in the Navy, from March 12, 1903. 
Eugene H. Tricou, of California, to be an assistant paymaster 
in the Navy, from March 12, 1903. 
POSTMASTERS. 
LOUISIANA. 
Charles A. Austin, to be master at Welsh, in the parish of 
Calcasieu and State of Louisiana. 
MISSOURI. 
Samuel J. Wilson, to be postmaster at Macon, in the county of 
Macon and State of Missouri. , 
Edwin Long. to pe postmaster at Rolla, in the county of Phelps 
and State of Missouri. 
NEBRASKA. 
Caroline A. McDougall, to be postmaster at Friend, in the 
county of Saline and State of Nebraska. 


NEW JERSEY. 

Alfred M. Jones, to be postmaster at Summit, in the county of 
Union and State of New Jersey. ' 

NEW YORK. 

Alfred S. Emmons, to be postmaster at Spencer, in the county 

of Tioga and State of New York. 
OHIO. 

Roger H. Murphey, to be postmaster at Urbana, in the county 
of Champaign and State of Ohio. 

William E. Pelley, to be postmaster at Mingo Junction, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Ohio. 

John M, Washington, to be postmaster at Sabina, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Ohio. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 

William H. Brunson, to be postmaster at Edgefield, late Edge- 
field Court-House, in the county of Edgefield and State of South 
Carolina. 

J. P. Murphy, to be postmaster at Bamberg, in the county of 
Bamberg and State of South Carolina. 

George H. McKee, to be postmaster at Darlington, in the county 
of Darlington and State of South Carolina. 





INJUNCTIONS OF SECRECY REMOVED. 


The injunction of secrecy was removed March 13, 1903, from 
the report by the Attorney-General, in response to a resolution of 
the Senate of March 9, 1903, on the present state of negotiation be- 
tween the New Panama Canal Company and the United States, 
and the accompanying papers. 

The injunction of secrecy was removed March 13, 1903, from 
the message of the President of the United States, in response to 
a resolution of the Senate of the 11th instant, transmitting the 
opinion of the Attorney-General upon the title proposed to be 
given by the New Panama Canal Company to the United States, 
and also from the accompanying papers. 


SENATE. 


SATURDAY, March 14, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the the city of Washington. 

Mr. JosepH W. BaILry, a Senator from the State of Texas, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there morning business? 
[A pause.] There seems to be none. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider executive business. 


PANAMA CANAL TRRATY. 


The Senate, in executive session, having under consideration the ratifica- 
tion of the convention with the Republic of Colombia, for the construction 
of the Panama Canal (the injunction of secrecy having been removed from 
the remarks of Mr. MoRGAN thereon)— 

Mr. MORGAN said: 

Mr. PRESIDENT: The act of the Congress of Colombia of May 23, 
1878, enactsinto a public law the concession dated March 20, 1878, 
and employs two distinct companies to execute its objects; one 
for creating, by contract with Colombia, the rights and privileges 
connected with the canal and for settling the plan and location of 
the canal to be constructed, and the other to execute the work of 
building the canal. 

The original company, which became the concessionaire, was 
in existence when the contract was made, and dealt with the 
Government of Colombia in the name of the International Inter- 
oceanic Canal Association, through its agent, M. Lucien N. B. 
Wyse. This company had been organized in France as a civil, 
anonymous company. But its powers were inadequate to the pur- 
poses of Colombia, and, in the law of concession, they were much 
enlarged and were accurately defined. It thus became a new 
creature of the law of Colombia. 

The place of its organization and its objects are not stated in 
the opinion of the Attorney-General or elsewhere in any papers 
that have been submitted to Congress, but these facts have been 
since furnished by the Attorney-General, and are considered in 
this connection. 

That company was originally organized in conformity with 
the laws of France, on the 19th of August, 1876, as a ‘‘ Civil In- 
ternational Company for the Cutting of the Interoceanic Canal 
across the Isthmus of Darien.’’ This was its legal name, which 
was changed by the law of Colombia to ‘‘ The International Inter- 
oceanic Canal Association.”’ 





RESIN emer ~— 


OBJECTS OF THE INTERNATIONAL INTEROCEANIC CANAL ASSOCIATION. 
The object of that association is stated as follows in article 1: 


First. There is formed between the undersigned a civil company en par- 
ticipation, having for object, first, to cause to be studied by engineers of 
its choice the pa plan and estimate of an interoceanic canal, without 


locks or tunnels, across the Isthmus of Darien, following the passage pointed 
out by M. Anthoine Gorgorza. 

Second. And upon the return of the technical commission to take all 
measures for the organization and construction of an anonymous interna- 
tional company of execution and operation. 


IMPORTANT CHANGES MADE BY COLOMBIA IN OBJECTS AND POWERS OF 
ASSOCIATION. 

The name of this company and its objects were changed by Co- 
lombia in the law of concession of May 23, 1878, and important 
changes were made both in its objects and powers. 

The name was changed by the law of Colombia of 1878 to the 
**International Interoceanic Canal Association,’’ and the objects 
were changed so as to remove “ the restrictive stipulations of any 
kind ” found in the French organization, and to confer upon it 
many additional powers, rights, and privileges not found in that 
charter. These powers, granted to this company and to the 
es of construction it was ee to organize, covered the 
whole business of constructing and operating the canal, after its 
location, through a company of construction, and of raising money 
by loans on bonds and mortgages for that pu , and for main- 
taining the operations of the canal by collecting tolls for transit 
and navigation and many other such purposes, with the power 
to construct or purchase railroads and to own lands. The execu- 
tion of the work of constructing and operating the canal under 
these powers and ee was to be op in charge of a com- 
pany the name and organization of which is provided for in the 
concession. 

CIVIL INTERNATIONAL COMPANY RECONSTRUCTED BY COLOMBIA. 

The ‘Civil International Company” was thoroughly recon- 
structed by the law of Colombia. A new name was given to it, 
and it went forth to the world endowed with full powers to pro- 
vide for the construction of the greatest public work in the world, 
under the law of Colombia, and after that Government had 
agreed to the precise location of the canal, to be reported upon by 
an international commission in which Colombia was to be repre- 
sented by her engineers. 

The concessionnaire company had its legal residence in Colombia, 
because it was created or reconstructed by the law of Columbia 
and was not expressly permitted to reside elsewhere. But the 
company of construction, when formed, was presently permitted 
to reside in Bogota, Paris, London, or New York. 

It would be almost idle to discuss the question whether this 
company derived its powers from the law of Colombia, after the 
complete metamorphosis it thus underwent, or whether its priv- 
ileges, powers, duties, and obligations were derived from the laws 
of Finiee, and that it therefore remained under French jurisdic- 
tion and amenable to the laws of that Government, as a jurisdic- 
tion superior to that of Colombia. 

No company of execution was then in existence, and all the 
terms of the concession were agreed upon by the reconstructed 
‘* Civil International Company,” in the new name given to it in 
the concession, in which it is designated as‘the ‘‘ grantee,’’ as it 
will be termed in the further discussion of this subject. 

In article 1, section 4, and in other articles of the concession 
provision is made that the other work be we the canal, and all 
projects for raising money shall be confided to a company of 
construction, execution, and control, to be formed within two 
years from the date of the location of the canal by a joint com- 
mission, in which Colombia and the grantee were represented by 
their engineers, respectively. 

This company of construction and execution, when formed, was 
required to be under “‘ the immediate protection ’’ of the Govern- 
ment of Colombia, although it was permitted to fix its business 
residence in Bogota, Paris, London, or New York. The reason 
for this provision for exclusive protection is, manifestly, to pre- 
vent any foreign country from exercising a jurisdiction over it 
that might not accord with the policy and sovereign rights of 
Colombia. 

RIGHTS AND POWERS RESERVED TO COLOMBIA. 

The clear declaration of such an intention, and that the rights 
and powers reserved to Colombia in connection with this com- 
pany are of the greatest importance, is shown in articles 18, 19, 
and 20 of the law of concession, as follows: 


Arr. 18, If the opening of the canal shall be deemed financially possible, 
the grantees are authorized to form, under the immediate protection of the 
Colombian Government, a universal joint stock company, which shall under- 
take the execution of the work, taking charge of all financial transactions 
which may be needed. As this enterprise is essentially international, and 
for public utility, it is understood that it shall always be kept free from 
political influences. 

The company shall take the name of ‘‘ The Universal Interoceanie Canal 
Association;” its residence shall be fixed in Bogota, New York, London, or 
Paris, as the | em may choose; branch offices may be estabiished wherever 
necessary. Its contracts, shares, ony eee titles of its property shall never 


be subjected by the Government of Co 


mbia to any charges for registry, 
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emission, stamps, or any similar imposts upon the sale or transfer of these 
shares or bends, as well as on the profits produced by these values. 

ArT. 19. The company is authorized to reserve as muchas 10 per cent of 
the shares emitted to form a fund of shares to the benefit of the founders 
and promoters of the enterprise. Of the products of the concern the com- 
pany take, in the first place, what is necessary to cover all expenses of re- 
—_— operations, and administration, and the share which belongs to the 

vernment, as well as the sums necessary for the payment of the interest 
and the amortization of the bonds, and, if possible, the fixed interest or divi- 
dend of the shares; that which remains will be considered as net profit, out 
of which 80 per cent at least will be divided among the shareholders. 

ART. 20. The Colombian Government may appoint a special delegate in the 
board of directors of the company whenever it may consider it useful to do 
so. This delegate shall enjoy the same advantages as are granted to the 
other directors by the by-laws of the company. 

The tees pledge themselves to appoint in the capital of the Union, near 
the National Government, a duly authorized agent for the purpose of clear- 
ing up all doubts and presenting any claims to which this contract may give 
rise. Reciprocally, and in the same sense, the Government shal! appoint an 
agent, who shall reside in the principal establishment of the company situ- 
a on the line of the canal; and, according to the national constitution, the 
difficulties which may arise between the contracting parties shali be submit- 
ted to the decision of the Federal supreme court. 

Those rights and powers were expressly reserved to Colombia 
in the organization and by-laws of the old Panama Canal Com- 
pany, by the agreement between the Civil Internationai and Inter- 
oceanic Canal Company and M. de Lesseps about two years later. 

INVALIDITY OF DECREE OF THE TRIBUNAL OF THE SEINE. 

The facts of record further show the invalidity of the decree of 
the tribunal of the Seine of February 4, 1889, in that the law of 
Colombia was made the basis of the organization of the Univer- 
sal Interoceanic Canal Association, the company of construction, 
under the agreement between the grantee of the concession and 
M. Ferdinand de Lesseps and his associates, who bound them- 
selves to execute the concession. j 

This agreement, under which this company, hereinafter styled 
the old Panama Canal Company, became the transferee of the 
concession and was also the company of execution, did not in the 
least change the rights, powers, or obligations of Colombia to 
protect the company, but united them and made them more nec- 
essary and more distinctly opposed to any interference with them 
under the authority of France. 

EXCLUSION OF THE IDEA OF FRENCH CONTROL. 

Very careful provision was made in the organization of the old 
company to exclude the idea of control under the laws of France, 
and especially as to the power of the courts of France to dissolve 
the company or to cut off the power of its executive committes 
of its council of administrators to continue the work on the 
canal by placing it in the hands of a liquidator, as will presently 
be 


seen. 

On the 5th day of July, 1879, a ‘‘ committee of direction of the 
Civil International Company of the Interoceanic Canal Com- 
pany’’ (formed August 19, 1876) entered into a provisional 
agreement with M. Ferdinand de Lesseps, * * * “‘stipulat- 
ing on behalf of the anonymous company which he proposes to 
form,’’ by which agreement the concessionary rights granted by 
Colombia were to be transferred to De Lesseps, for the company 
he proposed to form, ‘‘ with all the advantages, as, also, with all 
the charges, stipulated by the law of concession.”’ 

Article 8 of that agreement provides that ‘‘in case M, Ferdi- 
nand de Lesseps shall not continue the work of the anonymous 
company, the present conditional cession shall be null and of no 
effect, and the company now ceding will not have anything to do 
with M. Ferdinand de Lesseps.”’ 

In article 4 of said agreement it is stipulated that ‘‘ M. Fer- 
dinand de Lesseps will have the right to draw up those by-laws 
as he may see fit, in conformity, however, with the stipulations 
of the laws of concession and, generally, to draw up those by-laws 
without the concurrence and without the control of the members 
of the civil company now ceding.”’ 

Under this agreement with the grantee of the concession—The 
International Interoceanic Canal Association—the old company 
was organized on the 20th of October, 1880. 

The privileges granted in the concession of 1878 expired in 
twelve years from that date, on October 20, 1892. 

Four objects of the old Panama Canal Company, formed by De 
Lesseps, are stated as follows, in article 2: 

First. The construction of a maritime canal for large navigation between 
the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, through the parts of the American Isthmus 
belonging to the United States of Colombia. 

—— . The exploitation of said canal and sundry enterprises belonging 

Third. The construction or exploitation of all lines of railroad which the 
company should deem good for the undertaking, to be constructed or bought 
in the vicinity of the canal. 

Fourth. The exploitation of lands conceded and mines contained therein. 
The whole according to the clauses and conditions of the concession, such as re- 
sult from the law of the Congress of the United States of Colombia, dated May 
18, 1878 (law 18 of 1878). 

This is as specific and comprehensive as if that law had been 
inserted in the by-laws of the old Panama Canal Company. 

Further, in “article 4 the company commences to date from 
the day of its final creation. Jts duration shail be equal to that 
of the concession; that is to say, ninety-nine years, to be reckoned 
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from the day when the canal will be opened, in whole or in part, 
to the public service, or when thegrantee company will commence 
to receive tolls for transit and navigation.’”’ Sofar these by-laws 
are in subordination to the laws of Colombia and in full con- 
formity therewith. Those laws “‘created’’ the company, as a 
legal entity, to execute the concession, instead of its having been 
created by the agreement between M. de Lesseps and his associates 
in the old company under and by authority of the laws of France. 
They adopt those ons as the source from which the old Panama 
Canal Company derived its rights to exist as the company to exe- 
cute the concession made to the grantee company. 
OLD PANAMA CANAL COMPANY MERE GUEST OF FRANCE. 

It was organized by them under the authority of the law 18th 
of May, 1878, of Colombia, in the name prescribed by that law, 
and for the purposes it defined. It was not organized to execute 
a private enterprise, or a public enterprise set on foot by the 
Government of France. It was the mere guest of France, under 
the comity of nations, and under its laws, as is stated by the court 
of cassation. France made provision in her Commercial Code for 
extending comity to foreign corporations. 

FRENCH COMITY TO FOREIGN CORPORATIONS. 

‘Foreign companies desiring to carry out, in France, such op- 
erations as fall within the scope of their business, and to prose- 
cute before French tribunals the actions to which such operations 
may give rise, must obtain to this effect the authorization of the 
French Government.” * * * ‘But to possess the power of 
exercising those rights, such companies must have been legally 
constituted, and they are subjected in respect of the validity of 
their constitution, even as regards French shareholders, to the 
legislation of the country in which they have been founded.”’ 
(Court of cassation, 14th February, 1842.) This company ob- 
tained the authorization of the Government in the precise way 


that is prescribed in the French Commercial Code for anonymous | 


companies of French origin, and was careful to state the country 
and the law of its initiative, and to state that it adopted the 


French plan of organization for the purpose of conforming its | 


action to the requirements of French law. 
In making up the capital stock of the company M. de Lesseps 


contributed to the company: “‘ First, the concession’’ (to the In- | 


ternational Civil Company of the Interoceanic Canal) ‘‘ by the 
Government of the United States of Colombia of the exclusive 
privileges for the excavation through its territory and for the 
exploitation of a maritime canal between the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans, with all its advantages, as also with all the charges stipu- 
lated by the law of Congress of the United States of Colombia, 
dated 18th of May, 1878. (Law of May 28, 1878.)” 
COMPANY DID NOT BASE ITS RIGHTS ON FRENCH LAW. 

This company did not base its right of organization, or its by- 
laws, upon authority derived from the laws of France, or from 
the Government of France, except only to avail itself of the comity 
of the Government in fixin — residence at Paris under the per- 
mission of the law of Colombia. 

Cautious statements were made in the by-laws to explain that 
it was not the purpose to derive any powers from the laws of 
France or to submit controverted questions to the French courts 
that involved the relations of the company with Colombia, but 
only to conform the by-laws to the laws of France,so that there 
would be no cause of disagreement between the company and the 
French Government, as appears from the following article: 

ARTICLE 70. It is hereby explained that it is to conform to the French law 
now in force, that the present by-laws require the representation of one-half 
the com y's capital in the general meeting relating to purposes relating to 
article 68 hereabove, and the representation of one-quarter of the capita! in 
other general meetings. But it is positively understood that the company 
would enjoy all benejits derived from all new laws which should decrease the 
amount of capital necessary to be represented in the general mee and 
that all mow taghtive provisions touching upon this question will me 
ae = — eon a created by _ re. upon a conform a 

ion . 
arzicles 49 and 48 hereabove. ee 


In the absence of such a resolution of conformity there is neither 
consent nor admission that the laws of France are applicable to 
this company, even in the particular instance stated, but it is an 
assertion that such consent is necessary to give such laws effect, so 
as to change the by-laws of the company. It means that a law 
of France or a decision of a French court can not change the by- 
laws of the company without its consent, to be given by a resolu- 
tion of conformity adopted in the manner prescribed for achange 
at Getanene jeal in his i of the 

. de was jealous guardianshi company 
against the intrusion of French legislation, which, at that time, 
threatened his prestige, and he was careful to shut it out. His 
experience with a like effort in eet. to usurp control of the 
Suez Canal, made him wary of interferences. He drew up 
the by-laws of the old company. 

He rae the subject again, in article 86, as follows: 

Finally M. Ferdinand de! n natal id 
tained in the Seo ten peeanline ides relative to the orguntaation and to tho 
publication of the present company have only been ted owing to the 








exigency of the French law for stock companies now in force. He especially 
reserves the benefit of all new enactments that may be introduced by legisla- 
tion for the purpose of facilitating the organization of such largeenterprises. 

This means, of course, general legislation for such 4 
which would inure to the company and would bind it ~iheas any 
necessity for such a reservation if that company derived its rights 
to exist or its powers from the laws of France and was amenable 
to those laws for its failure to perform its duties under the con- 
cession. But, being in France, by the comity of nations care was 
exercised in repelling the ible conclusion that the company 
undertook to throw off the protection of Colombia, as it was 
guaranteed in the concession, and would attempt to become a 
French company. 

METHOD OF DISSOLVING COMPANY. 

A method of dissolution is provided in articles 71 and 72 of the 
by-laws, as follows: 

“ARTICLE 71. In case of dissolution of the company upon a 
proposition of the council of administration, the general meet- 
ing will determine the mode to be adopted, either for dissolution 
or for the organization of a new company. One or more liqui- 
dators shall be appointed, and the most extensive powers may be 
granted to them.”’ 

This excluded the mode of dissolution peut by French laws 
and left it to the mode prescribed by the laws of Colombia. As 
the dissolution of the company would break its connection with 
the concession, it would be left to Colombia to decide whether a 
new company should be formed to execute the concession or 
whether the privileges should be forfeited. The failure of the 
“* grantee’’ company could not affect the rights of Colombia, but 
the dissolution of the company of construction gave Colombia the 
right to reserve her possessory rights and to turn them over to a 
new company for execution or to retain them as being forfeited, 
as she might choose. 

‘ARTICLE 72. During the liquidation the power of the general 
meetings will continue as during the existence of the company.’’ 
No law of France authorizes this article of the by-laws of this 


company. It is a provision independent of those laws, butitisa - 
| part of the contract of organization, and the French courts are 


bound to respect it, as it enables the managers to represent the 
company in its further dealings with Colombia after the company 
is dissolved. 

These provisions are not in accordance with French law, as it 
is asserted by the attorney-general and his supporting jurists and 
by the French courts. Their position is that the dissolution of 
the company places the further direction and administration of 
the affairs and property of the company exclusively in the liqui- 
dator, under the authority and direction of the courts of France, 
and that the power of the council of administration and of the 
general meeting of the company ceased with the dissolution of 
the company. 

DECREES OF DISSOLUTION. 

The decree of dissolution by the tribunal of the Seine expressly 
disregarded the by-laws of the company and the law of its creation. 

When this company was dissolved by the judgment of the tri- 
bunal of the Seine, on the 4th of February, 1889, that proceeding 
was expressly based upon the ground that as a ‘“‘special share- 
holders’ meeting of Jan 26 last (1889) could not be i ly 
organized,in spite of the reiterated notices sent to the sharehold- 
ers, there is no reason to hope that a new call would have a more 
efficacious result; that thus the plaintiffs would be deprived by 
the mere force of circumstances, and without possible recourse, 
of a right which article 71 intended to assure them; that finally 
the ole of a new meeting would involve, according to the 
articles, such delays that the corporate interests which are now 
at stake might suffer irreparable injury.” 

Gomes that the further objection can not prevail, that in accordancs 
with article 6 of the articles of incorporation the lution of the company 
before its ration must be voted by a of shareholders, held under 
special conditions fixed in article 69; t none of the terms of these articles 
implies the idea that —— in question belongs exclusively to the share- 
holders’ meeting, and that oguurtsavodagnived of tt; that such a on 
would be in contradiction with the ple laid down in article 1871 of the 


civil code, and would obviously nullify fits obj 
That, furthermore, what was said above relative to the shareholders’ 


meoctind ot Sommme Ss eek-nnd san nagreemia Secs Send feel Pen 
again, and that from every point of view the application sh be received. 
The plaintiffs in this p ing were M. Houri Cotton and 
Scaration of the company, to witeh Ghetes Chay wero eqpetaiat’yy 
istration of the company, to whic ey were appoin 
the court, with the powers, and td de Lesseps, in the 
character of president of the company, was defendant. 
Article 1871 of the civil code, cited in this decree, applies to 
; it ee ee See O08 oe joint ee 
panies. furnishes no suppo: a proceeding against an anon- 
ymous company. It gives no ground of jurisdiction against such 


a company. 

Anonymous com have the right to fix the conditions and 
method of their ution, by agreement, in the adoptior of 
their by-laws, and how a liquidator shall be appointed, and what 
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his powers shall be, and no court has the right to disregard such 

contract unless the dissolution is forced upon the company for a 

violation of the laws of France. 

EX PARTE PROCEEDING FOR APPOINTMENT OF PROVISIONAL ADMINIS- 
TRATORS. 

An ex parte proceeding was instituted on the 14th of December, 
1888, asking for the appointment of provisional administrators of 
the company of “The interoceanic canal, with powers the most 
extensive, to carry on and administer, provisionally, the com- 


n Aad 
Pe This proceeding was in the name of The Interoceanic Canal 
Company. (See _ of Attorney-General, p. 194.) This order 
was e by the tribunal of the Seine and confirmed by that tri- 
bunal on the 15th of December, 1888, and three administrators, 
appointed on the 14th of December, were confirmed and their 
powers were enlarged on the 15th of December. _ 

There is no warrant for such a pr i inst an anony- 
mous company unless that pe | has violated a law of France. 
The failure of the ae could not be more than an act of 
bankruptcy, but it could not be proceeded against as a bankrupt, 
because it was not a trading or commercial company. 


COLOMBIA DID NOT ASSENT TO DECREES OF TRIBUNAL OF THE SEINE. 


This being the first movement of the tribunal of the Seine to 
take jurisdiction of the company and its pro , the decree of 
December 14, 1888, and the proceedings on which it was based 
are essential to the r consideration of the question of the 
jurisdiction of the court; but they nowhere appear, either in the 
report of the Attorney-General or in the testimony of Mr. Pasco, 
who was the law member of the Isthmian Canal Commission. 

The recitals in the decree of December 15 refer to the decree of 
December 14 and show that in both instances the tribunal of 
the Seine took jurisdiction on the state of facts asserted in the 
decree of the same tribunal on the motion for the dissolution of 
the company and the appointment of a liquidator, as the same 
are above stated. It is nowhere shown that Colombia assented to 
either of said decrees or that she ever ratified or in any way ap- 
proved the by-laws of the Old Panama pany. Her 
rights under the concession of May, 1878, were in no manner 
affected by anything that was done by the company or by the 
courts in respect of the company up to the time of the dissolu- 
tion of the company by the decree of the tribunal of the Seine on 
the 4th of February, 1889. 


NO FRENCH LAW PRIOR TO JULY, 1893, ASSERTING JURISDICTION OVER 
COMPANY. 


On the ist of July, 1893, four years and five months after the 
date of the dissolution of the company, the French Assembly 
passed a special act to regulate the otministen istration of the company 
in the hands of the liquidator. Before that date the French 
Assembly had passed no law that asserted or in any way con- 
firmed the jurisdiction of any of its courts over this company. 

If there was any necessity for this law, it was as a healing act 
to recognize and confirm the usurpation of power by the courts. 
Under the law of nations Colombia could not be thus deprived of 
her right, reserved in the concession, to resume possession and 
unabridged ownership of the canal property, already forfeited to 
her by the dissolution of the old Panama Canal Company, if that 
dissolution was valid. 

PIVOTAL POINTS ON WHICH epee ar NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY 

The pivotal points, then, upon which the title of the New Pan- 
ama Canal Company hangs are: 

First. Whether Colombia, by permitting this company to select 


Paris as its place of business, thereby consented that the tribunal 
of the Seine, under the laws of France, should take jurisdiction 


to dissolve it? 

Colombia did not so consent, and, without a change in its law 
of concession, no officer or agent of that Government had any right 
or — such consent. 

ond, Was the consent of Colombia sufficient to confer such 
jurisdiction? 


It could not consent so as to bind the old Panama Canal Com- 
pany. Consent can not confer jurisdiction in France over persons 
and real in ia. That is a matter of international 
law, to be by governments. 

Third. If the French tribunal had jurisdiction to dissolve the 
ee ene did its decree cause the property to revert to Colombia 
under concession of-1878? 

Such would be its inevitable effect under that law of concession. 

Fourth. If the privileges of concession ended with the dis- 
solution of the company, could the French court revive them in the 
hands of a liquidator? Jt could not, because they reverted to Co- 
lombia. The een ene anes Speers 

nization + fing i yin France and under the law. 

Fifth. Can French courts, in virtue of their power to give 
direction to a liquidator, under French law, even when duly ap- 
pointed, empower him to control the canal property in Colombia? 


— can not; the property being real estate in a forcign 
country. 

Sixth. Under the concession of 1878, can a court in France, by 
its direction, empower a liquidator of the old Panama Canal Com- 
pany to construct a canal at Panama with locks and dams instead 
of a canal without locks or tunnels? 

Such authority would violate the law of concession enacted by 
Colombia. It would create a new and different concession. 

Seventh. Can a court of France empower its liquidator to sell 
the concessionary rights of the old company to a new company 
under the concession of 1878? 

The law of concession confines these rights to the “‘ grantee”’ in 
the concession; and Colombia would also have the right to refuse 
to accept a eree, as being entitled to hold the rights and 
powers conferred by the law of concession; as such substituted con. 
cessionaire might be an unfit person, or a bankrupt, or a rival in 
commerce, or even any enemy of Colombia. The power to trans- 
fer the concession is not a full and discretionary right, or an ar- 
bitrary power. A j*~+ interpretation of this agreement requires 
that Colombia shoulu uave a voice in selecting a transferee of the 
concession on the ground of self-protection. A foreign company 
in France, with its life depending upon the laws of France (or the 
decrees of its courts), could easily destroy the most important 
rights of Colombia under the shelter of such French protection. 
This is carefully guarded against in the law of concession by 
placing the company ‘‘ under the immediate protection of Colom- 


That protection is of no value if France can set it aside and 
substiture its own protection, according to its discretion, for that 
ressly reserved to Colombia in her law of concession. 
a the ——- the inquiry is rested on the foregoing points, 
because Colombia did not agree to or participate in any of the acts 
of the French courts included in their proceedings. What was 
done was done wholly in virtue of the supposed powers of the 
French courts derived from the laws of France. It is not con- 
sidered necessary to extend or elaborate the points presented in 
the foregoing questions, and the answers to them, more at length. 
They seem to be conclusive that the French courts had no power 
to dissolve the old Panama Canal Company or to appoint a liqui- 
dator to hold and control the property of that company in Panama. 

It further a rs to be true beyend controversy that if the 
decree dissolving the old Panama Canal Company is valid that 
the necessary effect of that decree was to terminate all the privi- 
leges and property rights of that company in Panama in any way 
appurtenant to the canal, and by the terms of the law of conces- 
sion the French courts could not prevent the same from imme- 
diately reverting to Panama. 

None of these points is covered by the report of the Attorney- 
General or the arguments of the learned counsel of the New 
Panama Canal Company. The report and the arguments of 
counsel begin with the assumption that the French court had full 
powers to deal with the old Panama Canal Company as if it was 
a French concern in its origin, in its powers, and responsibilities, 
and on that predicate they proceed with great and most adroit 
ability to account for many things in the proceedings of the 
French courts that are alleged to be peculiar to that system of 
jurisprudence and are very astonishing. 

discussing the question of the ‘‘ satisfactory’’ character of 
the title, these peculiarities of French law of themselves are far 
from inspiring a purchaser of the supposed title of the New 
Panama Canal Company with entire confidence in its validity, 
while they boldly suggest that those laws, thus construed, are 
sadly wanting in moral force and in satisfactory acceptance, as 
being just. 

DIFFICULTY OF MILITARY CONTROL OF COLOMBIA. 

Mr. President, when we consider the actual state of civiliza- 
tion in Colombia, which consists of fifteen provinces, extending 
from Panama far south into the Andean region of South America— 
a vast region of country—and the difficulty of controlling those 
people by military forces, we must confess that such a task is 
neither hight nor certain of success. 

The effort of Great Britain and Germany to invade Venezuela 
is an admonition to us that it will be no holiday excursion to sub- 
due Colombia, once there is an outbreak of hostilities, or to subdue 
any hostile element or faction there. To flatter ouselves with the 
confidence of an easy success ‘: the folly of reckless adventure 
and the very idleness of the boastings of a braggart. 

JESUIT CONTROL. 

A Lg eng religious fanaticism has been created in Colorabia 
by the Jesuits, which has the support of all the Roman Catholic 
states of Europe. This power controls Colombia in all its present 
policies and will control it in future, so that when we are in dis- 
agreement with Colombia we are in conflict with our ancient 
enemy, the Holy Alliance. 

These enemies of free government never slumber, though they 
are always in the dark and in seeming repose. 

I call attention to this treaty, in connection with its provisions 
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for our military and naval operations, to show that it is a pitfall 
arranged for our disadvantage, and in connection with it the 
politico-religious questions that beset Colombia, to illustrate the 
dangers that we are encountering with cheerful folly. 


THE RIGHT TO PASS SHIPS OF WAR THROUGH THE CANAL IN TIME OF WAR 
IS DENIED TO THE UNITED STATES UNDER THIS TREATY AND THE CON- 
CESSION OF 1878. 


Our treaty of 1846-1848 with Colombia, which is carried into 
the treaty now pending before the Senate, gave the right of transit 
across Panama to our people to the same extent as the people of 
Colombia have such rights by any mode of transportation then 
existing or thereafter to exist, with the right to determine it ona 
year’s notice. 

It did not give our Government the right, such as Colombia has 
recently given to Chile by a secret treaty, to transport troops, 
munitions of war, or contraband articles across the Isthmus of 
Panama. 

In the face of this treaty Colombia, in making the canal con- 
cession to the old Panama Canal Company on the 23d of March, 
1878, makes the following stipulation: 

ART. 6. The United States of Colombia reserves to themselves the right to 

ss their vessels, troops, ammunitions of war at all times and without pay- 
ing any dues whatever. The passage of the canal is strictly closed to war 


vessels of nations at war and which may not have acquired by parte treaty 
with the Colombian Government the right to pass by the canal at all times. 


This excludes the war ships of the United States from the canal 
when we are at war with any power. 

For such privileges the United States agrees to protect the 
ownership and sovereignty of Colombia over the State of Panama. 
We do not agree to protect the people of Panama against Colom- 
bia, no matter what excesses of misgovernment, wrong, or cruelty 
Colombia may inflict upon them. On the contrary, our pledge to 
protect the sovereignty and the ownership of Colombia over 
Panama stands good under all circumstances and conditions and 
binds us to chain Panama to whatever fate Colombia may choose 
to inflict upon those people. We have on three occasions sent 
fleets and armies to that Isthmus to enforce this agreement, and 
in each instance it has been done to suppress insurrection in 
Panama against the Government of Colombia. _In no instance 
has it been for the purpose of protecting Colombia against any 
aggression, disturbance, or attack by any foreign power. 

THE PROTECTION WE ARE TO GIVE COLOMBIA UNDER THIS TREATY AND 
THE SORT OF PEOPLE WE ARE TO HANDLE. 

In a letter of Cromwell to the President, the Panama Canal 
Company states that this guaranty of protection by the United 
States is one of the most valuable assets of that company. 

Before that guaranty was given the church party in Colombia 
had often provoked civil war in Panama, with bloody and disas- 
trous results to the people of Panama. 

In a speech in the Senate on June 4, 1902, I quoted from the 
history of Panama, by Bancroft, extensive narratives of the facts 
that show that civil war was flagrant and bloody as well as cruel 
in an excessive degree in Panama in 1831 and 1841 until 1843, 
when constitutional reforms ‘‘ tended to reestablish good under- 
standing between the provinces, and Panama again appeared 
satisfied with the connection’? with New Granada.. In those 
wars revengeful butchery was the rule of conduct, as is usual in 
nearly all religious wars that have ever occurred. 

I refer the Senate to that history, and to the extracts I made 
from it in the speech I have referred to, to establish these facts, 
without again quoting the language of the historian. (P. 6710 
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) It wasthesame church war that 
had raged since 1810, beginning with the outbreak in Mexico, from 
which no Spanish-American State escaped that attempted to es- 
tablish a republican form of government and to remove civil gov- 
ernment from the domination of the Roman Catholic Church. 
The people of Panama, having been recognized by Spain as a free, 
sovereign, and independent Republic, and having ordained a con- 
stitution, resisted the demands of the church party for a subsi- 
dized priesthood to live on the taxes levied upon the people. 

Some desperate outrages were inflicted on our people going to 
and fro to the California gold mines. Our Government sought 
to protect them by negotiating the treaty of 1846-1848, in which 
Colombia, then New Granada, demanded counter protection 
against Panama in her frequent wars with the church pa 

No such treaty was ever made by a government in the Christian 
era, except to protect the Church of Rome as a dominant politi- 
cal power in some revolting province under the jurisdiction of a 
Catholic sovereign. It is utterly repugnant to the Constitution 
of the United States to enter a foreign country for the purpose of 
keeping down one of its dissatisfied or revolting states or depart- 
ments. 

Yet that is what we did, and are about to repeat, under condi- 
tions in Colombia which aggravate our situation to one of most 
violent attack on the principles of our own Constitution, which 
divorce and exempt civil governments from the ruling power of 
the church and from all ecclesiastical authority in the nature of 
government. The pledged protection of the United States in the 
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treaty of 1846-1848 gave to the people of Panama who belonged 
to the Liberal party a dislike to the Government and people of 
the United States, whom they regarded as being the allies of their 
domestic enemies, which soon manifested itself in violence toward 
our people, and that feeling is still hot and aggressive in Panama 
and in all the isthmian departments in Colombia. 

The Isthmian Canal Commission had to pay tribute to petty 
leaders on that Isthmus to secure the privilege of passing across it. 
This hostile sentiment developed into riotous violence in 1854. 

To show the character of protection we are to give and its ex- 
tent, I quote from Bancroft. 

It is a terrible story of misrule, internecine warfare, and reac- 
tionary strife that we may study with profit while we are enact- 
ing a treaty that will revive its orgies and put our Government 
to the laboring oar for its su poe 

On page 514 of volume 8 of his history, Bancroft says: 


Civil war broke out in 1831. Colonel Alzuru, who had arrived from Guia- 
uil with troops, by the instigation of some prominent men rose in arms in 
‘anama to detach the provinces from Nueva Granada. On the news reach- 

ing Bogata the National Government dispatched Col. Tomas Herrera with a 
force to quell the rebellion, and upon his approaching the city the more 
prominent families fled to the island of Tabo; Those who had prompted 
Alzuru’s act now forsook him and rendered aid to Herrera, with all the in- 
formation they possessed. The rebels were attacked on their way to La 
Chorrera while crossing marshy ground and defeated. Alzuru was taken 
prisoner, tried by court-martial, and shot in the Cathedral plaza of Panama. 

Gen. Jose Fabrega restored order in Veragua and made it known to the 

General Government on the 30th of August, 1831. ied pee ae at Panama, 
together with Tomas Herrera, the comandante-general, assured the presi- 
dent of the Neuva Granada convention of their unswerving fealty. Later, 
in March, 1882, an attempt was made by two subalterns to induce the ser- 
geants of a battalion to join them in a conspiracy for upsetting the 
government. 

_ The two officers were tried and executed and two of the sergeants sent 
into exile... Chaos reigned throughout the Republic in 1840; then came revo- 
lution. The chief men of Panama met in a junta and resolved to detach the 
Isthmus and form an independent republic. 


It is the second time they tried that. On pages 515 and 516 he 
says: 

The Government had carefully avoided the commission of any act of hos- 
tility against Nueva Granada; but the time came when news reached Panama 
that the government of Bogota was fitting out a force to bring the Isthmus 
into subjection, whereupon the officers of the British chargé d'affaires at 
Bogota were asked to obtain the consent of Nueva Granada toreceive a com- 
missioner in the interest of peace. ° 

But the other partsof Nueva Granada having become pacified in the course 
of 1841, two commissioners came from the General Government, and the peo- 
ple of Panama, being convinced of the folly of resistance, peacefully submit- 
ted. Herrera so managed that he was appointed governor of the restored 
province. The constitutional reforms of 1342 and 1843 tended _to reestablish 

ood understanding between the provinces, and Panama again appeared sat- 
isfied with the connection. : 


But the dread of a renewal of the insurrection caused New 
Granada to seek the protection of the United States. Almost 
immediately after we had guaranteed the sovereignty of New 
Granada over Panama, in 1846-1848, the following events show 
the contempt in which the people of Panama held our interven- 
tion. 

Bancroft says, pages 516 and 517: 


The Canton de Alange, detached from Veragua, and the districts of David, 
Bolega, San Pablo, and Alange were, on the 24th of July, 1849, formed intoa 
separate province under the name of Provincia de Chiriqui, with its governor 
and assembly of seven members. 

This organization continued several years, though the province subse- 
quently took the name of Fabréga and so continued until August, 1851, when 
it resumed the former name of Chiriqui. The territory, which in early da 
was embraced in the province of Veragua and appeared in August, 1851, di- 
vided into three provinces, each having a governor and legislature, namely, 
Chiriqui, Ve a,and Azuero. This new arrangement lasted only till Apri 
30, 1855, when the province of Azuero was suppressed. 


On pages 518, 519, 520, 521, and 522 Bancroft says: 


On the 26th of January, 1854, the consuls of the United States, France, 
Great Britain, Brazil, Portugal, Denmark, Peru, and Ecuador addressed a 
protest to the governor of Panama against the neglect of his Government to 
afford protection to passengers crossing the Isthmus, notwithstanding that 
each passenger was made to pay the sum of $2 for the privilege of landing 
and going from one sea to the other. 

Governor Urrutia Anino, on the 14th of eeereens denied the alleged 
neglect, as well as the right of those officials who had no recognition from 
the New Gra Government, to address him in such a manner. 

He pointed to the public jail, which was full of prisoners, some already 
underears punishment and others being tried or awaiting trial. He also 
reminded the consuls that only a short time had elapsed ce three men 
were executed for crimes. It was a fact, nevertheless, that the Government 
could not cope with the situation, the Isthmus being infested with criminals 
from all of the earth, that had been drawn thereto by the prospect of 
plunder, in view of which a number of citizens and _ respectable foreigners 
combined in organizing the Isthmus guard, whose chief was Ran Runne 
charged with the duty of guarding the route between Panamaand Colon an 
empowered to punish,even with death, all persons guilty of crimes. Urrutia 
Anino, the governor, unhesitatingly acquiesced in the arrangement. 

Americans occasional misunderstandings with the authorities, a not- 
able one occurring in 1855, when the local governor of Panama returned un- 
opened an official letter from the consul of the United States, who at once 
threatened tostrike hisflag; but the matter was settled amicably by the chief 
officers of the Isthmus. more serious affair was the demand of the State 
government that steamships arriving at Panama and Colon should pay ton- 
a" money. This raised the protest of the American consul and the railway 
and steamship agents. The controversy was finally terminated by the Ex- 
ecutive of the Republic declaring that the law under which the tomaage 
money was claimed had been enacted by the State of Panama withoui any 
right to legislate on such matters, as they were of the exclusive province of 
the General Government. 

The lack of protection, as well as a marked spirit of hostility on the part 
of the lower c toward foreigners, was made further evident in the riot 
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of the 15th of April, 1856, when a considerable number of American passen- 
gers were killed and others wounded, much property being also soerorseeee. 

Consequent to this affair the city of Panama, which, owing to the misgov- 
ernment of previous years, was already on the decline, had to suffer still 
more. Many business houses closed their doors because the American tran- 
siont passengers who, during their stay, were wont to scatter gold, thence- 
forih remained on shore only a few minutes. Much diplomatic correspond- 
ence passed between the American and New Granadan Governments on the 
subject, the former sending a commissioner to Panama to investigate the 
circumstances, and finally claiming a large indemnity. - 

At last a convention was concluded, on the 10th of September, 1857, between 
Secretary Cass and Gen. P. A. Herran, minister of New Granada, for settle- 
ment of all claims, the latter having acknowledged the responsibility of his 
Government for the injuries and damages caused by the riot. 

The relations with Americans on the Isthmus continued to be unsatisfac- 
tory for some time longer. Notwithstanding that New Granada was appar- 
ently inclined to cordiality, cases of injustice or illtreatment to American 
citizens often occurring, at last the President of the United States asked 
Congress, on the 18th o February, 1859. for power to protect Americans on 
the Isthmus. In later years Americans have seldom had any serious cause of 
complaint. 


Bancroft describes the situation in 1854, page 525, as follows: 


Nevertheless, the white population of Panama had been for some time past 
discontented with the General Government, and a desire had sprung up to 
et rid of a yoke which was deemed oppressive. The supreme authorities at 
gota were not aware of this, and whether ee y the fear of losing 
the territory or by a sentiment of justice, or by both, concluded to allow the 
Isthmus the privilege of controlling their local affairs, which was hailed with 
joy by all classes. 

An additional clause to the national constitution was then enacted by the 
New Granadan Congress on the 27th of February, 1855, by which Panama 
was made a State and a member of the confederation, with the four provinces 
of Panama, Azuero, Chiriqui, and Veragua, its western boundary being such as 
might coms to be fixed upon by treaty with Costa Rica. A constituent 
assenrbly of 31 members was convoked March 13 by the national executive, to 
meet at Panama on the 15th of July, to constitute the State. 


The'situation in 1855 he describes as follows (pp. 526 and 527): 


A misunderstanding having occurred between the jefe superior and the 
assembly, the former resigned his office on the 28th of September,and having 
insisted on his resignation being accepted, Francisco Fabrega, who had been 
elected vice-governor on the 22d, was inducted into the executive office on 
the 4th of October. 

Notwithstanding the hopes of a bright future, from this time the Isthmus 
was the theater of almost perpetual political trouble, and revolution became 
chronic, preventing any possible advancement. In 1856 there was a stormy 
electoral campaign that culminated in a coup d’état; for which the responsi- 
bility must bo about equally divided between the executive, Francesco Fa- 
brega, and the demagogues. 


On pages 528, 529, and 530 he says: 


Another outbreak of the negroes against the whites took place on the 27th 
of September, 1890, necessitating the landing of an armed force from the 
British ship Clio, which, after order was restored, returned on board. 

This contest, out of whieh the Liberal party came triumphant throughout 
the country, was known as “la revolucion de Mosquera.”’ The minister of 
Nueva Granada in Washington, on the plea that a mere naval force could 
not afford security to the Isthmus transit, asked the United States to provide 
also a land force of 300 cavalry, but the request was not granted. 

The efforts of Guardia to keep the Isthmus out of the general turmoil were 
of noavail. <A force of about 150 or 200 men under Gen. Santo Coloma came 
from Cartagena to Colon with the apparent purpose of enabling the gov- 
ernor to carry out certain liberal measures. Thelatter protested against such 
a violation of a solemn agreement; but the force insisted -on coming across 
to Panama, and there was no way of soa. it. In the course of a few 
weeks Guardia, being convinced that he was being employed as a puppet, 
removed himself from the capital to Santiago de Veragua. 

As soon as he was gone, with the connivance of Santa Coloma, a party of 
men, all but one of whom were of the colored race, assembled at the town 
hall and deposed Guardia, naming one of their own-party, Manuel M. Diaz, 

rovisiona! governor. A few days after, on the 19th of August,in a skirmish 
Eetereen forces of the two factions, Governor Guardia and two or three 
others were killed. 


In 1865 the situation is described as follows (pp. 534-535): 


Olarte’s election is represented as an enthusiastic one, and intended as a 
reward for the services he rendered to the better portion of the isthmian 
community, with his defeat of the caucano invaders (white invaders). 

He found himself in a constant disagreement with the legislature of the 
State, which he forced to submit to his dictation. The whole negro party of 
the arrabal was his mortal enemy, but he managed to keep it_under by 
making it feel occasionally the effect of his battalion's bullets. In the last 
attempt against his power the negroes were severely punished, and they 
never tried again to measure strength with him. His power was now more 
secure than ever, and his way became plain to procure the election, as his 
successor to the Presidency, of his brother, then residing in Chiriqui. 

The negroes were in despair, as they could find no means of seizing the 
Government. From the time of Guardia’s deposal they had been enjoying 
the public spoils, and could not bear the idea of being kept out of them when 
their number was four or five times larger than that of the white men. The 
success of Olarte’s plans would be the death of their aspirations, which were 
the control of public affairs, by ousting the whites, who were almost all con- 
servatives. It became, therefore, a necessity to rid the country of that ogre; 
and as this could not be done by force of arms poison was resorted to. 

The pian was well matured and carried outin San Miguel, one of the Pearl 
Islands, where Olarte went on. an official visit. Olarte’s death occurred on 
the 8d of March, 1868, without his knowing that he had been poisoned. This 
crime was not the act of one man, but of a whole political party, which took 
care to have the death attributed to a malignant fever. It became public, 
however, through the family of another man, who also became avictim. No 
official or post-mortem examination was made and the matter was hushed up. 


Armed conflicts between the political parties were frequent in 
1872 and 1873. with severe fighting, so that the United States was 
compelled to interfere. Bancroft says (pp. 539 and 540): 


The pichincka (battalion of national troops) interfered to restore Neira. 
After some firing it ant heey that Cervera should continue in power and 
Neira remain in the c y of the national force. 

The national force having taken sont in the troubles, its efficiency to protect 
the transit was rendered doubtful, which reasons troops were landed from 
tae United States ships of war by order of Rear-Admiral Steedman. Final! 
terms of peace were arranged in the evening of ee 9, based on the condi- 
tions that Neira’s government should be reestablis ed. The State militia 
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surrendered their arms to the foreign consuls the next day, the pichincha 
performing the duties of the State force. 

Meantime, until Neira’s return, Col. Juan Pernett was to act as president. 
Neira heard of the change at yy on the 13thof May and returned at 
once. On the 2lst he made Jose Maria Bermudez secretary of state and 
Colonel Pernett comandante-general. The votes for senators and represen- 
tatives to the National eee were counted on the 15th of July, and the 
names of the elect were published. 

The people of the arrabal made another disturbance on the 24th of Sep- 
tember, attacking the Government outposts at Playa Prieta. Hostilities were 
continued during twelve or fourteen days, when the rebels under Correoso 
abandoned their ground and were afterwards defeated in the country. Mean- 
time an American force of nearly 200 men, sent on shore by Rear-Admiral 
Almy, a second time within four months, occupied the railway station and 
the cathedral plaza. 

The minister resident of the United States, William L. Scruggs, on the 
19th of December, 1873, laid before the Colombian Government, of which 
Colunje was secretary of foreign affairs, a protest of the Panama Railway 
Company upon the recent disturbances on the Isthmus, and a demand that 
the transit should in future bo under the immediate protection of the 
Colombian Government against the acts of violence of local factions. The 
latter acknowledged the justice of this demand on the 26th of December, 

mapas that in future there would be a national force stationed in Panama 
‘or the purpose of protecting the transit. 


He thus describes the situation in 1876: 


The presence of Federal forces on the Isthmus had often been a source of 
danger to the State Government. But it was required by international obli- 
gation, and its necessity could but be recognized in view of the fact’ that 
the construction of the interoceanic canal, already under way, demanded 
the employment of thousands of men from all parts of the world, who, in the 
event of strikes or other causes, might commit outrages. 


Constant strife continued through the years until 1885, when 
Bancroft describes the situation as follows (pp. 550-551): 


The Isthmus now becomes again the theater of deadly strife, with its con- 
comitant bloodshed and general destruction, to the disgrace of the nation of 
which it forms a part and the scandal of the world. A plot by some men of 
the national forces to seize the revenue cutter Boyaca having oon detected, 
thanks to the loyalty of other members of the same force, the executive noti- 
fied the convention that the time had come to proclaim martial law, which 
he did on the 9th of February. Theconvention accordingly closed its session 
on the llth. 

On the 17th Santcdomingo Vila obtained a leave of absence to proceed to 
Cartagena, where his military services were required, and Pablo Arosemena, 
the first designado, was summoned to assume the executive authority. At 
about 5 o’clock on the morning of the 16th of March the population was 
awakened by the cries of “ Vivan los liberales! viva el General Aizpuru!” 
accompanied with numerous shots.. Aizpuru, at the head of about 250 men, 
attacked the cuartel de las Monjas and the tower of San Francisco, which 
was defended by a handful of Government troops, and a running fight from 
corner to corner ensued. 

The assailants overran the city. The British warship Heroine then landed 
some marines and sailors to protect the railroad. The President called for 
troops from Colon, which came at once under General Gonima, and, enter- 
ing the city on the 17th, compelled the portion of tho revolutionists who had 
remained in the city to rejoin their main body in the plains. 


The following description of the events of March 29, 1885, gives 
a correct idea of the feeling toward Americans existing all the 
while since the landing of marines by Rear-Admiral Alony, in 
September, 1873, pages 552, 553, 554, 555: 

On the 28th of March the American mail steamer Colon arrived at the 
port of the same name from New York, and the Government directed that 
she should not deliver arms to the rebels. This gave rise to most high- 
handed proceedings on the part of Prestan, culminating in the arrest by his 
orders of the American consul, Mr. Wright; Captain Dow, general agent of 
the steamship line; Connor, the local agent at Colon; Lieutenant Judd and 
Cadet Midshipman Richardson, of the United States war steamer Galena. 

Soon afterwards Richardson was released and sent on board the Galena to 
tell his commander, Kane, that the other prisoners would be kept in confine- 
ment till the arms were surrendered, and if the Galena attempted to land men 
or to do any hostile act the boats would be fired upon, and every American 
citizen in the piace would be shot. Kane, knowing Prestan’s character, did 
not attempt any hasty act. Prestan then went to the prison and told Consul 
Wright that he must order Dow to deliver the arms or he would shoot the four 
prisoners before that night. Wright complied and they were set at liberty. 

But Kane took possession of the Colon, and in the night landed a force and 
three pieces, under Lieutenant Judd, with orders to release at all hazards 
Dow and Connor, who had been again imprisoned. No sooner had the Amer- 
icans occupied the offices of their consulate and of the railway and Pacific 
Mail companies than a force of Colombian national troops came on, driving 
the rebels before them into the intrenchments. 

During the whole morning the firing was kept up, and ended about 12 
noon, when the rebels were routed; Prestan and his rabble set fire to the 
town at various places and fled. A strong wind biowing, the flames spread 
violently, and the town was consumed with all its contents. The American 
forces continued some days ngee holding the place. Commander Kane's 
authority being recognized and the Colombian officers cooperating with him 
in the preservation of order. 


Prestan was captured, taken out to sea in an open boat, and 
drowned. He was thrown overboard with a weight attached to 
his body. 

But to return to Panama, Aizpuru took advantage of the situation, Gonima 
being left with only 60 soldiers and a few civilians that had joined him to 
occupy the principal streets on the 3lst. Tomakethestory short, by 3 o'clock 
in the afternoon he was master of the place, Gonima having surrendered. 

Aizpuru announced in a proclamation on the Ist that he had assumed the 
functions of jefe civil y militar, to which he had been called by the supporters 
of free political principles, and on the 4th appointed his advisers and adopted 
measures to protect the city from incendiarism, and especially to guard the 
interoceanic transit. 

Marines and sailors having been landed on the 8th of April from the United 
States ieee Shenandoah by Aizpuru’'s request, both ends of the Isthmus 
were on the 10th guarded by American forces. Soon after the United States 
sent reenforcements of marines and sailors with special instructions to pro- 
tect the transit and American citizens and their interests, avoiding all inter- 
ference in the internal political squabbles. Several war vessels of the United 
States home squadron, under Rear-Admiral Jouett, arrived at Colon. 

In the night of the 24th of April, while the revolutionists were erecting bar- 
ricades—against an understanding with the American commander—the ma- 
rines under Commander McCalla took possession of the city as a necessary 
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measure to protect American yrovaty, ent Aizpuru_and others were ar- 
rested. However, on the next day, Aizpuru having pledged himself not to 


raise barricades or batteries, the ers were released, and the Americans 
taide 


retired to their encampment ou b 

Aizpuru was one of the persons who offered to defeat the Fed- 
eral forces and annex Panama to the United States if we would 
advance him the money to conduct his campai 
—— situation is thus stated by 


gn. 
The Bancroft, pages 556, 
657, an 


After the death of President Olarte. in 1868, the Isthmus for many years 
did not enjoy a single day of peace. The general wealth having declined 
throughout the country, and more so in the interior, poverty prevailed. 
Capital, both foreign and native, abandoned so dangerous an abode. The 
catt ” a and estates disappeared; likewise agriculture, except on a 
small seale. 

The black men of the arrabal in the or of Panama, after they were made 
important factors in politics, accustomed themselves to depend on the public 
funds for a living, and the ple of the interior, who were always a 
and industrious, came to be virtually their tributaries. The State became 
the puppet of the men at the head of the National Government, or of — 
ical clubs at Bogota, whose agents incited disturbances, removing Presidents 
indisposed to cooperate with or to meekly submit to their dictation, substi- 
tuting others favorable to their purposes, and thus making themselves mas- 
ters of the State government, together with its funds,and with what is of no 
less import, the State's vote in national elections. 

Since the establishment of the constitution of 1863 Panama has been con- 
sidered a good field by men aspiring to political and social position without 
risking their persons and fortunes. They haveever found apatite Pana- 
menos ready to aid them in maintaining the quondam colo dependence 
and investing them with power, that they might grow fat togesher on the 

ils. Almost every national election since the great war of has brought 
about a forced change in the State government. The first victim,aswe have 
geen, was Governor Guardia. pees national troops under Santo Coloma. 

That was the beginning of political demoralization on theIsthmus. Every 
similar alleged device toinsure party ——— and power at Boge has —, 
I repeat, the work of agents from the national coset, ed by men o' 
Pana: to push their own in and er y the Federal 

Th ce of chief magistrate is desired for controlling politica 
and the public funds to enrich the holder and his chief su rs. 
ism and a noble purpose to foster the welfare of the country and the people 
in general are, if thought of at Sone of secondary consideration. 

t times the Presidency is fought for with armsamong the them- 
selves, and the city is then a witness of bloody scenes. The of every 
such effort is to gain control of power for the sake of the spoils. 

Panama can not, being the smallest and weakest State of the Colombian 
union, rid itself of the outside pressure. Neither can it crush the unholy 
ambition of its politicians. Both entail misfortunes enough; but the Isthmus 
must also share the same sufferings as the other States in times of political 
convulsion in the whole nation. 


Bancroft closes his history of political and social conditions in 
Panama with a question that sets aside the proposal of Colombia 
for the joint control of a canal belt through the heart of that 
State by Colombia and the United States as a suggestion that is 
scarcely less than reckless folly. 

On page 558 he says: 


What is to be the future status of the Isthmus? A strong 
doubtless a necessity, and must be provided from abroad. 8 


rrison. 
wer, 
riot- 


vernment is 

il it assume 

the form of a quasi independent state under the protectorate of the chief 

commercial nations, eliminating Colombia from participation therein, or 

must the United States, as the power most interes in preserving the inde- 

pata of the highway, take upon themselves the whole control for the 
nefit of all nations? Time will tell. 

A worse picture of anarchy could hardly be drawn, nor could 
worse elements be found to create it. 

These struggles were not racial or political in the ordinary 
sense of persorial efforts to gain office, power, or money. They 
were the result of the conflict, long and bloody, in every Spanish- 
American state, between the Liberals, who demanded free con- 
stitutional government as the fruit of their wars for independence 
with Spain, and the church party, who demanded that the Re- 
public, like the Catholic monarchies of Europe, should be subor- 
dinate to the will of the Roman pontiff. 

That was the issue which has never failed to arouse all Liberals 
to the most intense resentment, or to be met with the unceasing 
and cunning antagonism of the Jesuits, who are sworn enemies 
to all free government. 

IN MAKING THIS TREATY WE ARE DEALING DIRECTLY WITH THE JESUITS 
AND ARE CRUSHING THE LIBERALS. 

It was with this power in Colombia that we made the treaty of 
1846-1848, and it is with this Jesuit power, now controlling Ma- 
rroguin and his associates, that weare now engaged with in mak- 
ing this treaty. 

The interval between these two events is filled with historical 
facts that should warn free Americans to be alert and cautious as 
to the further treaty engagements we are about to make with the 
Jesuits of Colombia. If we ee the power of the Jesuits in 
Colombia and scorn their inability to interfere with our power 
after we have entered upon our great work in Panama, let us not 
put it in their power by treaty to say to the Catholic world and 
the nations that respect treaties that the United States is not only 
a treaty-breaking power when its convenience does not square 
with its engagements, but that we make treaties, which are the 
oaths of nations, intending to violate them when they become 
embarrassing to our known policy and injurious to our future 
interests or purposes. 

A treaty with the Church party in Colombia, in whose councils 
the Jesuits are dominant and the Roman Pontiff is supreme, is 
the necessary destruction of the Liberal there; this un- 
natural act is not done, even in the Sonu of dbtuining the consent 
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of the people of Colombia under their constitution and through 
their representatives, but through our diplomatic recognition of 
Marroquin as ‘‘ the Government of Colombia,’’ when he is only a 
dictator, using military forces as his sole power. While there is 
no Congress in existence, through which alone the people can 
make known their will by the votes of their representatives, we 
are required to treat with Marroquin, the dictator of Colombia. 
IF THIS TREATY IS ENACTED INTO LAW BY THE CONGRESS OF COLOMBIA 


IT CAN ONLY BE DONE BY AMENDMENT AND MUST COME BACK TO US FOR 
CONCURRENCE. 


The Congress of Colombia alone is authorized to enter into a 
binding treaty contract with the United States, and when that 
Government is so dissevered in its organization that a Congress 
is not in existence there is only one responsible party to the con- 
tract, the other party being only a possibility, that may or may 
not exist hereafter. It would seem that under such conditions 
the Senate should await the action of Colombia before we ratify 
the treaty. 

All treaties when ratified take effect from the date of the signa- 
ture of the plenipotentiaries, and not from the date of the ratifi- 
cation or the exchange of the ratifications, unless it is otherwise 
provided in the treaty. (Meade v. The United States, 9 Wall., 
691; Haver v. Yaker, 9 Wall., 32.) 

The Con of Colombia is not a se te law-making tribu- 
nal, as is the case in the Senate of the United States, and under 
their constitution it must enact a law to ratify a treaty made by 
the President of Colombia to make it of any effect. If there is no 
Congress in existence there when the treaty is signed, our law 
that treaties shall take effect from the date of the signature could 
not apply to this treaty, because a congress that is disbanded or 
out of office can not be a party to the contract, either in fact or 
by force of any legal intendment or presumption. 

To make the treaty to take effect from its date of signature, the 
law by which it is ratified or adopted would have to make such 
express provision, and that enactment would be an amendment to 
the treaty and must be inserted in it and returned to the Senate 
of the United States for its concurrence. 

Otherwise we would ratify a treaty to take effect from the date 
of its signature, and Colombia would ratify or adopt the same 
treaty to take effect from the date of its ratification. So that, in 
any event, the treaty must come back to the Senate of the United 
States after it is adopted or ratified by the legislative act of the 
Congress of Colombia, or else each of the Governments will have 
acted upon a treaty that has a distinct and different legal signifi- 
cation as to the date at which it became binding and operative. 

By leaving this vital feature open, to be determined the law 
of Colombia, it is imperative that the Congress of Colombia should 
act upon it before the Senate of the United States can ratify 
it and before the President of the United States can exchange 
the ratifications. 

As there is no Congress in existence in Colombia, a Congress 
yet to be elected must, if it has the power to do so, passa law that 
the treaty shall take effect from the date of its signature; other- 
wise the treaty is nudum pactum, because one of the parties to it 
had no existence, even in legal intendment, when it was signed as 
a treaty authorized by the constitution of Colombia. 

No judicial or sound political construction of the constitution 
of Colombia can be interpolated into its meaning that can author- 
ize the President of Colombia to bind that Government or its 
Congress that this treaty shall take effect from the date of its 
signature when at that date no Congress existed inColombia. If 
he could so bind the Government, he could give the treaty that 
effect, although Congress, when it came into existence and into 
session, should otherwise declare or provide by law. Our Senate 
must agree to whatever becomes the supreme law of the United 
States. The Congress of Colombia, acting alone, can not enact a 
law for the United States. 

How long would the Jesuits take to find this fatal flaw in the 
transaction if the Colombian Congress should repeal the concor- 
dat of 1888 by amending this treaty? And what is there in this 
state of affairs, or in this treaty, to prevent Colombia from grant- 
ing concessions to Spain, or to any other member of the ‘* Holy 
Alliance,”’ the right to construct and own a canal on the Isthmus 
anywhere outside of the canal zone as defined in this treaty? 

THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 
If the answer is that the Monroe doctrine would be interposed 
revent such a proceeding, let us inquire whether that is true. 

e Monroe doctrine its origin in the aggressions of the 
Holy Alliance, the bond of which was allegiance and subordina- 
tion to the Roman Catholic See in its claim of supremacy over all 
rulers, and the special and immediate purpose of which was to re- 
instate the Crown of Spain in the sovereignty of its American vice- 
royalties, which had declared and achieved their independence. 

e Holy Alliance based its claim of right and duty to execute 
this tremendous purpose upon its faith and allegiance to the 
Roman See, and announced its purpose in the declaration I will 
presently quote, 


to 








WHAT VATTEL SAYS. 
Vattel, the great publicist, was the first writer on international 
law to state the grounds on which it is impossible to conduct free 
government in any country where the dogmas of the Holy See 
are accepted in the rightful control, in civil government, as a rule 
of action, or as a controlling force in civil, or penal, or military 
administration. 
Without copying the writings of Vattel on this subject, I will 
- citations to the chapters of his great work, in which he treats 
of it: 


a. The power of the Popes. (Sec. 146.) 
6. Important employments conferred by a foreign power. (Sec. 147.) 
c. Powerful subjects = ona foreign court. (Sec. 148.) 
d. Celibacy of the priests. (Sec. 149.) 
e. Enormous pretensions of the clergy: 
1. Preeminence. (Sec. 150.) 
2. Independence of the civil power. (Sec. 151.) 
8. Immunities. (Sec. 151.) 
4. Immunity of church possessions. (Sec. 152.) 
5. Excommunication of men in office. (Sec. 153.) 
6. Excommunication of ——e themselves. (Sec. 154.) 
J. The clergy drawing everything to themselves, and disturbing the order 
of justice. (Sec. 155.) 
q- Money drawn to Rome. (Sec. 156.) 
. Laws and customs contrary to the welfare of the State. (Sec. 157.) 


JOSIAH MILLARD’s RESUME OF PROCEEDINGS OF CONTINENTAL CONGRESS. 

I will now quote from an address of Mr. Jasiah Millard, presi- 
dent of the Protestant American League, before the Central City 
Commandery of the Knights of Malta in Washington, D. C., on 
the 2d of March, 1900, in which he gives a brief résumé of the 
proceedings of the Continental Congress touching this important 
matter of government as our fathers regarded it: 

NOTES ON THE QUEBEC ACT. 

In the declaration and resolves of the First Continental Congress, agreed 
to at Philadelphia October 14, 1774, four acts of the British Parliament, one of 
them being “‘An act for making more effectual vision for the government 
of the Province of Quebec,” etc., were solemnly declared to be “impolitic, 
unjust, and cruel, as well as unconstitu’ most us and de- 
structive of American rights.” 

And again in the same document, in the enumeration of “such acts and 
easures as have been adopted since the late war which demonstrate a sys- 
m formed to enslave America,” the Quebec act is included, and it is there 

ken of as an act “for establishing the Roman Catholic religion in the 
rovince of Quebec, abolishing the equitable of English laws and 


erecting a tyranny there, to the great (from so total a similarity of 
religion, law, and government) of the n boring British colonies, by the 
a ce of whose blood and treasure the said country was conquered from 


France.” (Journals of Congress, Vol. I, ?; 81.) 

In the famous address to the ple of the British colonies, approved Oc- 
tober 21, 1774, Congress said: “Know, then, that we think the Legislature of 
Great Britain is not authorized by the constitution toestablish a religion 
fraught with sanguinary and impious tenets, or to erect an arbitrary form 
of government in any quarter of the globe.” I t here that these words 
were not ken of the Porto Rico bill of 1900, of the Quebec act of 1774. 
I have no to say of the Porto Rico bill. 

Again, in the same add Congress, continuing, said: 

“At the conclusion of this late war—a war rendered fate by the abili- 
ties and integrity of a minister to whose efforts the Bri Empire owes its 
safety and its fame—at the conclusion of this war, which was succeeded by 
an inqhorsous e formed under the auspices of a minister of principles and 
a family unfriendly to the Protestant cause and inimical to liberty—we say 
at this period, and under the influence of that man, a plan for enslaving your 
fellow-subjects in America was concerted. 

“To promote these designs, another measure has been 
session of Parliament last mentioned an act was or changing the 

overnment of Quebec, by which the Roman Catholic religion, instead of 
Bei tolerated, as stipulated in the treaty of peace, is established, and the 
ople there are deprived ofa right toanassembly. Trials by juy and the 
English laws, in civil cases, are abolished. And, instead thereof, the French 
laws are established, in direct violation of His Majesty's promise in his royal 
proclamation, under the faith of which many English subjects settled in that 
rovince. And the limits of that province are extended so as to comprehend 
these vast regions that lie adjoining to the northerly and westerly boundaries 
of these colonies. 

“The authors of this arbit measure flatter themselves that the inhab- 
itants (of Canada), deprived of liberty and artfully provoked against those 
of another religion, will be proper ents for assisting in the ew, 
sion of such as er from them in modes of government.” (Journals of 
Congress, Yol. I, p. 54.) The reference to the Quebec act in th “Address 
to the inhabitants of Great Britain,’ dated the same day (October 21, 1774), is 
still more remarkable. In that address the say: 

“ By another act the Dominion of Canada isto be so extended, modeled, and 
governed as that by being disunited from us, detached from our interests by 
civil as well as religious prejudices, that by their numbers daily swelling 
with Catholic emigrants from Europe, and their devotion to an adminis- 
tration so friendly to their religion, they might become formidable to us and, 
on occasion, be fit instruments in the hands of power to reduce the ancient 
free Protestant to the same state of slavery with themselves." 

“This was evidently the object of the act. And in this view, being ex- 
tremely dangerous to our liberty and quiet, we can not forbear complaining 
of it as h e to British America. Superadded to the considerations, we 
can not help deploring the unhappy condition to which it has reduced the 
many English settlers who, encouraged by the — ——— promis- 
ing enjoyment of all their rights, have purchased estates in that country. 
They are now the subjects of an arbitrary government, are deprived of trial 
by_ jury, and, when imprisoned, can not claim the benefit of the writ of 
habeas Mod Nor can we suppressour astonishment that a British Parlia- 
mont should ever consent to establish in that ome S religion that has 
del your island in blood and dispensed ey 
murder, and rebellion through every part of the world. 

“Such being the state of facts, let us beseech you to consider to what end 
they may lead.” (Journals of Qongress, Vol. I, 

or should it be overlooked here that on the 1774, 
the same body of men had reaffirmed and epread Suf- 
folk resolves, the tenth section of which is a follows: 

“Resolved, That the late act of the British Parliament for establishing the 
Roman Catholic religion and the French law in the extensive cou now 
called Canada is dangerous in an extreme degree to the Protestant religion 
and the civil rights and liberties of America, and theref 


ursued. In the 


igotry, persecution, 
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as Protestant Christians we are indispensably obli to take all proper 
measures for our security.” (Journals of Congress, Vol. I, p. 16.) 

In the declaration of the causes and necessity of taking up arms, adopted 
July 6, 17%, the Quebec act is referred toas a statute “for erecting in 
a neighboring province, acquired by the joint arms of Great Britain and 
America, a tism te our very existence.” 

The Texans, in their declaration of independence, express the same views, 
treating Santa Anna's usurpation as their own ancestors of 1774 treated the 
Quebec act. their abhorrence of military “despotism,” in 
which every interest is ed but that of the army and the priesthood, 
both the eternal enemies of civil liberty, the ever- y minions of power, 
and the instruments of tyrants. , 

I will say more of this further on; but right here I shall endeavor to show 
that the doctrine, which has become by common consent a constitu- 
tional ple of our Government, also had itsorigin inabhorrenceof popery. 
It came aboutin this way: When theallied powers of Europe had overthrown 
Napoleon Bonaparte they sought to confirm and perpetuate their power 
by combining to destroy the hberty of conscience and the press, together 
with the principles of representative government and the sovereignty of the 
poor. his league they called “‘ The Holy Alliance,” and on the Bod day of 

ovem ber’, 1822,at Verona, the Emperorsof Russia, Prussia, and Austria, and 
the King of France i 


oy their several representatives, entered into a compact 
for the execution of their designs, known as “ The secret treaty of Verona.” 
The second, and third articles of this treaty of Verona are as follows: 


“Article 1. The high contracting ae being convinced that the system of 
representative government is equa —— inconsistent with monarchical prin- 
ciples as the maxims of the sovereignty of the people with the divine right, en- 
gage mutually, in the most solemn manner, to use all their efforts to an end 
to this system of representative government in whatever country it may exist 
in Du , and to prevent it being introduced into those countries where it is 
not yet known. 

“Art. 2. As it can not be doubted that the liberty of the press is the most 

ful means used by the supporters of the pretended rights of nations (the . 
people) to the detriment of those of princes, the high contracting parties promise 
rect ally to adopt all measures to suppress it, not only in their own 
estates but also in the rest of Europe. 

* Art. 8. Convinced that the principles of religion contribute most power- 
Sully to keep nations in that state of passive obedience which they owe to their 
princes, the high contracting parties declare it to be their intention to sustain, 
in their respective states, those measures which the clergy may adopt with the 
aim of ameliorating their own interests, which are so intimately connected with 
the preservation of the authority of princes. And the contracting parties join 
in offering their thanks to the Pope for what he has already done for them, and 
solicit his constant tion in their views of subjugating the nations.” 

Such is the great of “benevolent assimilation” which the po of 
a oo only the Romish Pope, but the Russian Pope, the German Pope, 
and popelets of Franceand Austri repared for the advancement of the 

pish brand of religion in 1822. It was this scheme which President Mon roe 

hwarted in 1823 7 announcement of the doctrine which bears his name. 
Let us contrast this scheme with the ideas of religion and government held 
by our own American ancestors. 

In the third paragraph of his first inaugural address, Jefferson points out 
= ante of human freedom and its elements, by dividing the subject into 

our parts: 

1. A due sense of our equal right to the use of our own faculties; to the ac- 
quisitions of our own industry, and to honor and confidence from our fellow- 
citizens, resulting not from birth, but from our own actions and their sense 


of them. 
2. A benign religion, professed, indeed, and practiced in various forms, yet 
in all of them ting honesty, truth, temperance, gratitude, and love of 


man. 

3. Theacknowledgmentand adoration of an overruling Providence, which, 
in all its dispensations, proves that it delights in the happiness of man here 
and his greater happiness hereafter. 

4. A wise and frugal government, insuring equal and exact justice to all 
men = some men only), all men, of whatever state or persuasion, religious 
or political, 

n these words are summarized and harmonized the principles of the Dec- 
laration of Independence, the bill for establishing religious freedom, and the 
Federal Constitution. This is another contemporaneous construction of the 
Constitution. 

The compact of the Holy Alliance, above set forth in italics, 
brings the declarations made on the 2d day of November, 1822, 
directly home to the situation in Colombia as it exists under the 
concordat, or treaty, with Pope Leo XIII, and proves beyond de- 
nial that the very essence of the Monroe doctrine is at stake on 
the ratification of this treaty now before the Senate, unless we 
annul it by an amendment of the treaty that will except our own 
people who must abide in Panama while building and operating 
the canal from its operation and effect. 

The laws of Colombia, enacted in pursuance of this concordat, 
as to marriage and the legitimacy of children and their education 
are as revolting to our civilization as the edict of 1550 promul- 
gated by Philip the Second of Spain, or any of the edicts of Philip 
the Second, described in Motley’s Rise of the Dutch Republic, 
pages 254 and 261. 

Here is a copy of the concordat and of some of the laws enacted 
by Colombia to execute the same: 

CONCORDAT BETWEEN THE REPUBLIC OF COLOMBIA AND POPE LEO XIilf. 
Mr. Walker to Mr. Bayard. 


LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Bogota, March 7, 1888. (Received April 6.) 

Srr: Asa subject which may be of interest to the State Department and 
important to some of our citizens coming to this country to reside, I have the 
honor to inclose herewith a copy, in Spanish, of the **concordzt” recently 
celebrated between the Holy See of Rome and the Colombian Guvernment 
with a careful translation. making this translation I regretted that ! did 
not have access to the original Latin text in which it was drawn up and 
signed, but had to content myself with the Spanish translation, which in 
some of the articles is vague and ambiguous. The first clause of the sev- 
enteenth article is so much so that in my translation I was forced to be para- 
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phrastic rather than literal. 
ae ayae of the same sub, I herewith transmit a copy, with transla- 
tion, of law 30, passed by the legislative councilon the 25th of February last, 


which virtually annuls all civil marriages celebrated at any time inthe past, 

unless the ceremony was also performed canonically. Theannulment of the 

marriage, however, does not timatize the children of such marriage. 
Tam, sir, etc., JNO. G. WALKER, 
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[Inclosure 1 in No. 95.—Translation.] 
CONCORDAT ENTERED INTO BETWEEN POPE LEO XIII AND THE REPUBLIC 
OF COLOMBIA. 
{Concluded December 31, 1887. Ratified by the legislative council of Colom- 
bia February 24, 1888.} 
In the name of the most holy and indivisible Trinity, the Su 
Leo XIII, and the most excellent Rafael Nufiez, President of 


reme Pontiff 

e Republic of 
Colombia, by their re tive on a ane meng Na wit, on the part of His Holi- 
ness, the most eminent Monsignore Mariana mpolla del Tindaro, cardinal 
presbyter of the most holy Churchof St. Cecelia and —— secretary of state; 
and on the part of the Republic, His Excellency Joaquin Vélez, envoy extraor- 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary near the Holy See, who, after a mutual 
exchange of credentials, have concluded the following convention: 

ARTICLE 1. The Catholic, Roman, Apostolic, is the religion of Colombia, the 
public authorities of which shall recognize it as an essential element of social 
order, and they bind themselves to protect it in all its rights and privileges 
and to cause it and its ministers to be respected. : 

Art. 2. The Catholic Church shall be freeand independent of the civil au- 
thority and shall freely exercise all its spiritual authority and jurisdiction, 
conforming in its administrative government solely to its own laws. 

ART. 3. nonical legislation shall be free of the civil, and shall form no 
part of the latter, but will be respected by the latter. ; 

Art. 4. The church, represented by its hierarchical authorities, is recog- 
nized by the State as a true and legitimate entity, with capacity to exercise 
and enjoy all rights pertaining to such. b 5 

Art. 5. The church has the right of acquiring, possessing, and adminis- 
tering real and personal property in accordance to general laws, and its lands 
= ~*~ emepenmas shall be no less inviolable than those of the citizens of the 

ublic. 

RT. 6. Ecclesiastical property may be taxed in the same manner and to 
the same extent as the property of private individuals except edifices for 
public worship, theological seminaries, and the residences of the clergy, 
which are exempt from all taxation, occupation, or appropriation to other 
uses. 

ART. 7. The secular and r clergy shall not be required to perform 
public duties incompatible with their ministry and profession, and at all 
times shall be exempt from military service. 

Art. 8. The Government shall enact such laws as will protect the sacer- 
dotal dignity whenever, for any cause, a minister of the church may figure 
in criminal trials. ‘ 

Arr. 9. Diocesan_bishops and parish priests may claim from the faithful 
the emoluments and ecclesiastical fees canonically and ——— established, 
either by the immemorial custom of the diocese or by the rules of religious 
services; and in order that such actsand obligations may produce civil effects 
and that the temporal authority may lend its support the bishops shall pro- 
ceed in accord with the Government. 

ART. 10. Competentecclesiastical authority has the rightin Colombia to es- 
tablish religious ordersof both sexes, to be governed by suitable constitutions. 
But in order to secure the enjoyment of the rights of a lawful corporation and 
the protection of the laws 4 must present to thecivil authorities the canon- 
ical authorization issued by their ecclesiastical superior. 

ART. 11. The Holy See will lend its support and cooperation to the Govern- 
ment for the establishment in Colombia of religious institutions, giving pref- 
erence to those for charitable purposes, for missions, for the education of 
— and for general education, and to other works of public utility and 

neficence. 

Arr. 12. Public education and instruction in universities, colleges, schools, 
and in other centers of instruction shall be organized and directed in con- 
formity with the dogmas and moral teachings of the Catholic Church. 

Ant. 13. Consequently, in such centers of instruction the respective dio- 
cesan bishops, either by themselves or by special delegation, shall exercise 
the right, in whatever concerns religion and morals, to inspect and revise 
the text-books in use in the same. : 

The archbishop of Bogota shall prescribe the text-books relating to re- 
ligion and morals to be used in the universities; and to insure uniformity of 
teaching on those subjects, said prelate, in connection with other bishops, 
shall choose the text-books for the other schools of official instruction. 

The Government shall see that no lectures are delivered on literary, scien- 
tific, or general subjects in any branch of learning that inculcate ideas con- 
trary to Catholic dogmas or calculated to lessen the respect due to the 
church. 

ART. 14. If, in spite of the orders and precautions of the Government, the 
moral and religious teachings (in universities, colleges, etc.) shall not con- 
form to Catholic doctrines the r tive diocesans may withdraw from the 
offending professors and masters the privilege of teaching in such branches. 

AR?. 15. Tho Holy See has the right to fill vacancies in the archbishoprics 
and bishoprics, but the Holy Father, as an evidence of ial deference and 

to the end of preserving —e harmony between thechurch and the State, 
agrees that in filling such vacancies the previous consent of the President 
shall be obtained. To that end, when such vacancies occur, the President 
may recommend directly to the Holy See such ecclesiastics as in his judg- 
ment unite in themselves the gifts and qualifications necessary for the epis- 
copal dignity; and the Holy See, on its part, before making the appointment, 
shall always communicate the names of the candidates for promotion in or- 
der to ascertain whether or not the President considers the candidates civilly 
or politically disqualified for such positions. Vacancies in the bishoprics to 
be Hilea as soon as possible, and in no case to remain unfilled for more than 
six months. 

Art. 16. The Holy See may erect new dioceses, or change the limits of 
those existing, whenever it is thought opportune and useful for the better 
care of souls, previously consulting the Government and admitting such 
suggestions as may be reasonable and just. ; 

ART. 17. All persons professing the Catholic religion, desirous of contract- 
ing marriage, should have the ceremony performed according to the rites of 
the church. 

The civil effects of marriage, in respect to the persons and property of the 
contracting parties and their descendants, can only be secured when the 
marriage is performed in accordance with the pees tions of the Council 
of Trent. is celebration shall be witnessed by the functionary who may 
be designated by law for the sole purpose of verifying the entry of the mar- 
riage in the civil registry. But in cases of marriage in articulo mortis, when 
this formality might be difficult of observance, it may be dispensed with and 
other proof substituted. 

It being the business of the contemating parties to secure the intervention 
of the civil functionary for the registry, the Suty of the clergyman is limited 
to an admonition as to the requirements of the civil law. 

Art. 18. In order to give marriagescelebrated at whatever period, accord- 
ing to the prescriptions of the Council of Trent, civil effect, suppletory evi- 
dence of ecclesiastical origin will be _—— preference. 

ART. 19. Matrimonial causes affecting the married relation, cohabitation, 

ecclesiastical author- 


and the validity of espousals pertain exclusively to the 
ity, the civil consequences of ma to the temporal. 

Arr. 20. The armies of the Republic shall 7 the indulgence known as 
castrenses, to be regulated by the Holy Father inaseparateact. _ 

Akt. 21. Following the divine offices there shall be offered up in all the 





churches of the Republic the following prayers: Domine salvam fac Rem- 
publicam; Domine salvum fac Pramwsidem ejus et supremas ejus auctoritates. 

ART. 22. The Government of the Republic recognizes in perpetuity as a 
consolidated debt the value of the redeemed annuities (censos) now in the 
treasury, and of the estates belonging to the church fraternities, charitable 
foundations, chapels, establishments for instruction and benevolence e 
by the church, which at any time may have been inscribed in the public d\bt 
of the nation. This recognized debt is to bear interest without diminution 
at the annual rate of 4} per cent, payable every six months. 

ART. 23. The income arising from sequestrated benefices and tithings per- 
taining to charitable institutions, chapels, monasteries, and other separate 
foundations is ooeogninet and shall be paid to those who have the right to 
receive them, or to their legal representatives. This payment shall be made 
without diminution, as is provided for in the last preceding article, to com- 
mence with year 1888. In case any such bodies have become extinct, the 
amounts due them by a previous arrangement with the Government shall 
be applied to pious and charitable objects, without in any case contravening 
the intention of the founders. 

Art. 24. In view of the present condition of the national treasury of Co- 
lombia and the benefit derived by the church from the observance of this 
convention, the Holy See makes the following relinquishments: 

(a) The value of the principal of the sequestered property belonging to 
the aforesaid extinct convents and religious bodies of both sexes, not in- 
cluded in the foregoing articles, and which has not in any manner been recog- 
nized. (6) Whatever is due to such extinct organizations for rents or inter- 
est already accrued, or in whatever manner resulting, from said sequestra- 
tion previous to the 3lst of December, 1887. 

ARrrT. 25. In consideration of the foregoing favor the Government of Co- 
lombia agrees to secure, in perpetuity, an annual net sum, hereby fixed at 
100,000 Colombian dollars, to be increased when the said treasury is in a bet- 
ter condition, said payments to be applied to the uses of the dioceses, cha 
ters, seminaries, missions, and such other civilizing works of the church, 
a in such manner as may be agreed upon between the high contracting 
parties. 

Akt. 26. The surviving members of the extinct religious communities shall 
continue in the enjoyment, for their maintenance and other necessities, of 
a revenues as may have belonged to them by virtue of previous laws and 

ecrees. 

Ant. 27. In like manner shall be paid the rents and incomes set aside by 
anterior laws and decrees for the support of public worship in churches, 
chapels, and other religious places not included in article 22. If concerning 
this pas there should be doubt or difficulty, the Government shall commu- 
nicate with the competent ecclesiastical authorities, to the end that a good 
understanding may be arrived at. 

Art. 28. The Government shall return to religious bodies such of their 
sequestrated property as has no distinct destination; but if the owner does 
not come forward, or if he fills no ecclesiastical office, it may be sold and the 
peccees applied to piousand benevolent objects, according to the most press- 

ng needs of each diocese, the proceeding in such cases to be in accord with 
the ecclesiastical authorities. ‘ 

ART. 29. The Holy See, in order to secure public a, declares, for 
its part, that persons who purchased ecclesiastical property during the past 
changes in Colombia, or who have redeemed annuities (censos) in the national 
treasury, according to the provisions of the civil law at the time in force, 
shall not be distur inany manner by the ecclesiastical authorities, a favor 
extended not only to those who performed the acts, but to those who, in the 
exercise of whatsoever functions, may have taken part in the same, in such 
manner that the first purchasers, as well as their legal successors and those 
who have redeemed annuities (censos), shall enjoy in peace andsecurity such 
property, its products and emoluments, stipulating, however, that the Re- 
public shall not in future repeat similar acts of seizure. 

Arr. 30. The Government of the Republic shall arrange with the respec. 
tive diocesan bishops all that relates to cometeries, reconciling the exigencies 
of their civiland sanitary character with the veneration due the sacredness 
of such places and with ecclesiastical prescriptions. In case of misunder- 
standings «2 such subjects they will be arranged between the Holy See and 
the Government. 

ArT. 31. Agreements between the Holy See and the Government of Co- 
lombia for fostering Catholic missions among the barbarous tribes shall not 
require the after approval of Congress. 

RT. 82. The present convention repeals and renders null and void all laws, 
orders, and decrees, in whatsoever mode or period they were promulgated, in 
such parts as may contradict or are inconsistent with this convention, which 
shall remain the permanent law of the State. 

ART. 33. The ratification of this convention shall take place within six 
months from the date of its signature, or sooner, if possible. 

In faith whereof the said plenipotentiaries sign and seal this convention. 

Done at Rome the 3lst day of December, 1887. 

M. CARDINAL RAMPOLLA. 
JOAQUIN F. VELEZ,. 


NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL, 
Bogota, February 24, 1888. 

Consitering (i) that in the celebration of the foregoing convention the 
Government acted within the powers conferred upen it by article 56 of 
tho fundamental law of the Republic; 

(2) That by this agreement, which satisfactorily and consistently settles 
all pending questions between the church and the state in conformity with 
the new national régime, and at the same time nds to imperious neces- 
sity and public well-being, which demanded the definition of the mutual 
relations between the civil and the ecclesiastical powers; and 

® That its Sai conform strictly to the provisions of articles 38, 41, 
47, ; + and 55 of the constitution. 

tis decreed 


Art. I. That the foregoing convention is hereby approved and incorpo- 
rated in gape law. 

Art. II. © amount to be paid out of the treasury of the Republic to ful- 
fill its obligations thereby created is hereby Speregeaaey, and will be im 
cluded in the budget of the present fiscal period. 

Given at Bogota this 24th day of February, 1888. 


CARLOS CALDERON (R.) 
President. 

JOSE MARIA RUBIO (F.), 
Vice-President, 

ROBERTO DE NARVAEZ, 
MANUEL BRIGARO 
Secretaries. 


EXECUTIVE GOVERNMENT, 
Bogotd, February 27, 1 
Let it be published and executed. 
L. 8.) RAFAEL NUNEZ 
Countersigned: ) 
VICENTE RESTREPO, 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, 
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{Inclosure 2 in No. %—Translation—Extract from law 30, of 1888.] 

ArT. 34. A marriage contracted in conformity with the rites of the Catho- 
lic religion annuls ipso jure a purely civil marriage previously entered into | 
with another person. i 

Art. 35. For purely civil effects the law recognizes the legitimacy of the 
children conceived previously to the annulment of the civil marriage, in ac- 
cordance With the provisions of the last preceding article. 

Arr. 86. The man who, after having contracted a civil marriage, after- 
wards marries another woman according to the rites of the Catholic Church | 
is required to provide subsistence to the woman and his children by her un- | 
til she marries canonically. 

MONROE DOCTRINE OPPOSED TO HOLY ALLIANCE. 

The announcement of the Monroe doctrine was made in distinct | 
antagonism to both the religious and secular principles and objects 
of the Holy Alliance. 

The principles of our Government are profoundly antagonistic 
to the union of church and state and to the allowance of the infiu- | 
ence of the church as a political or legislative factor in government. 

There was no feature of the declarations or the purposes of the 
Holy Alliance that was more obnoxious or more dangerous to 
free, constitutional, republican government than to reimport 
into this hemisphere the odious doctrines of government which 
are above quoted. Influence in governmental administration, or 
over commerce and trade, or even war, in the free Republics of 
America was not so dangerous to them or to the United States as 
the fastening upon those States the law of church supremacy, 
through the Jesuit order, or any other monastic order. We can 
withstand an open enemy with far better success and with less 
sacrifice than we can resist the secret and unceasing efforts of 
marplots and conspirators to burrow into the home relations of 
our people and to draw them away from their allegiance to free 
government, and to give to such secret organizations a place or a 
legitimate influence in our Government is to arm them with the 
powers of government that they may use them for its destruction. 

The Monroe doctrine was proclaimed. by the United States to 
meet and resist all the purposes of the Holy Alliance in respect 
of the American Republics. This doctrine was the theory that 
entered into and formed the actual issue on which every conflict 
was based since its announcement between the Liberal party and 
the Church party in the Spanish-American States. No better or 
more complete proof of this statement than the history of these 
wars in Mexico and the final triumph of that people under the 
leadership of Juarez and Proferio Diaz. 

I will produce from the writings of Sefior Matias Romero, late 
ambassador from Mexico, who is so well known to us for his emi- 
nent abilities and learning and for his exalted character, a very 
condensed statement of facts relating to this subject. Their 
credibility is beyond question and their importance can not be 
overstated as to the light that the experience of Mexico throws 
upon the conduct of the Jesuits in all the South American States, 
and the danger of their political control in Colombia: 

Mr. Romero, in his work on Mexico and the United States, as- 
serts that John Quincy Adams and Thomas Jefferson wrote simi- 
lar declarations which were submitted to President Monroe when 
he was formulating the Monroe doctrine, the third proposition 
being as follows: 

3. That they would not allow the extension to America of the monarchical 
system of the Holy Alliance. 

The extension of that system did not require the presence of a 
monarchy to support it. 

The subordination of an American Republic to the civil power 
of the Pope in its government might be even more dangerous to 
our institutions and to the liberties of the people than the pres- 
ence of a Protestant, constitutional monarchy in America. 

RELIGIOUS FREEDOM AND DIVORCE OF CHURCH AND STATE A ROCK 

FOUNDATION PRINCIPLE OF OUR LIBERTIES. 

If there is any principle of our system of government that lies 
deeper than all the rest, as the rock foundation of our liberties, 
it is religious freedom and the divorce of church and state in gov- 
ernment. 

When the concordat of 1888 imported into the Government of 
Colombia the subordination of that Government to the Pope of 
Rome, there was as distinct a violation of the principle of the 
Monroe doctrine, and in a more dangerous form, than it would 
be to send fleets and armies to Colombia to enforce it. 

Colombia is the only American Republic that has been sub- 
jected to this stifling humiliation, and that was done to clear off 
a debt to the priesthood and the ecclesiastical establishments, in 
the form of salaries and subsidies that the church had imposed 
upon the Republic, chiefly through the control of the Government 
by the Jesuits. 

When we subject our people to that concordat and the laws 
enacted by Colombia to enforce it, we adopt them as rules of gov- 
ernment and violate the spirit and purpose of the Monroe doctrine 
in a solemn treaty with Colombia. 

REASONS OF THE WAR IN MEXICO. 


In Mexico the constant effort of the church party to ingraft 
upon the organic law of Mexico the principles of the Holy Alli- 
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ance and of the concordat to which Colombia succumbed in 1888 
kept that country in the turmoil of war, almost without a truce, 
from 1824 until Juarez finally expelled it from the Government 
in 1867. The war was longer than the war of Spain in the Nether- 
lands and nearly as cruel, and it was waged for the same reasons 
and purposes. 

Only a few extracts from Mr. Romero’s succinct history of this 
protracted struggle will sufiice to show the wicked persistence of 
the church party in its efforts to crush out the free, Protestant 
spirit in the Spanish-American States, of which Colombia is the 
latest and most conspicuous victim. 

Mr. Romero says, on pages 350-351: 






Our constitution of 1824 was a decided victory for the Liberal party, but 
very far from being a final one. The church party, though then defeated, 
was really the stronger of the two during the early years of independent 
Mexico. The power of the Liberals was o ort duration; the Conservative 

} or church party prevailed upon some of Mexico's numerous military leaders 
to rebel against the Government and inaugurate a series of revolut! 
which ended in 1835 in the overthrow of the constitution of 182 
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a pretext to the Texas settlers to rebel against Mexico. § 
Conservative leaders held that a federai form of governme 
which was best adapted to the country and that a strong 
ment was needed. 





, CONtTaiized go" 


It would be too long and rather uninteresting to mention all the military 
mutinies, or pronunciamientos, as we call them, during the revolutionary 
period from 1822 to 1855, as it would be a rather dry and long list of names 
and dates, almost unintelligible to anyone not very familiar with the history 


of Mexico. I will pass, therefore, over this dark period, mentioning oniy the 
leading and most conspicuous of them. 

On pages 354-355 he says: 

Federal constitution of 1835.—When the Church party had theascendency, 
under Santa Ana's first Presidency, they repealed the Federal constitution 
of 1824, and on October 23, 1835, they issued some bases for a new constitution, 
which was finally proclaimed on December 29, 1836, under the title of *‘ Con- 
stitutional laws,” and which abolished the Federal system of governmentand 
several of the liberal features of the Federal constitution of 1824. The ‘“Con- 
stitutional laws” of 1836 were, apparently, not conservative enough for the 
church party, and they issued, on June 13, 1843, also under another one of 
Santa Ana’s administrations, what was called the “Organic bases,” a still 
more conservative constitution, as I will presently state. 

The Church party, being so wealthy and powerful and having so much 
influence in the country, could very easily have brought about a civil war of 
so serious a character as would have made it difficult for the Liberal side to 
defeat them; but, as time elapsed, the Liberal party, which really presented 
the patriotic element of the country, grew stronger through education and 
contact with foreign nations, and was materially assisted in its task by the 
demoralization of the clergy and their unpatriotic conduct during our for- 
eign wars, as, besides our civil wars, we had, in 1829, a war with Spain, 
already mentioned, which sent an expedition to conquer Mexico; in 1838, a 
war with France; in 1846 and 1847,a war with the United States; and from 
1862 and 1867, the war of the French intervention. It was not difficult, there- 
fore, for the Liberal party to inaugurate in its turn a counter revolution, 
which in the course of time was successful, and which finally restored it to 
power. It was in this way that the period of our civil wars lasted so long 
and that we came to have so many different constitutions. 

On page 360, he says: 

The Ayutla revolution finally succeeded, and General Alvarez was ap- 
pointed President, assuming that office on October 4, 1855, when he organized 
a Liberal cabinet, of which Benito Juarez was secretary of justice, occupy- 
ing soon afterwards the City of Mexico. Before an election could be held 
General Alvarez appointed his successor as President ad interim, General 
Comonfort, one of the supporters of the plan of Ayutla. and who belonged 
to the moderate wing of the Liberal party, and who assumed that office on 
December 12, 1855. : 

Federal constitution of 1857.—Several military insurrections, promoted by 
the church, took place against Comonfort in 1858, the city of Puebla having 
been twice the headquarters of the rebels; but General Comonfort finally 
succeeded in subduing them, 

Under the plan of Ayutla, a constitutional Congress was convened on Feb- 
ruary 18, 1856, which issued the present constitution of February 5, 1857. An 
election was held and Comonfort was elected constitutional President for 

four years, his inauguration taking place on December], 1857. He appointed 
Juarez his secretary of the interior during his new administration. Unfor- 
tunately, Comonfort wavered in his political views and he was pursuaded by 
the Church party to annul the constitution, under the plea that it was im- 

racticable and that it would keep up political agitation, and on December 
i 1857, he dissolved the constitutional Congress which had just convened, 
and on the lith of thesame month he abolished the Federa! constitution 
which he had sworn to support on the Ist of the month and to which he owed 
his position, and declared himself dictator. The Liberal party could not, of 
course, stand such conduct, and they rose as a man against Comonfort’s 
usurpation. Soon afterwards he saw that he had been betrayed by the 


Church party, as they proclaimed President General Zuluaga, one of Comon- 
fort’s most devout friends, and Comonfort left the country. 
On pages 362, 363, 364 he says: 


The Juarez law was succeeded by the Lerdo law of June 25, 1856, which pro- 


vided that no corporation—meaning the clergy, as the church wa 
corporation existing in Mexico—could hold real estate, and that such a 
held by any corporation should be sold to ihe actual tenants at a price which 
was to be arrived at by capitalizing the rent on a basis of 6 per cent per an- 
num rate of interest. Thereafter the tenant was to be the owner of the prop- 
erty, the corporation retaining a mortgage equal to the price fixed in this 
way. These two laws were the cause of the two insurrections already re- 
ferred to, promoted by the church and subdued by President Comonfort. 

Juarez, after the enactment of the law which bore his name, had fora 
time been governor of the State of Oskaca, and while holding the office he 
had been elected chief justice of the Republic and ex officio vice-president, 
and was at the time of the Comonfort rebellion acting as secretary of the in- 
terior. He became Comonfort’s successor, and undertook to stem the tide 
of rebellion and reaction. In the City of Mexico most of the old regular 
army of the country were in favor of the Conservative or Church party, and 
the city, therefore, fell into the hands of Juarez’s enemies, and he had to f 
from it. He went to the interior, where he established his government, firs 
at Queretaro and afterwards at Guanajuato and Guadalajara. Finaily he 
sailed from Manzanillo, a Mexican port on the Pacific, to Panama, thence to 
New Orleans, and then back to Vera Cruz, on the Gulf of Mexico. where he 
remained for about two years. 
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Vera Cruz was the stronghold of the Liberal party, as it naturally wasa 
strong place and was well fortified. It was protected also by its bad climate 
and prevalence of yellow fever, and was the best place that Juarez could 
have selected to establish his government; and, being more in contact with 
foreigners, its inhabitants were Liberals. He remained at Vera Cruz from 
March, 1858, to January, 1561, the principal cities of the country being during 
that time in the hands of the Church party. The Liberal armies, though 
often defeated, were never destroyed, for the people were with them and re 
cruitscameinabundance. After a defeat the Liberal leaders organized their 
armies and were soon ready to meet the enemy again. Their courage and 

versistence were finally rewarded, and they were victorious in the decisive 

attle of Calpulalpan, on December 19, 1860. 

Our old regular army, with very few exceptions, sided with the Church 
party,and that prolonged considerably the struggle, because the Liberals 
could only oppose disorganized and undisciplined masses to the regular troops 
of the Church party; but after some time they succeeded in organizing armies 
as well disciplined as those of our enemies, and in that way the war was 
brought to a close in December, 1860. 

Laws of reform.—During the terrible struggle which we call the war of re- 
form Juarez issued from Vera Cruz, on July 12 and 23, 1859, our reform laws, 
which had for their object to destroy the political power that the clergy had 
exercised before. The church property was declared national property and 
was sold by the Government to the occupants of it at a nominal price, payable 
partially in national bonds, then selling at a very low price, about 5 per cent 
of their face value. To prevent that in the future the church should accu- 
mutate the real estate taken from her, she was disqualified to own real estate. 
The clergy was then deprived of all political rights; that is, they were dis 
qualified to be elected to any office. Their convents, both of monksand nuns, 
were suppressed. 

The number of churches existing in the country was considerably reduced 
Complete separation between church and state was proclaimed. <A civil reg- 
istry of births, marriages, and deaths was established, taking from the clergy 








allinterjerence with such subjects, which had been up to that time under their 
sole supe 
of the ch 


ision. Processions and all other religious demonstrations outside 
irch, as well as the ringing of bells, were prohibited. The namber 
lays, which then amounted to nearly one-fourth of ail the daysof the 
year and tended to keep the people in idleness, was reduced to not more than 
two or three for the whole year. The wearing outside of the church of the 
priest’s peculiar habit was prohibited, and many other stringent measures 
against the clergy were adopted, with a view to destroy their political power 
and to deprive them of the means to bring about another insurrection against 
the Government. 

It isa remarkable fact that most of the Liberal leaders were lawyers, who, 
influenced by patriotism and a desire for the success of the Liberal cause, 
and without any military education, had to lead our armies during the long 
civil wars. Some of them became very distinguished soldiers in our wars,as 
happened here in the United States. 
success of the Liberal cause in Mexico was due in a great measure to the 
juristsof the nation; so much so, indeed, that they incurred the special hatred 
of the church party, by whom the name of “lawyer” was wont to be used 
as a contemptuous designation for the Liberal leaders. 

After the battle of Calpulalpan, fought on December 19, 1860, where Gen- 
eral Miramon, the last church party President, was defeated, 
Veracruz and established his Government at the City of Mexico. He then 
convened Congress, ordered an election, and in 1861 he was elected President 
for the first constitutional term. Thereform laws became operative when 

uarez occupied the City of Mexico, and this rule was extended over the 
country. 

The Church party did not give up the struggle, but began again with re- 
newed vigor to start a new insurrection in 1861, directed especially against 
the execution of the reform laws. Although this insurrection was not of a 
serious character, and the insurgents could not capture any important places 
or defeat the Government troops, they did succeed in keeping up an unset- 
tled condition of things throughout the whole country, involving great inse- 
curity to life and property. 

French intervention in Mexico and Maximilian’s rule-—When the Church 

rty became satisfied that the Liberal party had grown so much that they 
nad not strength enough at home to overcome it, they went to Europe and 
continued their intrigues with European courts to secure foreign interven- 
tion in Mexico. 

Under his (Napoleon's) influence an alliance was made between France, 
England, and Spain by a treaty signed at London on October 1, 1861, and 
Maximilian was persuaded tocome to Mexico. England and Spain withdrew 
before the war actually began, and Napoleon's first army, under Marshal 
Forey, succeeded in occupying both Pueblaand the City of Mexico in 1863, and 
so began the French intervention. The details of that intervention are quite 
familiar in this country, and therefore it is not necessary to say anything 
more about it here. 

On page 366 he says: 

Restoration of the Republic.—_In July, 1867, the Juarez Government was 
again established at the City of Mexico,and another popular election took 
piace in which Juarez was almost unanimously elected by the people for an- 
other term, from 1867 to 1871. 

On page 369 Mr. Romero closes his historical review of the in- 
surrections and protracted wars in Mexico, nearly all of which 
were conflicts with the Church party, with this statement: 

Disappearance of the causes of civil war.—It will be readily seen from this 
brief synopsis that the causes which brought about the civil wars in Mexico 
no longer exist. Ours was a contest for supremacy between the vital forces 


of the nation, between the old and the new ideas, which in many countries 
it has taken many years, and even centuries, to settle; but now our political 





problem is solved, the Church party is completely broken up as @ political | 
organization, and can not cause again any serious disturbance, and the ele- | 


ments of civil war are now lacking. 

The question comes to us with a force that is irresistible, Shall 
the United States form a hard and fast alliance, in this treaty 
that is to be perpetual, with the same church party that Juarez 
and Diaz fought so long and so bravely to free Mexico from the 
control of; and shall we, in doitig this, give countenance and the 
hand of brotherhood to the men and nations that have fastened 
upon Colombia the principles of the Holy Alliance, supported and 
enacted into irrepealable law by the stipulations of the concordat 
of 1888? 
reside in the canal zone to this legal and moral condition of de- 
pravity because we are afraid of losing a bargain, as it is falsely 
called, in the purchase of the débris of a bankrupt adventure? 
We thus find, from the light of experience, that it is a danger- 


So it can truly be said that the final | 


Juarez left | 


Shall we condemn our own people in Colombia who will | 
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| lowed in any Catholic country, and less in Colombia. 


ous enterprise to encourage the Church party in Colombia if we 
have any regard for the peace of the people there and for the 
safety of the canal at Panama and the success of its administra- 
tion. 

The brief historical quotations from Bancroft, above stated, b 
no means present the whole truth as to the travail through which 
Colombia has passed since the last organization of that Republic. 
As to its current history, it is a dark and remote country, espe- 
cially as to those transactions that relate to Jesuit influence in 
government. 

No distinguished American has made an exploration or study 
of that country except Mr. Bancroft, from whose writings I have 
quoted, but private persons have resided there and have occa- 
sionally given us descriptions of the social and political condi- 
tions there that inform us somewhat as to these matters. 

LETTER OF ALBERT LAWRENCE. 


The first quotation I will make from such sources of informa- 
tion came to me in a letter from a Union soldier, who is an in- 
mate of the Soldiers’ Home at Los Angeles, Cal. I will insert 
this letter as it is written: 

SoLprEers’ Home, 
: Los Angeles, Cal., February 14, 1908. 
Senator MORGAN. 

DEAR Sik: I take the liberty to give you a little information about the 
Panama Canal that might be of some use to you at present, as I know more 
about that country and its people than most men. I have been in Central 
and South American countries for thirty years and talk the Spanish language 
fiuently. Now, probably you think, like a great many more men, that you 
are making a canal treaty with the Colombian Government. You make a 
sad mistake. There isnosuch Government in existence; it really is the Pope 
of Rome, as in all those Catholic countries where the Catholic Church has 
control there is no civil government, itis just a beautiful fraud. The Pope's 
devil, with his bishops and priests, arranges the nomination of all public offi- 
cials and sees that none are elected only those who will do the dirty work of the 
church blindly and without question; and that is the cause of the revolutions 
in all those countries, as the Liberals want to have something to say, and 
make a little progress, and the church does not want progress and will not 


| allow it. consequently revolution. 


Now, in regard to the canal treaty, there is not a word in regard to the 
rights of Americans, and there will surely be towns started along the canal 
by Americans, and they will want schools and churches to worship and teach 
their children in, but according to the Pope’s laws such things are not al- 
Now, you see, about 
twenty years ago the so-called Government of Colombia owed the Pope an 
immense sum of money for the wages of his prices. as all priests and bishops 
are paid monthly wages in those countries. Now, hisown Government owed 
his own priests a lot of money, and there was no money in the country to pay 
them, so they got the Pope to make them a proposition that if the Govern- 
ment—that is, the priests—would agree to give him full control of the schools 
of the country that he would cancel the indebtedness and call it square. 
You see he runs a bunco game with the people. He wants to make them be- 
lieve that they have a civil government, but, as I said before, he runs it for 
een so as to keep them out of trouble, as they are not fit to govern them- 
selves. 

Now, in the treaty there is to be two tribunals, one for American and one 
for Colombian. Now, it is considered a meritorious act in those Catholic 
countries for a Catholic to steal from a heretic, and if he can kill a heretic 
on the quiet, why it insures him a ticket to heaven without stopping in at 
purgatory; in fact, a through ticket in a palace car, berth included. Now, 
suppose that a Colombian robs an American, or kills. or both, as the case 
may be, is there any American such a foo! as to think that a Catholic Colom- 
bian judge would punish him for injuring or killing a heretic. I wrote to 
Senator Spooner about this question of gottoing the canal territory some 
time ago, cautioning him about the trouble it would cause, and this hybrid 
law of two courts is the outcome of it. You should understand that you are 
not dealing with decent men when you are making this treaty. ou are 
dealing with treacherous Catholic priests, and they want to leave several 
little jokers in this treaty so as to be continually making claims nst the 
United States Treasury. as they know there is plenty of money there; but 
they never show their black hand, and make believe that you are dealing 
with honest men. 

Now, I want my county to get what belongs to it, and hope that you will 
see that our schools and people on that canal strip are not left at the mercy of 
the Pope’s cutthroat gang, as, if they have nothing to say, either in policin 
or judging of anyone, whether Colombian or not, the United States wi 
never be without a diplomatic squabble with the Foge's yan z,and you will 
have his traitor gang of cutthroat ee right there in ashin m helping 
the Colombian cutthroats to rob the Treasury of what they call their own 
country. If we get the canal it must be all American or better not have it 
at all; no interference of the Pope’s traitorous gang of anarchistic cutthvoats. 
Just let me tell you right here, when I first came out here after the civil war 
I went to Chile, and at that time every man had a vote, but not one of them 
could read or write, and they had the ticket in the house, and when their 
wives or mothers went to confess, the priest would not pardon them until 
they brought him the ticket. 

do at election time the pat had all the tickets and whoever they nomi- 
nated was elected, and there was no ticket outside the church, and that is 
the way they run those countries, and would run the United States the same 
way if they could. There is no difference amongst the Pope’s curs. 


Yours, truly, 
ALBERT LAWRENCE. 

This man is a stranger to me, and I can give no account of his 
history except as it is disclosed in his letter. His service in the 
Union Army during the civil war entitles him to speak and to be 
heard with respect. His motives are only those of a patriot who 
loves his country and tries to defend its safety and honor, as he 
defended its flag in many battles. 

He is still under that flag, a disabled soldier in a Soldiers’ 
Home, and he has the right to speak on a subject that is so near 
to his heart. 

I now call attention to the following extracts from an address 
to the people of Colombia, sent out from Madrid by Dr. Antonio 
José Restrepo, dated November 14,1902. This seailaninaen belongs 








1903. 
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to one of the oldest and most respectable families of Colombia and | of that company, and that it was then secretly making overtures 


Spain. who have been prominently connected with the Govern- | 
ment in both countries for many years, and is well known and | 
highly esteemed among the members of the South American lega- 
tions in Washington. He is a Roman Catholic and is true to his 
church, but heis a Liberal and is devoted to constitutional liberty, 
free from political domination and ecclesiastical power. 

When civil war occurred in Colombia in 1898, as the result of 
the old feud between the church party and the Liberals that was | 
fanned into flame by the conduct of the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany, the Liberal party announced its purpose of resistance to 
the dictatorship of President Sanclemente, whose office had been 
declared vacant by Congress in 1898 in the following manifesto: | 


THE PANAMA CANAL-—MANITFESTO, 


Motives that are both legitimate and noble have prompted the Liberal 

arty of Colombia to take up arms in order to insure to the country freedom 

» establish a régime that will guarantee the progressand very existence of the 

Republic, which are to-day threatened by institutions not framed nor sanc- 

tioned by the people, and by functionaries who have received their authority 

through absolute disregard of, and violent opposition to, the will and opinion 
of the majority of citizens. 

Both nature and tradition have impelled the patriotic people of Colombia 
to rebel against a condition of things in which they are prevented, de jure as 
well as de facto, from exercising their legitimate, natural rights; in which a 
great party has been deprived of its political freedom, and in which the 

tific development of the country has been arrested. It is only after ex- | 

austing all peaceable means that war has been resorted to as a last and 
extreme measure, a dire measure, but one dictated and imposed by necessity. 

The men that are to-day struggling to recover their rights constitute the | 
Liberal party, and form the great majority of the Colombian people. Any- | 
one who compares the condition, both civil and political, of our people under | 
the system of government that existed in this country for nearly half a cen- 
tury with the conditions created by the so-called regeneration system will | 





no longer take that attitude of contemptuous commiseration with which 
our civil wars are often regarded by people who have already attained that 
liberiy and security after which we are still striving, and he will understand 
the s'gnificance of the present revolutionary movement, which already begins | 
to put an end forever—we hope—to the oppressive government imposed on 
our unfortunate country. 

We, the undersigned, have the honor of being the authorized representa- 
tives of the Liberal party, and therefore of the Colombian people; and the 
following statements and declarehons being the faithful expression of the 
country’s will, through the government that will soon be the only recognized 
pocornmens of the Republic, should carry the weight that always attaches 

the utterances of a whole nation. 


may make, without being legally authorized, therefore neither are nor will 
be recognized by the rosenrenerr government. 

Tho President of the Republic, Dr. Sanclemente, is not empowered to make 
contracts involving national interests without the assent of the legislative 
body appointed by the people. Whatever is done without that assent is 
therefore void. 

We make these statements merely to prevent all negotiations relating to 
an extension of time in the contract now in force with the Panama Canal 
Company. We concur in and sanction the statements on the same subject 
that have been made by an authorized representative of the revolution, Dr. 
Alirio Diaz Guerra, and those that will be made by Dr. Antonia José Restrepo, 
an agent especially appointed to act for the provisional government in this 
and other important matters. 

The relations between the company and the Republic of Colombia are of 
& purely civil nature, and fall, of course, under the jurisdiction and laws of 
this country. The present government is not empowered or authorized by 
eny law whatsoever arbitrarily to alter the terms of the contract now in 

‘orce. 

The Liberal party of Colombia considers it an act of criminal resignation 
to allow the repudiated Government to endanger the future of the countr 
by an imprudent negotiation; and one of the objects of the war in which 
that party is now engaged is to prevent, or at least oppose, the further sac- 
rifice of the interests of the Republic. 

G. VARGAS SANTOS. 
FOCION SOTO. 


POSITION OF DR. RESTREPO, 

This paper announces the selection of Dr. Restrepo as the rep- 
resentative of the Liberal party, accredited to all nations, for the 
purpose of vindicating their attitude of hostility to the dictator- 
ship of Sanclemente and making his combination with the New 


| no alleviation of the situation now far from being irremediable, this 


The contracts that the government of Dr. Manuel Antonia Sanclemente | President Sanclemente, it is not responsible for later acts, left-handed and 


to the United States to turn over the canal to us. He knew that 
the resentment of the Congress of Colombia toward this duplicity 
had caused it to declare the office of President vacant and that 
civil war had ensued, in fact, and that in April, 1900, it had as- 
sumed the stage of open hostilities under organized armies. 

He deprecated the miserable condition of his country and the 
slaughter of the people, and he came to the United States as a 
pacificator when Mr. Concha was minister of Colombia, and made 
eurnest efforts to settle the war,in which Mr. Concha cooperated, 
recognizing Dr. Restrepo as his friend and an honorable and pa- 
triotic citizen of Colombia. 

The negotiations for peace failed because the new Panama 
Canal Company still demanded the concession that Congress has 
refused to ratify, and the Jesuits, leading the church party, sup- 
ported the usurpation of Sanclemente. 

The following extracts from the appeal of Dr. Restrepo to the 
people of Colombia fully sustain his position, and show that the 
Jesuits, planting themselves on the Concordat of 1888, were fixed 
in a bloody resolve to retain the governing power of Colombia. 

Dr. Restrepo says: 

I will say at once that Colombia, in the negotiations of the Governmen 


which Dr. Concha is regulating, has in view no prospective gain other th 
some few annuities of 500,000 pesos (fourteen, as I understand), which 
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personal gain for those devoted to speculations which have but a transient 
power. At the same time, there are difficulties in the undertaking and the 


certain loss of our sovereignty and influence in the greater portion of our 
territory. This is not worth the fear that Mount Pelee might overwhelm us 
before we fortify ourselves against another death. Solreturn to the ques- 
tion. 


Is it the Colombian civil war that has interrupted and prejudiced these 
negotiations concerning the canal, or is it the ‘‘regeneradores” who basely, 
hastily, and selfishly have pretended and do pretend to interrupt and extin- 
guish a civil war, formidable, and just prior to the negotiations, solely with 
the lamentations of pseudo-patriotism, because they can not immediately 
throw themselves upon those cents which are being depreciated by their 
very cupidity? 

Dr. Concha knows very well that it is a presumption against which there 
exists no proof that the father is older than the son. Since the revolution 
began in October of 1899, when there had been no negotiations concerni 
the canal, except that the sovereign power of the nation had flatly nied 
the prorogation which was soon afterwards conceded without any right by 


ne 
itt 


null, which the Regeneradores have pretended to consummate, and which 

have, in the most unexpected manner, drawn this important matter of pub- 

lic interest into a sacrificial and prejudicial debate, which would be incom- 

—— if we Colombians did not know the treacherous promoters of the 
alr. 

Prudence and patriotism called aloud to the Colombian Government (if 
that Government had only shown in these last years at least the skill of the 
trader, if not the vigilant care of statesmen) that it ought not to go to Wash- 
ington to promote an affair of such importance to the American Government 
as the opening of the isthmien canal at a time when civil war, unchained, 
had taken away from that Government theauthority, judgment, and serenity 
needed to confront the pretensions of its adversary in such great emergency. 
Asa sophism of distraction against the “ revolucionarios,”’ and as alluring 
food for certain pacific ones who have come out of the Liberal party, the 
patriotic fraud with which er interrupt their negotiations may be ver 
skillful, but it does not hold when, looking at it from the other side, with 
common sense, the dates of the events, the national constitution, and true 
patriotic interests become the only appreciable points of view. 

Launched by these interests on the road to treas<n, the ‘“ regeneradores” 
began by offering to the new canalcompany (scarcely a year after war had 
broken out) the surreptitiousand void prorogation of the concession for open- 
ing the canal which the bankrupt company had received and which had 
already been twice extended, with negative results, for twenty-five years. 
Even before this act proved to be of no value the company was notified by 
the Liberal Colombian party that neither in peace nor in war should this 
prorogation be considered legal and valid. Before this act or a transfer of 
the concession to any foreign government whatsoever could be valid the ap- 

roval and ratification of the National Congress would be necessary, and 

they never would ratify or approve sucha prorogation if final victory should 
favor the Liberals and they should form the Government. 

This protest still has the support of General Herrera’s sword and the army 
and navy which he commands. When everything is ended and the govern- 
ment of Sefior Marroquin has shot or banished the last of the liberals who do 


Panama Canal Company the special ground of their revolt. This not second his abominable policy, this protest must be sustained by all the 


was the highest mark of confidence the Liberal party could con- 
fer upon Dr. Restrepo, and he proved himself as being thoroughly 
worthy of it by his efforts to bring about an honorable settlement 
of the canal question on terms consistent with the laws and con- | 
stitution of Colombia and with honorable and just dealing with 
the United States. 

The appeal of Dr. rae is a powerful and frank statement 
of the canal question and the attitude of the people of Colombia 
with reference to the combination between the canal company 
and Sanclemente, and Marroquin, his successor in the office of 
President. Dr. Restrepo has a fixed conviction that the Panama 
route is far preferable to the Nicaragua route, and-argues its supe- 
riority with earnest confidence. 

Here, then, is a Roman Catholic leader of the Liberal party, 
and a devotee of the Panama route, vindicating the action of the 
Liberal party in going to war to resent and resist a fraudulent 
combination between Sanclemente and the Panama Canal Com- 

y to sell an extension of the time for completing the canal 
1904 to 1910. He knew that while the New Panama Canal 
Company was making new pledges to Colombia to complete the 
canal by 1910 it had not been able to raise a dollar for that pur- 
pose beyond the $13,000,000 of original subscription to the stock 


deputies, the press, and those Colombians in general who respect the consti- 
tution and the laws (however bad they may be), and by those on whom the 
gold which may be spent for wine, commissions, brokerage, fraudulent votes, 
secret conferences, signatures, and convenient transcripts has no such influ- 
ence, since they already begin to discredit those who carry the standard in 
this crusade to open the holy sepulcher of Colombia. 

When, in a night of opprobrium for himself and bis companions, Sefior 
Marroquin led to prison the President whom he had sworn to defend and 
honor, and from whom he had fled ignominiously but ten months before, and 
raised himself to power in the Republic, some of us, without excusing the 
traitor (always contemptible, according to Machiavelli himself), hoped that, 
as the result of this very treason, the new Government would justify, with 
transcendental acts in favor of peace and country, this black offense, and 
that the defense of national interests, particularly in relation to the canal 
question, would turn the course of government, which would come into hands 
more expert and steady. Butit was not thus; no. In politics the change in 
the Government corresponded to nothing; in morals it descended many de- 
grees, and on the intellectual side it fell below zero. 

When we were hoping that the prorogation would be repudiated as soon 
as sible by the new administrators, we beheld a new minister as honor- 
able, gentlemanly, and loyal as Dr. Concha, but, like him, already inf 1c 
deceived, and intimidated by the imaginary fear that the Americ 
ferred the Nicaragua route to the Panama, and serving as an uncons 1s in- 
strument in the hands of the cuttlefishes and sharks, who were hoping to 
make the mostof a bad year, reaping their harvest from this unconstitutional 
prorogation. 

I regret tly, for the sake of Dr. Martinez Silva and Dr. Concha, whom 
I know and whose honor and honesty are above suspicion, that I am obliged 
to say that concerning this canal question they have not seen clearly. They 
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have been surrounded by hidden rocks and precipices from which they will 
never come forth unharmed. 


* * * * * * * 


In 1878, when Colombia granted the original concession to Sefior Bonaparte 
Wyse, and for a longtime afterwards, the Americans were not a factor in the 
canal question, although more than one opinion, both authorized and official, 
was heard concerning it. The United States was at this time leagued with 
England by the Clayton-Bulwer treaty not to make a canal unless in com- 
pany with her. The aggressive imperialism which performed such heroic 
feats out of-hand, and whose wings President Roosevelt himself had to cut, 
had not yet surged through the country. Colombia, exercising her inherent 
right, made a contract with a particular company for thecoustruction of the 
canal for the benefit of all nations, as a private undertaking, just as she 
would have made a concession for a mine or for any unappropriated land 
within the territory of our Republic. 

Under these circumstances there was no need for the United States to in- 
tervene in the matter, since the canal was to be built with private capital 
by a private company and with an unassailable concession from a sovereign 
and independent country. Such was the situation when the work was initi- 
ated on the Isthmus and was prosecuted with the cooperation of engineers 
of all nationalities, including Americans, under the supreme direction of 
Sefior de Lesseps, the experienced constructor of the Suez Canal. But in the 
course of the undertaking capital failed the French company, and the ex- 
posure of the illegal management and the consequent difficulties in which 
the financier became involved drew the attention of the entire world, and 
particularly of the Americans, with special interest toward this problem of 
millions and the strategic problem which the opening of the canal presented 
to them and to the great powers. 

It wasthen that the presscampaign began, from New York to San Francisco, 
from Alaska to New Orleans, in favor of a pretended interoceanic route, supe- 
rior to that of Panama, which would pass through Nicaragua and Costa Rica, 
or even through Tehuantepec and Mexico. The public spirit and aspirations 
of the Americans were persistently enlarged upon, and in proportion as the 
difficulties of the French increased and the financial undertaking of Sefior de 
Lesseps sank down, overwhelmed by imposture, imprisonment, suicide, and 
flight, the diplomatic efforts of the Americans were redoubled to obtain an 
abrogation of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, so that they might enter the con- 
test as bidder for the canal. With their Gomes tenacity, and great 
knowledge of human affairs they have succeeded, and there is no need to go 
into details concerning that which is already more than notorious. 

* . e + + ° * 


If the danger which threatens us, as seems to be the sense of the publica- 
tion issued by the Colombian legation at Washington, is that the Americans 
neither can nor desire to wait for the termination of our civil war, when we 
can decide definitely concerning the pending prorogation, and they can treat 
with a stable Colombian Government which will defend the interests of the 
country as they ought to be defended; and if, yielding to such motives, they 
decide upon Nicaragua or Tehuantepec, it may be said that Colombia has lost 
an opportunity fora business transaction which would bring some money 
into the national treasury in its present bankrupt condition, as well as pro- 
vide for a few of its sons and for many foreign residents on the Isthmus who 
hope to make a legitimate profit from the construction of the route. 

his negotiation, which, as I have said before and now repeat, might be 
more or less advantageous, more or less lucrative, but in any case harmless, 
being made with a particular company, the work remaining neutral at the 
service of the world, becomes, in the Pes form, not a negotiation, but 
an international complication, which involves many dangers and conse- 
quently requires many millions and demands much protracted study and 
meditation on the part of the Colombians before entering into it definitely; 
without presenting, however, unjustifiable or petty obstacles to the colossa 


undertaking or toa great and noble nation like the United States, but indeed 
ages our rights, our institutions, and the laws of a sovereign and 
independent 


i. our interests alike to-day and to-morrow. 
That is jus what the present Regeneradores are not doing, in throwing off 
their shoulders the void pro: tion of the Government Sanclemente, in a 
pearing in the present nnetiione as mediators and protégés of the Frenc 
company, in disregarding their own constitution and laws, in agreeing to 
violate unmistakable articles of the very concession which they are going to 
transfer,and in ny ry aye other articles,as shown by me with all clear- 
ness. The danger that the Americans take another route does not exis 
as shown before, but if it did exist in reality and those 
abandon entirely the Panama route, that which we woul or allow to 
escape us—a mere assumption—does not counterbalance that which we are 
actually going to lose according to the negotiations which Sefior Concha fa- 
vors and which awaken the enthusiasm of Sefior Cortés. 

* + * * +o om 


* 

The only two possible ways in which the Americans might injure the sov- 
ereignty of Colombia in the Isthmus of Panama (although t have engaged 
themselves to recognize and to guarantee it, and have to this day loyally rec- 
ognized and guaranteed it, in accordance with a public treaty more than 
half a century in force) are the following: One by way of diplomacy, dex- 
terity, and astuteness; the other by brutal force, imperious and conquering, 
which deprives the one subjected to it of his free choice, and, co uently, 
of his responsibility, and brands as infamous him who makes use of it with- 
out provocation, justice and excuse. 

Right here, to the tribunal of that Con , although elected under pres- 
sure of the secret-police force of Genera! Fernandez, I make bold to summon 
the negotiators of the present treaty, whoever may have been its advocates. 
Atan — when the conscience of the nation will be free the prorogation, 
the transfer to a foreign government (based upon this void p ion), the 
small annuities and the complaints of the hotel keepers, this whole scaffold, 
raised at an evil hour, built and presented to us asa pyramid against which 
we are to smash ourselves “ with eyes shut,” will be censured, destroyed, an- 
nibilated in order to make immediately thereafter a treaty based upon jus- 
tice, equity, and profit, which for the opening of the interoceanic canal by 
way of Panama will needs bind together in harmony and happiness the great 
American and the small Colombian people, who, being each a free and inde- 

ndent nation, are, according to universal law, equals in the weighing of 
ean destiny, just as a grain of pure gold from ‘Montana is equal to a grain 
of pure gold from the mines of Antioquia. 

As regards the brutal force, the intimidation of the weak on the part of 
the strong, do not let us about that. Whatever is human its 
limits, says Dr. Concha. No one can afford to put to shame the human feel- 
ings of conciliation and ere the expense of the = which he 
owes to himself, to the dignity of fellow-boings and of nations. At that 
moment which should never come, and which it is to be hoped will never 
come, the representative of Colombia, “if he is a native of Colombia,” as Dr. 
Concha repeatedly says, “and has not renounced his nationality, and does 
not look at the dignity of the nation with eyes very different from those of 
the great minority of his fellow-citizens, and does not hold very strange 
notions concerning patriotism and feelings and duties regarding his native 
country ’—at that moment, I say, imaginary to a degree bordering insanity, 


mtlemen woul 





let us remind Dr. Concha of those other words which, occasioned by some 
trifling cause (he was traveling in an American boat on his way to General 
Vargas Santos), he had printed in his book with the arrogance of a Hurtado 
de Mendoza. 

“It is not lawful to propose to a public officer of Colombia that ho lower 
before anyone, and still less before a foreign government, even under excep- 
tional circumstances, not only his own dignity, but also that of the authority 
which he represents and the name and honor of the nation confided to him, 
together with the arms and banner of his native country.” 


THE CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTION. 


Before eateries upon the study of this point it must be said that the nego- 
tiations of Drs. Martinez Silva and Concha—that is to say, from the usurpa- 
tion of i until now (because no one knows what the former minis- 
ters did)— for their base the prorogation conceded to the new canal 
company about the middle of 1900. 

Aside from this prorogation the representatives of the company had no 
further business in Washington, since, as we have seen, their lawful conces- 
sion was about_to expire in a locality in which it was physically impossible 
to build a canal, and with the forfeiture of claim to this locality in conform- 
ity with the contract entered upon by Colombia and the company, the con- 
cession itself, that part of the work which had been completed and the 
aganemd part of the goods and effects of the undertaking in the Isthmus were 

pass and have passed into the hands of the Republic of Colombia as their 
legitimate and exclusive property. 

_ Thus, indeed, the meddling of the agents of the company with the nego- 
tiations then in progress, the importance which they attributed to themselves, 
the guardianship which they pretended to exercise over Colombia, and the 
attention which the American Government paid to them, seeing that they 
actually dominated the agents of the “‘ Regeneracién’’—all this is due only to 
the aforementioned prorogation, the disastrous results of which must needs 
be prevented in time by demonstrating its absolute unconstitutionality, its 
inconvenience being obvious to all those who are not blinded by elements 
confusing sound judgment. Let them who have built upon this prorogation 
not think that they can escape us by the trickery, little as Sar rey be- 
lieve in it themselves, that Congress will mend the unmendable and lead 
things back to their normal and lawful condition. No; there isa guilt—a 
grave guilt—in having involved and ensnared themselves in such an unlawful 
deception in order to shift it later upon other persons. 

The poco constitution of Colombia, issued by the Constituent National 
Assembly of August 4, 1886, made valid and public by the Executive the 5th 
of the same month and year, contains, among other things, the following 
laws relating to the case in question: 

“Art. 4. The territory with the public domain forming part of it belongs 
only to thenation. * * * 

“Art. 10. It is the duty of all the natives and strangers in Colombia to sub- 
mit to the constitution and to the laws, and to respect and to obey the au- 
thorities. * * * 

“ART. 14. Societies and corporations bein 
‘personas juridicas’ have no other rights 
rights of individuals in Colombia. * * 

“Art. 20. Private persons are not responsible to the authorities except in 
cases of acting against the constitution or the laws. Public officers are re- 

onsible to the authorities for the same causes or for transgression of their 

unctions or for omissions in executing the same. * * * 

“ART. 81. The rights acquired with a just title in conformance with the 
civil law, by natural or juridical persons, can not be ignored or violated by 
later laws. * * * 

“ArT. 51. The law will determine the responsibility to which the public 
offoewrs of all classes are liable who proceed against the rights guaranteed in 
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incorporated in Colombia as 
n those corresponding to the 


tle. 

“Ant. 57. All the public authorities are limited and execute their respec- 
tive functions separately. 

“Art. 58. The legislative power is vested in Congress. The Congress is 
com of Senate and the House of Representatives. 

“Art. 69. The President of the Republic is the chief of the executive 

wer and exercises it with indispensable cooperation of the ministers. The 

dent and the ministers, and in each particular transaction the Presi- 
Sank and the minister of that respective branch, constitute the govern- 
ment. 

“Art. 76. It is the duty of Congress to make the laws. By means of these 
it exercises the following functions: * * * 

“4°. Toapprove or disapprove contracts or agreements which the Presi- 
dent of the Republic enters upon with private persons, associations, or 

olitical bodies, in which the public treasury is interested, if they have not 
en previously authorized, or if in them they have not complied with the 
formalities prescribed by Congress, or if some of the stipulations contained 
in them ete not in conformance with the respective law of authoriza- 
tion. 

“ ART. 118. It is the duty of the President of the Republic * * * 

“8°. To send to Congress at the beginning of each legislative term a 
message ding the action of the Administration. * * 

“§°,. To ate in the cases and with the formalities prescribed in article 
121 decrees which concern the legislative power. 

* Ant. 119. It is the duty of the President of the Republic * * * 

“5°. To order the ss of any chiefs of departments or any ether 
national or municipal officers of administrative or judicial rank for the viola- 
tion of the constitution or of the laws or for any other trangressions com- 
mitted in the exercise of their functions. This prosecution is to be enacted 
by the respective functionary of the public service or by an attorney of state 
appointed for this pu and to be submitted toa competent tribunal. 

*‘ ART. 120. It is the duty of the President of the Republic * * * 

“1°, Tonominate and select impartially the ministers of state. 

“2°. To promulgate laws that are passed, to obey them and hallow them by 
his own exact obedience. * * * 

“11, To guard the outward “| of the mepuaie, defending the free- 
dom and the honor of the nation and the inviolability of its territory, 

To enter into contracts necessary for the administration, for the renderin; 
of services, and the execution of public works, in accordance with the fisca 
laws, and with the obligation to render account to Congress in its ordinary 
sessions, 

“* ART. 121. In cases of war with foreign powers, or of internal disturban 
the President, after consultation with the councilof stateand with the assen 
of all the ministers, may declare the public order to be disturbed and the 
whole Republic, or part of it, to be in state of siege. By virtue of such 
declaration the President remains invested with ped a a which the laws 
confer upon him, and, in case of their inadequacy with those bestowed by 
the law of nations, to defend the rights of the nation or to subdue the up- 
rising. The extraordinary measures or legislative decrees of a provisional 
character, which within said limits the President dictates, will binding 
when they bear the signature of all the ministers. 

“The Government shall declare the public order reestablished as soon as 
the disturbance or the external danger ceased to exist and shall transmit 
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to Con 
authorities shall be responsible for the abuses which they have committed 
in the exercise of extraordinary powers.” Re 

I have taken the pains to copy the preceding constitutional laws, and my 
readers must likewise take the pains to read and think them over carefully, 
because now or never it has come toa point where the Colombians must 
know whether the laws are there for the function of guardianship in defense 
of the nation, or whether they are to be, like many others of the constitution, 
given in protection of the citizens, a mere laughing stock and a dead letter. 

The interpretation which Sefior Caro has given of article 121, quoted above, 
in a document of great judicial, moral, and political importance, which was 
signed in Bogota the $th of March of the present year, is, then, the most 
worthy interpretation—that of the legislator himseli—of this constitutional 
passage. By a coincidence which I designate here as providential, in the lan- 

age of the regenerators, this document is directed to Sefior D. Felipe F. 

aul, minister of foreign affairs, and is also signed, among others, by Seiior 
Carlos Calderon, who was minister of finance under Dr. Sanclemente, and 
who negotiated the prorogation at the end of April, 1900, and by his colleague 
in the ministry, D. Marco F. Su4rez, at that time minister of public instruc- 
tion. From this document I take the following paragraphs, which are unan- 
swerable from any point of view: 

“There has been invented recently a brief formula which serves to lessen 
every difficulty and by which they pestens to justify every official abuse. 
They say that in time of war the rights of individuals and the dominion of 
the law are suspended, and the Government is authorized to do what it pleases 
by means of legislative decrees, One can not conceive an interpretation 
more shameless in its absurdity, nor more alarming in its barbarity, of the 
following constitutional measure: 

“*‘ArT. 121. In cases of war with foreign powers or of internal disturbance, 
the President, after consultation with the council of state and with the assent 
of all the ministers, may declare the public order to be disturbed and the 
whole Republic, or part of it, to be in a state of siege. 

“ * By virtue of such declaration the President remains invested with the 
powers which the laws confer upon him, and in case of their inadequacy 
with those powers bestowed by the law of nations, to defend the rights of 
the nation or to subdue the eee. The extraordinary measures or legis- 
lative decrees of a provisional character, which within said limits the Presi- 
—_ dictates, will be binding when they bear the signature of all the min- 

ers.’ 

“'The sense of this measure and its civilizing intent are perfectly clear. 
In time of war, which by its very nature is a disorder, cases occur which are 
not provided for by the common laws. It happensalso that by reason of that 
very war, Congress can not be convened in ordinary session in order to con- 
sider questions which come within its province. 

“In these circumstances the President of the Republic exercises the powers 
conferred upon him by the laws and in default of such those which inter- 
national law give him, pronouncing decrees of legislative character, but in 
no manner disposing freely of the national revenue nor of the lives and inter- 
ests of the citizens, except with the two sole legitimate objects, to wit, to de- 
fend the nation's rights in foreign war and to reestablish internal order in 
case of disturbance. These provisional decrees of legislative character di- 
rected to these two objects can neither of them go beyond the ‘limits’ 
expressly prescribed by the article of the constitution. 

“And when, by the insufficiency of the laws of the Republic, recourse is 
had to the principles of the law of nations (in considerable part indicated in 
the military code), it is evident that this authority must not be invoked 
in order to apply international law to the iniquitous ends of spoil, persecu- 
tion, and proscription, but on the contrary to soften the horrors of waf and 
to employ politic and magnanimous means to bring it to an end, inasmuch as 
by, the law of nations is understood necessarily the body of principle: which 
Christian civilization in its long contest with barbarism has finally boen able 
to accredit and to sanction. However, the application which is made of the 
law of nations in the circumstances cited does not constitute a repudiation of 
the legal process, but an amplification of it with ends essentially beneficent. 

**In time of war the Government restricts certain liberties, such as those 
of publication, of mass meeting, of moving from place to place, which can be 
used detrimentally, but it restricts them according to that principle which 
is contmon to every kind of hostilities, according to which the legitimate end 
of war sanctions the means strictly necessary and morally licit to obtain it, 
that which passes this limit being contrary to natural law. These liberties 
are restricted; they are not suppressed. The harmless exercise of intelli- 
gence is not inhibited, the arts are not killed, the industries are not ruined, 
property is not destroyed nor commerce paralyzed by a spirit of vengeance 
or a vauntof power. 

“To proceed thus is not to make use of constitutional powers; it is to go 
counter to them, to contest every law and every right. On the other hand, 
the public liberties and natural rights of man are not one and the same con- 
ception. The former are restricted with legal pur ; the exercise of cer- 
tain means of action, of certain developments of the social character, is 
limited; but the right in its essence of the immanent, the imprescriptible, 
the sacred, can never be violated. It may not besaid, then, that the govern- 
ment is legally authorized to suapeed individual rights; the law may not be 
invoked to deny the right of which it can be only the expression and sanction.” 

This declaration of constitutional doctrine, formulated by Sefior Caro and 
by the grou of his friends who, with him, have governed the country from 
the death of Nufiez until the treason of Marroquin, July 31, 1900, has in its 
favor, moreover, the special fact that it was not made ad hoc for the case 
anticipated in this study, which has to do with a permanent question of dec- 
ades and centuries, but to apply to political assassinations, depredations, ter- 
ror, and extermination introduced into and accomplished in the country b 
Sefior Marroquin and his Sejanus with the motive of crushing a rising anc 
reestablishing peace and order in the Republic; that is to say, in the manner 
of war, by war, and for war, or as transient and provisional measures of im- 
mediate urgency, which the supreme necessity of hostilities forced upon their 
perverse blindness, their hungry thieving, their black, stony hearts; meas- 
ures which they, with cynical sacrilege, denominate just clemency; pain- 
ful unavoidable duty; the pious sacrifice of their med souls before the 
altar of the fearful Vizilipuztli, to whom they raise their prayers from the 
ruddy smoke of the blood of their victims. 


* o * * « . * 


Sefior Don Santiago Pérez Triana, a distinguished Colombian, who must 
know the why and wherefore of these things, says: 

“The Colombian Executive, Sefior Marroquin, wo learning through his 
minister at Washington of the pretensions of the North Americans, called a 
junta of citizens in the Executive palace of Bogota the 22d of last February, 
with the object of submitting to them the conditions pressed by the Govern- 
ment at Washington. The junta issued its opinion in a report wherein it 
declared that an acceptance of the American proposals would be equivalent 
to a sacrifice of national sovereignty of such magnitude and of such ominous 
peaeennennes thatin no case should the Executive accept, from the lack of right 

do so as well as from the unpatriotic character of such an action; that the 
National Congress itself would not have the power to consent to conditions 
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such evils on the country, and that a question of such 
transcendental consequences could not be determined save by means of a 
national plebiscite, since in truth it involved, by acceptance of the North 
American conditions, a mutilation of the country. 

“And itends the document urging that surely upon submission of this ques- 
tion to a popular vote of all the Colombians there would not be among the 
5,000,000 inhabitants of the Republic ten sons of Colombia who would consent 
to the consummation of a negotiation such as that proposed, whatever be 
the pecuniary advantages or others of a more transitory naturg that might 
be offered.” 

The declarations of this junta are the first revelations (thanks to the ar- 


ticle of the Union Ibero-Americana) that may have been had of the abyss in 
which Marroguin and his confederates attempted to engulf the country for 
a handful of gold. Fora handful of gold, I repeat, for in the report the pe- 


cuniary advantages are spoken of as the only inducement to the negotiations 
to which Dr. Concha has loaned his name and signature. 

There follows the respectable opinion of Dr. Carlos Martinez Silva, imme- 
diate predecessor of Dr. Concha in the legation of Washington, to-day ban- 
ished to the burning deserts of the llanos of San Martin, which the typical 
regenerator president, Carlos Holguin, had attempted to surrender to a for- 
eign syndicate. I take this opinion from Le Temps, of Paris, a paper appar- 
ently on good ‘2rms with the canal company, and in any case of great weight 
with the public. As will be seen, Dr. Silva was at this time not only dipio- 
matic minister, but also minister of foreign affairs of Colombia, on a special 
mission to the Governmentat the White House. The publication of Le Temps 
coyeeeee in the section “Foreign news,” and was dated March cr April of 
the past year. It read thus: 


“UNITED STATES. 


“The minister of foreign relationsof Colombia has sent to the Department 
of State a memorandum setting forth the conditions upon which Colombia 
will permit the United States to build the Panama Canal. 

“The United States will have the entire control of the whole canal built 
across the Isthmus of Panama, with an unlimited lease for all the territory 
adjacent which will be required. Colombia will concede as much as is nec- 
essary to assure the American control, but in such a way that the absolute 
sovereignty of the United States will be out of question. 

“Tf the Panama Canal Company refuses to cede, by a friendly agreement, 
to the United States the rights which it had acquired for itself, the United. 
States and Colombia will, fe mutual agreement, ignore this, and the com- 
pany will be deprived of its concession, which had originally been granted to 
it upon the condition that the canal would be completely finished in October, 
1904. Recently, indeed, the Colombian Government had prolonged the con- 
cession to 1910, but the lawfulness of this decision has lately been questioned, 
and the courts of Colombia will have to decide whether the Government has 
gone beyond its authority in prolonging for a period of six years the original 
term of the concession.” 


* * . * * * » 
Time and again Sefior Marroquin has been advised, even by his own satel 
lites, that he should make for peace, guarantee universal suffrage, and con- 


voke a national convention which would reassume constituent power an 
organize the nation ona fundamental and solid basis by harmonizing, as is 
by no means improbable, all the legitimate interests which have been de- 
bated in politics and have drenched with blood the Colombian soil in a war 
that has been going on for more than two years. 

How did Setior Marroquin answer these patriotic cries? 
which woul be memorable if history took account of these little thing 
Sefior Marroguin announced to all Colombians and to all those from a dis 
tance who might care to listen: 

“ With all my heart would I sacrifice on the altar of my country my de- 
sire for command, my inveterate rancor, my blind rage, my unfortunate 
compromises; I would convoke anassembly and resign to them the command 
which I have usurped, and would be the first to give peace and prosperity to 
the land in which I was born; but the national constitution, of which lam 
the most faithful guardian, and in maintaining which I would force the revo- 
lution and my enemiss even to the last extremity if need be, does not permit 
me, does not allow me, does not empower me to take such a step.” 

Even the archbishop reminded him on this occasion of the pious D. José 
Manuel, for whom it was little less than a public disgrace that he did not 
withdraw from the post which he had attained and to which he clung in so 
indecorous a manner, when from but a slight abnegation would have fol- 
lowed such precious results. A sermon lost; a pastoral cast before swine; 
because the constitution would not allow Seflor Marroquin to leave the 
Republic without a head at a moment when members of his own family, and 
even the sweethearts of his youthful days, were robbing the public treasury 
by every kind of artifice, even to the ruin of certain banking institutions, 
according to the testimony of Gen. Pedro Nel Ospira, at that time minister 
of war of Sefior Marroquin. 

Let us look now at another question intimately connected with those 
already mentioned, one introduced in a manner so patriotically irregular by 
Sefior Cortes, and approved and reproduced in its report by the Colombian 
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y legation at Washington. 


Before concluding, permit me to consider an idea that has already become 
public and may have an echo in Colombia. I refer to the plan to defer the 
negotiation until 1904, the year when the present concession expires, to dis- 
own the legality of the prorogation granted to the canal company until 1910, 
and to negotiate directly with the American Government, cutting loose com- 
pletely from the French company. 

“The effect of such a proceeding would be, it is thought, to secure from 
the American Government the payment of part or whole of the $40,000,000 
which it is a to pay the French company as the price for the conces- 
sion at present controlled by it. 

“T consider that such conduct would be considered by the whole civilized 
world a violation of international public faith; that it would induce a recla- 
mation on the part of the French Government of a nature and magnitude 
such that we can not imagine; that the American Government would indig- 
nantly reject the idea of becoming a participant in a scheme that would 


bring considerable loss to the French people,a people whom the United 
und with whe ! é 
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States esteem in the highest degree 
commercial interests and an histori elin 
oak eee to the whole world by the R 
© first thing that occurs before con foreign opinions 
“that have become public and may ha\ ia,” is to pass the 
consideration that they are not mere personal cavillations of Seilor Cortes 
but that the Colombian legation in giving them ear and publishing then 
made them its own. 
* * + : ° ” ¥ 
Gen. Vargos Santos, for his part, in addition to what he had already said 
with Dr. Soto in his manifesto against the prorogation issued from the camps 
of Santander, has again said through the American press, and in good Eng- 
lish, the following, taken from the Commercial Advertiser, of New York, 
June 14 of the current year: 
“You must remember that the canal isa great factor in the present war. 
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“One of our grievances against the present Government is its disregard 





of the interests of the nation in granting to the French canal company an 
extension of its franchise and rights in the canal to 1910. We contend that 
this extension is not valid, as it was granted without the ratification of Con- 


gress, and we hold that the property of the French company, as well as the 
canal, reverts to Colombia in 1904. If the outcome of the present war favors 
the Liberal arms, we shall certainly take possession of the property in 1904 
and sell it to the United States. The price we would demand for it would 
naturally be less than that demanded by the present French company.” 

Another opinion worthy of respect which has reached the public and ought 
to have produced a resonant echo in Colombia is that of Gen. Rafael Uribe 
Uribe, published in Curacao July 1 of this year, subsequently reproduced in 
another x publication, which I have not at hand at the present moment, 
but which confirms the one I shall shortly quote. That this opinion reached 
at least the Colombian legation at Washington is proved by the reports it 
— from page 16 of which I transcribe the following important 

ragraph: 
~~ In the New York Herald of August 26 is givenas h of a prominent 
rebel chief,in which he abandons the primitive cause of Liberal revindication 
and embraces as a new cause the necessity of sustaining for two years more 
the war of rebellion, in order to prevent the French canal company from 
legally ceding its rights at this time to the American Government, and also to 
render it impossiblefor Colombia during that time toconsummate negotiations 
with America regarding the opening of the same Panama Canal. The said 
delay would probably result, as has n pointed out by the American press, 
in the adoption of some other route for interoceanic communication, if not 
in some occurrence of greater importance to the detriment of Colombia's 
sovereignty.” 

And now let the patriotic harangue of General Uribe be read, which gives 
as already lost what still swings suspended on the invincible sword of Her- 
rera: “Per mare, per terras, per tota discrimina rerum,” and on the will, 
ae yet CODE of the whole Colombian people when the time comes for it 
to be heard: 

“If by treason to the country must be understood, as Dr. Becerra feels, 
the wounding of the vital interests of the nation instead of bearing trium- 
phantly the banner of a party, those accused of this crime must not be 
sought in the Liberal field, but in that occupied by those who have seriously 
compromised the future of Colombia by the following official acts of general 
notoriety: 

“To have extended for six years, inst the express mandate of the law 
and the will of the last Congress, the franchise of the Panama Canal. With- 
out this extension the franchise would have been forfeited in two years, 


leaving in Colombia's favor the part of the work already executed, the rail- | 
road, buildings, machinery, etc., for all of which the French company is now | 


to receive $40,000,000. The government of Bogota sold the extension for one 
million, which was vo converted into implements of war to annihilate 
the Liberal party, which had only asked for justice.¢ 

“The French company offered $6,000,000, payable annually, or one million 
cash. The Government chose the latter; such was the haste it felt to exter- 
minate us. In 1904 the nation would have resumed the whole of its rights in 
the Isthmus and, with the French company wiped out, would have been able 
to inaugurate negotiations directly with the United States. In that case, not 
only would it have had the forty millions that it loses to day and the six of 
which the Governmentat Bogota was in such desperate need, but advantages 
and guaranties relative to the national sovereignty in of value incon- 
ceivable. 

“'The immediate redemption of paper money and the execution of great 
works of progress which would have been possible with the $40,000,000 that 
might have been the nation’s; the loss of the Isthmus, which without doubt 
the United States will absorb, and the ——- to Colombia and the other 
countries of South and Central America involved in thus putting the neck of 
our continent under the foot of the colossusof the north, these are good things 

one and the evils to come through the work of hatred and the avarice of the 
mservatives. 

“To appreciate the monstrousness of this conduct, it will suffice tosup 
that the Liberal revolution had ~—\~ possession of the Isthmus, and be- 
cause of this, or because its arms had been successful in various parts of the 
country, or for any other reason whatsoever, the French company and the 
American Government had opened negotiations with the Libera rty of 
the same nature as with the Government at Bogota. The names of treason, 
mutilation, parricide, venality, and others like them would hav: seemed to 
the Conservatives inadequate sufficiently to stigmatize the Liberals, the 
authors of the negotiation. (Pamphlet entitled ‘Comentarios.’)” 

The company could not in all this time comply with the conditions to 
which, forthe second time, it had subscribed regardin the progress of opera- 

ions and the conclusion of the work, and April 4, it obtained a new ex+ 
tension from Colombia, granted, as was the first one, for insignificant sums, 
and doubtless due to the justifiable desire that there should bes particular 
company to complete and exploit the canal. 

In this there must also have been some element of romance (there has 
been in me) in favor of noble France and the savings of the innocent sub- 
scribers, who for some time were committing suicide or dying, and who to- 
day scarcely form an ————— factor or interest in the plans under con- 
sideration and in the final arrangements that may be made. Nor to those 
successive ill-guaranteed extensions could the associates of ex-President Hol- 
guin have been strangers when he was minister to Europe and rained manna 
on the banks of the Seine. 

Colombia's word, validly pledged, has been complied with even more fully 


al write with horror and a wrath that has been for a long time accumnu- 
lating, and nearly chokes me. Ever since Marroquin believed to be victor in 
Soacha and San Miguel, Amoladero and Guavio, counting upon the pseudo- 
liberal press in his service and at his heels, and not counting upon the admi- 
rable campaign of Clodomiro Castillo in Magdalena and the imposing one of 
Herrera in Panama and Pacifico, he has given way to a criminal impetuous- 
ness and has shed the blood of captives in streams. The most conspicuous, 
{adgin by the fame of the victims, were the noble youth of Bogota, of a 
iberal patrician family, Antonio Suarez Lecroix, and his companions, 
Lezama, Vidal, and many others; later * * * I do not know how many 
more. I just received a papertfrom Barranquilla, the Boletin Oficial, nim. 
88, the 8th of October of this year, which contains the following statement: 


“BoaGora, 15th of September, 1908. 


“ Governors of the Departments, Chiefs C. and M. of the Provinces, Chief Com- 
manders of the Army, Commanders of the Divisions, etc.: 


“I have the honor of communicating to you that to-day at 6 a. m., in 
ey the following rebels were dispatched by shooting: Ces&reo Pulido, 
Gabriel M* Calderon, Anatol Barrios, Rogelio Chavez, German Martinez, 
Climaco Pizarro, and Benjamin Majiorca, in execution of the sentence pro- 
nounced by the council of war which inflicted this punishment upon them, 
being found guilty of having betrayed the country and having committed 


assault together with a gang of cri 
“ Your affectionate friend, “FERNANDEZ.” 


than was necessary. That the stockholders and those interested in this 
bankrupt canal enterprise have founded other illegitimate hopes in the null 
acts of public officials incapable of investing it with the majesty of the law isa 
circumstance that should trouble them and not us who point out the nullity 
of the said act and remind those gentlemen honorably and eppcatonstg of 
that nullity and its grave consequences to them. The French contracting 
parties eects the construction of the canal and the holding of the ex- 
clusive right of exploitation for one hundred ae, with many perquisites, 
on the positive condition that they would complete and have it open to traffic 
within a certain term, on two occasions extended. 

Even before the «xpiration of the first term the contracting company had 
been declared in a state of insolvency by the French tribunals—insolvency 
complicated with fraud, as is well known. Upon the new company, on ex- 
tending the time for the completion of the work, there were p d, more- 
over, the obligations to reorganize as soon as possible and to undertake the 
work of excavation seriously in a way to compléte it within the limit speci- 
fied in the extension. And again, as may seen in the letter of Dr. 
Esguerra, included in the documents, for the projected third extension the 
condition sine qua non was that the company should obtain the capital and 
finish the work itself without passing it over to some other agent. Even on 
this ground—that is to say, that the company itself should execute the work 
with private capital and without the meddling of any government, under 
the protection of Colombia—which was the patriotic desire of all Colombians, 
the extension thus obtained would have necessitated the intervention of the 
National Congress for its a. 

What must be said, then, of extension not subscribed to by the com- 
mission appointed to prepare it in a clear, equitable — but juggled through 
au specious deception by a seesawing minister and president, and not now 
with the condition that the company itself should execute the work, but that 
it might sell to a foreign government that null extension and with it the 
legitimate hopes of Colombia, based precisely on the literal tenor and spirit 
of the contracts which bound the company, contracts which were two-sided 
a reciprocal and pledged the word and faith of both parties to their strict 
observance? 

Not even can the plea of deceived hopes be adduced by the company and 
its sustainers, unless they take away the three offensive words “an assured 
act,” which the company printed at the end of its propaganda in 1898, which 
are a blow to the Colombian Congress, the su instrument of the Execu- 
tive and blind associate in all its measures. the deeds should justify them, 
it will not for this reason be less certain that the gentlemen of the company 
have always well known that it is the Congress that must decide the ques- 
| tion; that they have played a game, and nothing but a game, boldly staking 
upon one card their projects of transferring concession, canal, goods, an 
marketable effects to a foreign government; although if Congress should not 
support their game, all these castles-in-the-air manipulations and chimeras 
will fall back upon the reality of the contracts, valid until 1904. 

Then the consequences of the conditions upon which the company entered 
into the contracts, and as to which there can be no possible doubt, will be 
forced upon them with all the power of law. The Government of Colombia 
| will not then proceed to undertake the work of the canal and all that is con- 
nected with it, although it is fully authorized to do so by Article VI of the 
contract of 1890 and by article 6 of that of 1893; but considerate to the utmost, 
as it feels bound to be toward the rights and pretensions of the foreigners 
with whom they made the contract, it will do all in its power that article 9 
of the last contract ny rn en with; that is to say, it trusts that the su- 
preme court of justice of Colombia will pronounce upon the points of contro- 
| versy that have sprung up and may spring up between the two parties con- 

cerping this contract and those preceding it. 
’ * * * * . * 


Whether the American Government does or does not resent, with or with- 
out indignation, the idea that we Colombians try to live up to our constitu- 
tion and to our laws in an honorable and loyal way is a matter upon which I 
do not feel competent to give an opinion, although I was last summer in 
Washington for the unveiling of the Rochambeau monument. Butalthough 
I have not any official information to that effect I do not believe that I am 
going very much astray in supposing that neither the French nor the Ameri- 
can Government will make or support an attempt upon the Republic of Co- 
lombia for the reasons and under the conditions set forth in that fantastic 
claim of the successors and continuers of Lesseps, Rei Arton, and Cor- 
nelius Herz. 

When, however, the hour of Congress comes, it is to be hoped that it will 
proceed with uprightness and firmness in examining this affair, the most im- 
portant with which Colombia ever had to deal, nor can this be done in a 
short time. Its proceedings must be strictly constitutional if they are to be 

correct; the prorogation must be disapproved; those who are responsible for 





it must be prosecuted, and careful precautions for the future must be taken. 
The Executive will have to modify, step by eo licy in the negotia- 
tions then to come, and the judicial officers will have perform their con- 
stitutional and legal duties when the hour comes. If the Americans have by 
that time decided upon another route and the French will not guarantee the 
completion of the canal ae the terms of the concession to which they are 
entitled up to the year 1904, and which may be extended for them or for any 
other syndicate under fair consideration of the value, Colombia may con- 
sider herself free by temporarily putting off this Catering project gradu- 
ally to coranep her strength, resources, and natural wealth; independent and 
her own mistress, not allured by a passing advantage which may in the 
future be the cause of the most ominous consequences. Individusels and 
nations do not live from bread alone. 

But the same Colombian legation in Washington acknowledges truthfully 
that these reforms were thwarted by the Government and the ignominious 
flight of M .. This new despair, the new perspective, which opened 
with a more or less long poem of immobility on the part of the despots 
filled the measure of patience and resignation shown by the Liberals an 
drove them into civil war. The war once aflame, it was the duty of all Lib- 
erals, wherever they were, and whatever views they had formerly held, to 
support the revolution (and in this I, too,saw my duty), orat least to remain 
in the fraternal silence of companionship. To mount the tribune of deluded 
sociologists, of astute flatterers, with the pretense of wean | that peace is 
better than war. while in reality thundering against those who have on the 
battlefield fought for their share in the sun against a government of scoun- 
drels—that would do very well as a sleight-of-hand method for escaping for- 
eign powers, and might succeed as a piece of adulation before the shadow of 
an omnipotent sovere having power of life and death; but the Liberal 

rty will never be able to thank these apostles of peace to the utmost for 

e pains they have taken in such an ungrateful and treasonable work. 

Feeling strong as against a government of felony, blood, and fraud, weak 
as against the defenders of law, they leaned as with a weight of lead against 

| the handle of the pot and proclaimed themselves to be ‘men of peace,” at all 
| times and at every minute, outside of the party, within the party, and in 
spite of the party, and attacked the revolutionaries, calling ‘“‘ violent” and 
‘**hot-heads” every one of them who according to their ideas had helped 
| the ?, -— ish re Ste wae ; a hae 
t the war is just will own by merely quoting two paragraphs o 
the pamphlet of legation. Dr. Concha, apaking of the reforms wh: 
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the government of Marroquin offered at last to introduce, said at the peace 
negotiations in New York: 

‘These reforms, the realization of which the government of the late Sefior 
Sanclemente prevented by the dissolution of congress and by the limitation 
of its extraordinary sessions, are precisely what not only the Conservative 
pasty. but the Liberal press as well, is anxiously concerned in bringing 
about. 

“It is not useless to recall to mind that these reforms, beginning with the 
first, the law of elections, which may well be considered to be the funda- 
mental base of the republican system, comprise the points which have caused 
the com eet of complaints against the public nistration of the coun- 
try durin e last years; the question of the press; the liberty and safety of 
the individual; the independence of the judicial courts; the abolition of ex- 
ceptional laws; the extinction of mono: es which affect the national indus- 

and the liberty of commerce, and, lastly, a proper and effective admin- 
tion of the public treasury by means of independent tribunals, the 
pogniers of which are for the greater part to be chosen by the legislative 


es. 

“The Sefior President of the Republic is therefore disposed to make good 
the offers which he has for some time hence made to the country, although 
it is rebelling against his authority.” * * * . 

To comment on this series is to degrade the beauty which finds its expres- 
sion in the enumeration of necessary reforms and horrible evils named by 
Dr. Concha, and which justify, glorify, de’ any revolution, not only of 
three, but of ten years, of thirty years, half of the life of a man, in order to 
reinstate and reestablish in the country every one of its lost liberties, and to 
extirpate every one of these terrible abuses introduced by the Conservatives 
in the Government. Only the last one, the proper and effective administra- 
tion of the public roan is mentioned by Dr. Concha in an official report 
sent to the same House o! Representatives, of which he was a member in 
1898, and I quote it here to freshen up the memory: 

“Tt > asserted without the risk of committing an error that since 
1886 there not been a ‘tribunal de cuentas’ (department of public treas- 
=z) the country, because every time that the treasury offic have tried 
to fulfill strictly the duties —— to them they have stumbled against the 
will of some minister who would not permit any objections to his orders, as 
is proved by the notes to this effect which have n accumulating.” 

Bp , a8 they are, like President Ospina in 1860, to any treaty, under- 
standing, or tion of affairs with the rebels, they have not wished to 
save the virgin taking hold of her breast, as Don Julio Arboleda puts it, 
and have permi that the war devastate and devour the country durin 
three years rather than come down from their height. rather than smoot 
over a single angle in the feudal castle of their insane stupidity and negotiate 
with the revolution at the divers occasions on which the latter ed to 
meet them y ever after it began. 

Betrayed thecountry! Assault together with a gang of criminais! There 
is no name for the infamy of Marroquin! And to crown this satanic work 
there is circulating in the foreign press a notice that General Uribe-Uribe, 
who made a treaty or agreement of peace with the Government, and, rely- 

on it, surrendered, with all his companions and arms, was put in prison, 
udged by the council of war—composed of Marroquin’s murderers—and con- 
mned to death as traitor and head of a gang of criminals! How could that 
infamous h rite dare to shed this blood, to ring to a standstill this great 
heart, which harbored the most excellent republican virtues; the hero of 
Chancos, the chief of the Legion of Honor; the victor of Cipirra, of Peralonso, 
and Teran, who in a hundred battles sought the glorious death for liberty? 

He died at the hands of lawless and furious highway robbers ereeey 
chastised by him, these ns behind the desk, to whom their county 
owes noth but shame! And Herrera—Herrera, the ous an 
‘most expert” hero of Santander and Panama! Will he tolerate the sacri- 
fice of his companion, his friend, the tribune, the publicist, the pride of a race, 
of a family, of a nation, without resorting to just, although —— reprisals 
in the Isthmus, proving to the world the necessity which been forced 
upon the Libera ~s. to exchange the sword for the hatchetand to frighten 

e official bandi hh, Herrera! no! Protect your prisoners, who, being 
such, are sacred; but strengthen — courage and that of your armies by 
setting such animprobable example and avenge General Uribe-Uribe by hu- 
miliating in the end the arrogant enemy and by accomplishing the triumph 
of the revolution, which may then glo in its martyrs. 

In vain Sefior Caro and his i; n the political part of the masterly 
document quoted above, reminded them of the order, the teaching, the tra- 
ditions of the country, the constitution itself, and the laws of the count 
which abolished the political scaffold thirty years ago. With pleasure an 
honor I repeat here these words of piety and common sense, which the lega- 
tion in Washington will do well to 3 

“Not much argument is needed, with the laws of the country confrontin: 
us, in considering een? as guided by the law of nations. It is suffi- 
cient to recall to mind that it condemns the slaughtering of prisoners as an 
act contrary to military honor as well as to Christian morals; that reprisa's 
should be resorted to only in cases of extreme need, by dire imposition of 
necessity, with only one end in view—that is, to restrain abuses and force a 
change of conduct ae are words by Bello) upon a ferocious people, who 
give no quarter to the conquered and observe no rules whatsoever.” 

Believing that he has not left the revolution sufficiently crushed by having 
made it appear a war for gain, he adds that at the last hour, and accordin 
to the allocution of General Uribe, “the rebels abandon the original stand- 
ard of the Liberals and bring up anew the necessity of sustaining the war of 
rebellion for two years longer, in order to prevent the French Canal Com- 
pany from making over its legal rights to the American Government, thus 
rendering it impossible for Colombia to conclude with this Government 
within the given time the negotiations concerning the opening of that same 
Panama Canal.” Sefior Concha adds, furthermore, in a series of inventions 
which do no credit to his imagination, “that the foreign chief of the rebels, 
from the point of view of his country’s interests, would be more than justi- 

in his alliance with them.” 
” ~ . 7 @ = * 

What value do the sociologists and Jesuits set upon the aid given us by 
Regalado and the Salvadorians? What did the conqueror of Tocuyitoand La 
Victoria carry in his purse when he gave his most valiant support in order to 
defend us and in order to be defended from the invasions by way of Tachira 
and Carazua? Did they believe him dead and buried, slain like a mad dog? 
Indeed, both he and the Liberal revolution live to fight for an idea and the 
definite triumph of a common cause. 

It must be repeated. As a door of escape from the Liberal ranks—as an 
argument thoroughly ——, by the Jesuits of the Government in order to 
make its ranks more solid and to attract blockheads, the canal question and 
the famous question of treason against our country—that of selling its terri- 
tory and plotting to lessen its independence and sovereignty—these have been 
the two greatest slanders, which have caused no trouble in the mouths of the 
Goths and Jesuits, but in the mouths of those who have allowed themselves 
to be called Liberals have become excessively annoying. 

In regard to the canal, what I have said in this pamphlet seems sufficient 
to show the attitude of the revolution in the entire debate. Dr. Concha en- 
tirely deceives himself when he writes that the “rebels” have abandoned 


the original standard of the Liberals to take as the only signof war the 
uestion concerning which he is so agitated. No (if I may use such a 
simile); if Don Lorenzo Marroquin had ten fingers and corresponding nails 
on each of the hands which God gave him, and suddenly aeepeahenil develop 
two other fingers by the side of each thumb (such cases have been known), 
surely Dr. Concha would not then say that Lorenzo had abandoned the 
twenty Conservative grappling hooks that he always carried as his standard, 
while consul in Southampton, in the hotels of Mexico and Central America 
and lastly at fhe side of his father in Bogota, but rather that four more had 
been developed for him and that his programme might be enlarged accord- 


ingly. 

This is the state of the canal ain amongtherebels. It hasnotreplaced 
the ———. of right to which we adhere and which we are going to vindi- 
cate, but it increases our power of adhering to that right in proportion as 
the blunders and treason of the Conservatives are disclosed by time and 
events. The assembly which Marroquin convened the 13th of ebruary of 
this year itself says plainly to him and to the minister at Washington: The 
work which these two have been bungling and obstructing is clearly a work 
of treason, complicated by imbecility. e shall now see who have m the 
x oe who have been laboring for the great and permanent interests of 

om 

In regard to the famous treason, in our relations with friends and foreign 
coreligionists, who have served us well and continue to support us both mor- 
ally and with some material aid, there will be publishe promt what I 
have written in this connection and what the leaders and associates may 
write. As for the Liberals, faithful to their + at_this critical moment, 
for those who may have wavered on reading the slanders of the Goths ana 
Jesuits, and who may not have been able to read the refutations of Generals 
Vanane, Soto, Uribe, and Herrera, let them read what I here reiterate con- 
cerning this tale: We have solicited and have obtained the support of disinter- 
ested coreligionists, who, like ourselves, ardently desire the triumph of the 
Liberal cause. But we have never made an unworthy compromise with 
anyone like that which the Conservatives made with Flores in 1840, to cede 
the province of Pasto, and with the Government of Venezuela in 1876, ceding 
the territory of San Faustino, to say nothing of other cases. 

If the war was just and necessary then, to-day it is indispensable and sub- 
lime. War to the death has been declared; the resistance of desperation has 
been aroused. So beit! The piratical Bogotd being sunk in the abyss, let 
Herrera fall upon the line, take Colon, and attack Panama “on equal terms.” 
The noble gerne of the Americans has been already twice proved,and 
when they take possession of the Isthmus, with the control of the Pacific, 
Lee A will find in the land a government of blood, of treason, and of theft 
which the followers of mevequs exploit and Aristides Fernandez directs. 
Already the paper money has lost the value it had acquired. All that the 
official whirlpool could swallow up has been swallowed. Those who have 
been entrapped and conquered do not fight for ideas. One blow more and 
the abominable temple will come to the ground. Those who have been de- 
ceived will return their guerilla warfare. Everything of vainue which 
might be appropriated by the Government, such as coffee, hides, and gold in 
the mines, been defended by the foreign ministers against official rapacity. 

Listen, ye legionaries of Tumaco, Punta Pefia, Penomoné, and A guaduice! 
Listen, Padilla, Boyacd, Gaitdn, Darién, whose banners and handkerchiefs 
soaked in tears and in the blood of our loved heroes who will never again see 
them wave. Collect your forces and revenge with victory the misfortunes 
of your coun Everything noble and sacred in Colombia is on your side. 
Each particle of steel in your swords represents an eternity of griefs suffered, 
of insults unayenged, which will go down through the ages. What kind of 
peace is offered you? Onecan not treat with a government without honor, 
which forges and fails to recognize the very ones whom it has 
called to parley. eens which shoots those whom it has conquered 
and which is sunk the mire of discredit and prevarication. Pursue the 
strife! Aquileo Parra, Santiago Pérez, all our great citizens will admire and 
praise you to all eternity. What does it matter that others defame you for 
opposing their sordid interests. I read againand admire the words for which 
the enemy reproaches you. 

“ Before we will surrender to the government of Marroquin we will open our 
arms to the Sultan; not only from the liberal governments which sympathize 
with us, but from the devil himself we would accept and appreciate the as- 
sistance which we need in order that we may wipe from the mapof America 
the shameless master which calls itself the Regeneracion!” * * * 

The canal question knocks at the public conscience with a resounding 
blow. Itis the devil's moment. “The calf of gold is already setup!” This 
people, frugal and high-minded, will not allow themselves to be surprised by 

he rascals and imbeciles of such a tottering government; and if the revo. 
lution shuld triumph in reality, having already obtained its moral triumph, 
the fate of this negotiation and all that pertains to the true interests of the 
nation is assured. The blood already shed and that which will be shed will 
yet make fruitful the soil of our country, and will blot out, as with red-hot 
coals, the stain which treason, consented to and awarded, has cast upon it. 


This is far from being all the evidence to establish the fact that 
we are dealing with the Church party in Colombia and with its 
ally—the New Panama Canal Company—in making this treaty 
with Marroquin, or Hernandez, who rules Marroquin, and that 
we are confirming, by our solemn treaty, the ascendency of the 
same party, and the same principles that are denounced by the 
Monroe doctrine. 

RATIFICATION OF TREATY FAVORABLE TO CHURCH PARTY AND ADVERSE 
TO LIBERALS. 

The concordat of 1888 with Pope Leo XIII, which is made the 
organic law of Colombia, is a distinct assertion of the same right 
to dominate the civil authority in Colombia that was announced 
in the compact of the Holy Alliance. 

In purchasing from the canal company, with the consent of 
Colombia, the concession of April 23, 1900, by the decree of San- 
clemente, which the Colombian Congress refused to permit or to 
ratify, we purchase, adopt, and agree to sustain the very cause 
of the civil war in Colombia, and join hands with the polluted 
and blood-stained hands of the church party, and give te the Lib- 
eral party its final coup de main. Our action in that direction 


aIn the Astor Library, of New York, I read for the first time the reason, 
mblished by the Jesuits everywhere, why I had come to the United States 
fo sell the Isthmus—in exchange for the support of the Liberal cause. 
I thought then of writing to Espaiia ileren, where the falsehood had 
been printed, but I could not bring myself to have anything to do witb such 
persons, 





Fe ee ee See 





104 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marca 14, 





and to that extent can not be mistaken, nor will it ever be for- 
gotten as an unquestionable adoption of the declarations of the 
Holy Alliance. 


A SURRENDER OF THE PRINCIPLES OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


This treaty makes no provision or reservation, even as to our 
own people who will be resident in Colombia and in the canal 
zone for centuries to come, against their submission to the same 
power that moved the Holy Alliance to recapture by war or by 
strength the lost possessions of Spain. Asa practical declaration 
of the attitude of the United States toward the doctrine of the 
supremacy of the church in civil government, it is a surrender of 
the bed-rock principles of the Constitution of the United States 
as tothe divorce of church and state, and it reverses all that has 
been accomplished in Mexico and in every Central and South 
American Republic, except Venezuela and Colombia, in the bloody 
wars with the Church party. It defames the glorious achieve- 
ments of Juarez and Porfirio Diaz, which have lifted Mexico to 
the highest plane of free constitutional government and have 
=— her treasury with wealth and clothed her with the garments 
of praise. 


MR. GLADSTONE ON “VATICAN DECREES IN THEIR BEARING ON CIVIL 
ALLEGIANCE.” 


Lest I should be misunderstood, in pressing this subject on the 
serious attention of the Senate, as one who is indulging the prej- 
udices of a Protestant against the Roman Catholic Church in- 
stead of resisting the subordination of our own country through 
a solemn treaty to the baneful authority in Colombia of the order 
of the Jesuits, 1 will quote from Mr. Gladstone’s careful review 
of the same proposition. 

Mr. Gladstone, in 1875, wrote of *“‘ The Vatican decrees in their 
bearing on civil allegiance’’ as follows: 


It is neither the abettors of the Papal chair nor anyone who, however far 
from being an abettor of the Papal chair, actually writes from a Papal point 
of view, that has a right to remonstrate with the world at large; but it is the 
world at large, on the contrary, that has the fullest right to remonstrate, 
first. with His Holiness; secondly, with those who share his proecedings; 
thirdly, even with such as passively allow and accept them. 

I therefore, as one of the world at large, propose to expostulate in my turn. 
I shall strive to show to such of my Roman Catholic fellow-subjects as may 
kindly give me a hearing that, after the singular steps which the authorities 
of their church have in these last years thought fit to take, the people of this 
country, who fully believe in their loyalty, are entitled, on purely civil 
grounds, to expect from them some declaration or manifestation of opinion 
in reply to that ecclesiastical eee. in their church who have laid down, in 
their name, principles adverse to the purity and integrity of civil allegiance. 

Undoubtedly my allegationsare of great breadth. Such broad allegations 
require a broad and deep foundation. The first question which they raise is, 
are they, as to the material part of them, true? But even their truth might 
not suffice to show that their publication was opportune. The second ques- 
tion, then, which they raise is, are they, for any practical purpose, material? 
And thereis yet a third, though a minor question which arises out of the 

ropositions in connection with their authorship, were they suitable to be set 
forth by the present writer? 

To these three questions I will now set myself toreply. And the matter 
of my reply will, as I conceive, constitute and convey an appeal to the under- 
standings of my Roman Catholic fellow-countrymen which I trust that, at 
the least, some among them may deem not altogether unworthy of their 
consideration. 

Before all things, however, I should desire to be understood that, in the 
remarks now offered, I desire to eschew not only religious bigotry, but like- 
wise theologicalcontroversy. Indeed, with theology, except in its civil bear- 
ing—with theology as such—I have here nothing whatever todo. But itis 
the peculiarity of Roman theology that, by thrusting itself into the temporal 
domain, it naturally, and even necessarily, comes to be a frequent theme of 

»olitical discussion. To quiet-minded Roman Catholics it must be subject of 
infinite annoyance that their religion is,on this ground, more than any 
other the subject of criticism; more than any other the occasion of conflicts 
with the State and of civil disquietude. I feel sincerely how much hardship 
their case entails. But this hardship is brought upon them altogether by the 
conduct of the authorities of their own church. 

Why did theology enter so largely into the debates of Parliament on Ro- 
man Catholic emancipation? Certainly not because our statesmen and de- 
baters of fifty years ago had an abstract love of such controversies, but 
because it was extensively believed that the Pope of Rome had been and was 
a trespasser upon ground which belonged to the civil authority, and that he 
affected to determine by spiritual prerogative questions of the civil sphere. 
This fact, if fact it be, and not the truth or falsehood, the reasonableness or 
unreasonableness, of any article of purely religious belief, is the whole and 
sole cause of the mischief. To this fact, and to this fact alone, my language 
is referable; but for this fact it would have been neither my duty nor my 
desire to use it. All other Christian bodies are content with freedom in their 
own religious domain. 

Orientals, Lutherans, Calvinists, Presbyterians, Episcopalians, Noncon- 
formists, one and all, in the present day, contentedly and thankfully accept 
the benefits of civil order; never pretend that the State is not its own mas- 
ter; make no religious claims to temporal possessions or advantages; and, 
consequently, never are in perilous collision with the State. aay more, 
even so I believe it is with the mass of Roman Catholics individually. But 
not so with the leaders of their church or with those who take pride in fol- 
lowing the leaders. Indeed, this has been made matter of boast: 

“There is not another church, so called (than the Roman), nor any com- 
munity professing to be a church, which does not submit or obey or hold its 
peace when the civil governors of the world command.” (ThePresent Crisis 
of the Holy See, by H. E. Manning, D. D., London, 1861, p. 75.) 

The Rome of the Middle Ages claimed universal monarchy. The modern 
Church of Rome has abandoned nothing, retracted nothing. Is that all? 
Far from it. By condemning (as will be seen) those who, like Bishop Doyle 
in 1826, charge the medimval popes with aggression she unconditionally, even 
if covertly, maintains what the medisval Popes maintained. But even this 
is not the worst. The worst by far is that whereas in the national churches 
and communities of the Middle Ages there wasa brisk, vigorous, and con- 


| 
| 
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stant oppositon to these outrageous claims—an opposition which stout] 
asserted its own orthodoxy, which alwaps caused itself to be respected, an 
which even sometimes gained the upper hand—now in this nineteenth cen- 
tury of ours, and while it is growing old, the same opposition has been put 
out of court and judicially extinguished within the Papal church by the re- 
cent decrees of the Vatican. And it is impossible for persons acceptin 
those decrees justly tocomplain when such documents are subjected in goo 
faith to a strict examination as respects their compatibility with civil right 
and the obedience of subjects. 

In defending my language I shall carefully mark its limits. But all de- 
fense is reassertion, which properly requires a deliberate reconsideration; 
and no man who thus reconsiders should scruple,if he find so much as a word 
that may convey a false impression, to amend it. Exactness in stating the 
truth according to the measure of our intelligence is an indispensable condi- 
tion of justice, and of a title to be heard. 

My propositions, then, as they stood, are these: 

1. That **Rome has substituted for the proud boast of semper eadem a 
policy of violence and change in faith.” 

2. ‘That she has refurbished and paraded anew every rusty tool she was 
fondly thought to have disused. 

8. ‘That no one can now become her convert without renouncing his moral 
—_ po freedom and placing his civil loyalty and duty at the mercy of 
anovper. 
ws 4. That she (“‘ Rome”) has equally repudiated modern thought and ancient 

istory. 
THE SECOND PROPOSITION. 


Itake my second proposition: That Rome has refurbished and paraded 
anew every rusty tool she was fondly thought to have disused, 

Is this, then, a fact, or is it not? 

I must assume that it is denied, and therefore I can not wholly pass by the 
work of proof. But I will state,in the fewest possible words ond with refer- 
ences, a few propositions, ali the holders of which have been condemned by the 
See of Rome during my own generation, and especially within the last tweive 
or fifteen years. And, in order that I may do nothing toward importing pas- 
sion into what is matter of pure argument, I will avoid citing any of the 
aula energetic epithets in which the condemnations are sometimes 
clothed, 

1. Those who maintain the liberty of the press. (Encyclical letter of Pope 
Gregory XVI, in 1831, and of Pope Pius IX, in 1864.) 

(Encyclical of Pius IX, 


2. Or the liberty of conscience and of worship. 
December 8, 1864.) 

3. Or theliberty of speech. (‘Syllabus” of March 18,1861. Prop. LX XIX. 
Encyclical of Pope Pius IX, December 8, 1864.) 

4. Or who contend that Papal judgments and decrees may, without sin, be 
disobeyed or differed from unless they treat of the rules (dogmata) of faith 
or morals. (Ibid.) 

5. Or who assign to the state the nye of defining the civil rights (jura) 
and province of the church. (‘Syllabus” of Pope Pius IX, March 5, 1861. 
Ibid., Prop. XIX.) 

6. Or who hold the Roman Pontiffs and cecumenical councils have trans- 
grenees Ya of their power and ursurped the rights of princes. (Ibid. 

Trop. 4 . 

(lt must be borne in mind that @cumenical councils here mean Roman 
councils not recognized by the rest of the church. The councils of the early 
church did not interfere with the jurisdiction of the civil power.) 

7. Or that the church may not employ force. (Ecclesia vis inferendoe 
poestatem non habet.) (‘Syllabus” Prop XXIV. 

8. Or that power not inherent in the office of the episcopate, but granted 
to it by the civil ontneetay. may be withdrawn from it at the discretion of 
that authority. (Ibid. Prop. XXV.) 

9. Or that the (immunitas) civil immunity of the church and its ministers 
depends “ee civil right. (Ibid. Prop. XxX.) 

10. Or that in the conflict of laws, civil or ecclesiastical, the civil law should 
(Ibid. Prop. XLII.) 

ll. Or that any method of instruction of youth, solely secular, may be ap- 


proved, (Ibid. Prop. XLVIIL.) 
12. Or that knowledge of things philosophical and civil may and should de- 
cline to be guided by divine and ecclesiastical authority. (Tbid. Prop, LVII. 
13. Or that marriage 1s nol initsessenceasacrament. (Ibid. Prop. LXV) 
14. Or that marriage not sacramentally contracted (si sacramentum exclud- 
atur) has a binding force. (Ibid. Prop. LXXVL.) 
15. Or that the abolition of the temporal pore of the popesons would be 
highly advantageous to the church. (Ibid. Prop. LXXVI. Also Prop. 


16. Or that any other religion than the Roman religion may be established by 
astate. (Ibid. p. LXXVIL.) 

17. Or that in “countries called Catholic™ the free exercise of other religions 
may laudably be allowed. (““Syllabus” Prop. LX XVIII.) 

18. Or that the Roman Pontiff ought to come to terms with progress, liber- 
alism, and modern civilization. (Ibid. Prop. LXXX.) 

This list is now, perhaps, sufficiently extended, although I have as yet not 
touched the decrees of 1870. But before quitting it I must offer three obser- 
vations on what it contains: : 

Firstly. Ido not place all the propositions in one and the same category, 
for there are a portion of them which, as faras I can judge, = by the 
combined aid of favorable construction and vigorous explanation, be brought 
within bounds. And I hold that favorable construction of the terms usea in 
controversies is the right general rule. But this can only be so when con- 
struction is an open question. When the author of certain propositions 
claims, as in the case before us, a sole and unlimited power to interpret them 
in such a manner and by such rules as he may from time to time think fit, 
the only defense for all others concerned is at once to judge for themselves 
how much of unreason or of mischief the words, naturally understood, may 
contain. 

Secondly. It may appear, upon a hasty perusal, that neither the infliction 
of penalty in life, limb, liberty, or goods on disobedient members of the 
Christian church, nor the title to depose sovereigns and release subjects from 
their allegiance, with all its revolting consequences, has been here reaffirmed. 
In terms, there is no mention of them; but in the substance of the proposi- 
tions, I grieve to say, they are beyond doubt included. For it is notorious 
that they have been declared and decreed by “Rome,” that is to say, by 
popes and papal councils, and the stringent condemnations of the syllabus in- 
clude all those who hold that popes and papal councils (declared cecumenical) 
have transgressed the limits of their power or usurped the rights of princes. 


The foregoing citations of Mr. Gladstone are supported by the 
documents set forth in his book, but were not quoted here because 
of their length. 

After completing his statement of facts, on which his argument 
is of the highest ability, Mr. Gladstone states his conclusions 


prevail, 
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in words of admonition to the British Government and people as 
follows: 


I submit, then, that my fourth proposition is true, and that England is en- 
titled to ask and to know in what way the obedience required by the Pope 
— the council of the Vatican is to be reconciled with the integrity of civil 
allegiance, 


And again he says: 


1. That the Pope, authorized by his council, claims for himself the domain 
(a) of faith, (b) of morals, (c) of all that concerns the government and dis- 
cipline of the church. : 

2. That he in like manner claims the power of determining the limits of 
those domains. 

3. That he does not sever them, by any acknowledged or intelligible line, 
from the domains of civil duty and allegiance. 

4, That he therefore claims, and claims from the month of July, 1870, on- 
ward, with Pros authority, from every convertand member of his church, 
that he shall “place his loyalty and civil duty at the mercy of another,” that 
other being himself. 


BEING TRUE, ARE THE PROPOSITIONS MATERIAL? 


But next, if these propositions be true, are they also material? Theclaims 
can not, as I much fear, be denied to have been made. It can not be denied 
that the bishops, who govern in things spiritual more than five millions (or 
nearly one-sixth) of the inhabitants of the United Kingdom, have in some 
cases promoted, in all cases accepted, these claims. It has been a favorite 
purpose of my life not to conjure up, but to conjure down, public alarms. I 
am not now going to pretend that either foreign foe or domestic treason can, 
at the bidding of the court of Rome, disturb these peaceful shores. 

But though such fears may be visionary, it is more visionary still to sup- 
pose for one moment that the claims of Gregory VII, of Innocent III, and of 

oniface VIII have been disinterred in the nineteenth century like hideous 
mummies picked out of Egyptian sarcophagi, in the interests of archeology, 
or without a definite or practical aim. As rational beings we must rest as- 
sured that only with a very cleverly conceived and foregone purpose have 
these astonishing reassertions been paraded before the world. What is that 
purpose? 


He then addresses his remarks to the purposes of the dogmas 
that are recently revived, as follows: 


It must be for some political object of a very tangible kind that the risks of 
so daring a raid upon the civil sphere have been deliberately run. 

A daring raid itis. For it is most evident that the very assertion of prin- 
ciples which establishan exemption from allegiance, or which impair its com- 
pleteness, goes, in many other countries of Europe far more directly than with 
us, to the creation of eae strife, and to dangers of the most dangerous 
and tangible kind. The struggle now proceeding in Germany at once occurs 
to the mind as a ore instance. Iam not competent to give any opinion 
upon the particulars of that struggle. The institutions of Germany and the 
relative estimate of State power and individual freedom are materially dif- 
ferent from ours. But I must say as much as this: Firstly, It is not Prussia 
alone that is touched; elsewhere, too, the bone lies ready, though the con- 
tention may be delayed. 

Archbishop Manning, who is the head of the —— church in England, and 
whose ecclesiastical tone is gappened to be in the closest accordance with that 
of his headquarters, has not thought it too much to say that the civil order of 
all Christendom is the offspring of the temporal power, and has the temporal 

»ower for its keystone; that on the destruction of the temporal power “the 
aws of nations would at once fall in ruins;” that (our old friend) the depos- 
ing power “taught subjects obedience and princes clemency.” Nay, this 
high authority has proceeded further, and has elevated the temporal power 
to the rank of necessary doctrine. 

“The Catholic Church can not be silent, it can not hold its peace, it can not 
cease to preach the doctrines of revelation, not only of the Trinity and of the 
incarnation, but likewise of the seven sacraments, and of the infallability of 
the church of God, and of the peoceay of the unity, and of the sovereignty, 
both spiritual and temporal, of the Holy See.” 

I never, for my own part, heard that the work containing this remarkable 
passage was placed in the “Index Prohibitorum Librorum.” On the con- 
trary, its distinguished author was elovated, on the first opportunity, to the 
hea ship of the Roman episcopacy in England and to the guidance of the 
million or thereabouts of souls in that communion. And the more recent 
utterances of the oracle have not descended from the high level of those 
already cited. They have, indeed, the recommendation of a comment, not 
without fair claims to authority, on the recen's declarations of the Pope and 
the council, and of one which goes to prove how far I am from having 
exaggerated or strained in the foregoing pages the meaning of those decla- 
rations. Especially does this hold good on the one point, the most vital of the 
whole—the title to define the border line of the two provinces, which the 
archbishop not unfairly takes to be the true criterion of supremacy as be- 
tween rival powers like the church and the state. 

If, then, the civil power be not competent to decide the limits of the 
= power, and if the spiritual power can define, with a divine certainty 
its own limits, it is evidently supreme. Or, in other words, the spiritual 

ower knows, with divine certainty, the limits of its own ees and 

t knows, therefore, the limits and the competence of the civil power. It is 
thereby, in matters of religion andconscience,supreme. Ido not see how this 
can be denied without denying ariienite. And if this be so, this is the 
doctrine of the bull unam sanctam, and of the syllabus, and of the Vatican 
council. It is in fact ultramontanism, for this term means neither less nor 
more. The church, therefore, is separate and supreme, e 

* Let us, then, ascertain further what is the meaning of supreme. Any 

wer which is independent, and can alone fix the limits of its own jurisdic, 

jon, and can thereby fix the limits of all other guremetons, is ipso facto 
supreme. But the church of Jesus Christ within the sphere of revelation, of 
faith and morals, is all this, or is nothing, or worse than nothing, an impos- 
ture and a usurpation; that is, it is Christ or anti-Christ.”’ 

But the whole pamphlet should be read by those who desire to know the 
true sense of the Papal declarations and Vatican decrees, as they are under- 
stood by the most favorite ecclesiastics; understood, Iam bound to own, so 
far as t can see, in their natural, legitimate, and inevitable sense. Such 
readers will be assisted by the treatise in seeing clearly and in admitting 
frankly that whatever demands may hereafter and in what circumstances 
be made upon us, we shall be unable to advance with any fairness the plea 
that it has been done without due notice. 

There are millions upon millions of the Protestants of this country who 
would agree with Archbishop Manning if he were simply telling us that di- 
vine truth is not to be sought from the lips of the state, nor to be sacrifi¢ed 
atitscommand. But those millions would tell him in return that the state, 
as the power which is alone responsible for the external order of the world, 
can alone conclusively and finally be competent to determine what is to take 
place in the sphere of that external order, 


It is idle to suppose that there is no political purpose in the con- 
cordat of 1888 between Pope Leo XITI and Colombia, or that it ig 
not supremely dangerous to the political rights of the people there, 
and especially to the Liberal party in that and other republics. 

Colombia is not under the jurisdiction of the United States and 
we may have no right to institute a propaganda against an eccle- 
siastical danger that threatens her civil powers in self-govern- 
ment, but when we place our people under her laws in perpetuity, 
by treaty agreement, we can not ignore the fact that we subject 
them to the degradation of that concordat and the abominable 
law that Colombia has enacted to enforce it. 

It can scarcely be imagined that Colombia could refuse to agree 
to exempt our people from those laws if this treaty shall be so 
amended as to require it, nor can it be doubted that our people 
will scorn a treaty that binds them forever to this ‘* body of 
death.” 

After five hours and thirty-five minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES—LIMITATION OF DEBATE. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to introduce an amendment to the rules, 
and I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Rules. I have 
not specified in it the detail as to what rules it modifies or changes, 
because it is better to let that be until the committee reports. 
It will not report, probably, at the present session. I should like 
to have the amendment printed in the REcorp. 

The amendment was referred to the Committee on Rules, and 
ordered to be printed in the Rrecorp, as follows: 


The rules of the Senate shall be amended and modified by incorporating 
therein the following: 

** NoSenatorshall speak more than two hours on the same billor resolution 
on the same day except by unanimous consent. 

“After the presence of a quorum has been ascertained by a call of the Sen- 
ate, and thereafter on the same day the question of the presence of a quorum 
be raised, it shall be ascertained and deciared by the Presiding Officer on in- 
spection without calling the roll. 

‘*Tt shall be atany time in order for any Senator to move that the question 
on any pending bill or resolution, together with all amendments thereto, 
shall be put on the day when the motion is adopted, or on any subsequent 
day thereafter, which shail be determined without debate. if it shall be 
determined in the affirmative, no motion for an executive session and no 
other business shall be in order on that day until said matter has been dis- 

sed of. If a motion for a recess or for adjournment sball be made, the 
Phair shall not put the same unless the motion be seconded by a majority 
of the Senators present and voting. The question whether the same be sec- 
onded shall be determined by the Chair by a count, and thereon no call of 
the yeas and nays on that question shall be in order. 

** When a Senator declines to vote on the callof his name, heshal! state his 
reasons therefor, if he sees fit,as briefly as may be, and shall not occupy 
more than ten minutes in so doing.” 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 43 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 16, 1903, at 12 
o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 
Alanson W. Edwards, of North Dakota, to be consul-general of 
the United States at Montreal, Canada, vice John L. Bittinger, 
resigned. 


Th 


LAs 1908, 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

William T. Adams, of Wyoming, to be register of the land 
office at Lander, Wyo., his term having expired. (Reappoint- 
ment.) 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John A. Swenson, of Cody, Wyo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Lander, Wyo., vice Mrs. Minnie Williams, resigned. 

James N. Kelly, of Big Timber, Mont., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Bozeman, Mont., vice Andrew J. Edsall, term expired. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 

John D. Daly, of Corvallis, Oreg., to be surveyor-general of 
Oregon, vice Henry Meldrum, removed. 

MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL, 

Ernest Lyon, of Maryland, to be minister resident and consul- 
general of the United States at Monrovia, Liberia, vice John R. A. 
Crossland, resigned. 

ADMIRAL OF THE NAVY. 

Rear-Admiral George Dewey, to be Admiral of the Navy from 
the 2d day of March, 1899,in accordance with the provisions of an 
act approved March 2, 1899, creating the grade of Admirai of the 
Navy, to correct the nomination previously submitted. 

POSTMASTER, 
WISCONSIN, 

Frederick Reitz, to be postmaster at Neillsville, in the county 
of Clark and State of Wisconsin, in place of Fred Reitz, to cor- 
rect name. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 14, 1908. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 
Alanson W. Edwards, of North Dakota, to be consul-general 
of the United States at Montreal, Canada. 
ADMIRAL OF THE NAVY. 
Rear-Admiral George Dewey, to be Admiral of the Navy from 
the 2d day of March, 1899, in accordance with the provisions of 
an act approved March 2, 1899. 
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INJUNCTION OF SECRECY REMOVED. 
Mr. BACON submitted an amendment to the convention with 
Colombia for the construction of the Panama Canal, from which, 
on his motion, the injunction of secrecy was removed, 


SENATE. 
Monpbay, March 16, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRetTyMAN, of the city of Washington. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 


SENATOR FROM WASHINGTON. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington. My colleague, the Senator-elect 


from Washington, Mr. Ankeny, is present and ready to be sworn. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator-elect from Wash- 
ington will present himself at the desk, and the Chair will admin- 
ister the oath required by law. 


Mr. Ankeny was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. | 


Foster of Washington, and the oath prescribed by law having 
been administered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES—LIMITATION OF DEBATE, 


Mr. HOAR. I ask that the proposed amendment to the rules | 


submitted by me, and which is printed in the REcorD of Satur- 
day’s proceedings, be also printed in the usual way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it will be so ordered. 

TOWN SITES ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. GAMBLE. At the request of the junior Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. CLapp], I ask that a paper which I present, 
being a copy of laws applicable to town sites on public lands, 
extended by act of Congress to the ceded Indian reservations in 
the State of Minnesota, be printed as a document, and that 500 
additional copies be printed for the Senate document room. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South 
Dakota asks that the paper presented by him be printed as a 
document, and that 500 additional copies be printed. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


REPORT ON EDUCATION IN PORTO RICO, 


On motion of Mr. FORAKER, it was 


Ordered, That the plates which accompanied the manuscript for addi- 
tional copies of the report of the commissioner of education for Porto Rico, 
provided for in Senate concurrent resolution No. 57, second session Fifty- 
seventh Congress, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and returned 
to the commissioner of education for Porto Rico, no adverse report having 
been made thereon. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES—DISPOSITION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Some days agoI submitted a resolution 
proposing to amead the rules, which is now on the table. I ask 
that it may be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution submitted by 
the Senator from North Dakota, relative to an amendment of 
Senate Rule XL, will be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It should be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been printed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider executive business. After six hours spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day | 
it adjourn to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Can | 
an adjournment be taken to a time within the next regular meet- | 
ing? It looks to me like arecess. However, it is not important. | 

Mr. CULLOM. The motion is certainly in order, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of meeting can be 
changed. It is the order of the Senate that it shall meet at 12 
o’clock until otherwise ordered. 


i 
| 


Mr. BAILEY. In the other body when we wanted to meet 
before 12 o’clock we took a recess. 

Mr. ALLISON. The practice is different in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Illinois, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 12 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, Mar 
17, 1908, at 11 o’clock a. m. . 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 16, 1908. 
CONSUL-GENERAL,. 


Thomas Willing Peters, of the District of Columbia, now con- 
sul at Plauen, to be consul-general of the United States at St. 
Gall, Switzerland, to take effect April 30, 1903, vice James T. 
McCallum, resigned. 

William Shaw Bowen, of Rhode Island, to be consul-general of 
the United States at Guayaquil, Ecuador, vice George Sawter, 
resigned. The nomination of William Shaw Bowen to be consul 
at Valencia, Spain, which was sent to the Senate on the 10th in- 

| stant, is hereby withdrawn. 
CONSUL. 


Hugo Muench, of Missouri, now consul at Zittau, to be consul 
of the United States at Plauen, Germany, to take effect April 30, 
1903, vice Thomas Willing Peters, nominated to be consul-general 
at St. Gall, Switzerland. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander George H. Kearny, to be a captain in the Navy, 
| from the 7th day of March, 1903 (subject to the examinations re- 
quired by law), vice Capt. Abraham B. H. Lillie, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Bradley A. Fiske, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the 7th day of March, 1903 (subject to the examina- 
tions required by law), vice Commander George H. Kearny, 
| promoted. 

Lieut. DeWitt C. Redgrave, to be a lieutenant-commander in 
| the Navy, from the 7th day of March, 1903 (subject to the ex- 
aminations required by law), vice Lieut. Commander Bradley A, 
| Fiske, promoted. 
| Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edward McCauley, jr., to be a lieutenant 
| in the Navy, from the 7th day of March, 1903 (subject to the ex- 
| aminations required by law), vice Lieut. DeWitt C. Redgrave, 
| promoted. 
| Paymaster James S. Phillips, to be a paymaster in the Navy, 
| with the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 3d day of 
March, 1903. 


| 


CONFIRMATIONS. 

| Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 16, 1908. 
MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 

Ernest Lyon, of Maryland, to be minister resident and consul- 

general of the United States at Monrovia, Liberia. 
SOLICITOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

A. B. Hayes, of Utah, to be solicitor of internal revenue. 
; SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF OREGON. 

John D. Daly, of Corvallis, Oreg., to be surveyor-general of 
Oregon. 

SUPERVISING INSPECTOR-GENERAL OF STEAM VESSELS. 

George Uhler, of Pennsylvania, to be Supervising Inspector- 

General of Steam Vessels, 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

William T. Adams, of Wyoming, to be register of the land 

office ¢t Lander, Wyo. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIO MONEYS. 

John A. Swenson, of Cody, Wyo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Lander, Wyo. 

James N. Kelly, of Big Timber, Mont., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Bozeman, Mont. 

POSTMASTERS, 
DELAWARE. 


John W. Jolls, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the county 
of Newcastle and State of Delaware. 
Douglass OC. Allee, to be postmaster at Dover, in the county of 


| Kent and State of Delaware. 


NEW YORK, 


Abram Devendorf, to be postmaster at Fort Plain, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of New York. 
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NORTH CAROLINA. 
Thomas G. Stilley, to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
county of Beaufort and State of North Carolina. 
TEXAS. 


— at Farmersville, in the 
exas. , 


Edward W. Morten, to be 
county of Collin and State of 

Carrie E. Vaughan, to be postmaster at Seguin, in the county 
of Guadalupe and State of Texas. 

Charles Rubert, to be postmaster at Port Lavaca, in the county 
of Calhoun and State of Texas. 

VIRGINIA. 

Mary D. Jones, to be postmaster at Lawrenceville, in the county 

of Brunswick and State of Virginia. 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, March 17, 1908. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. F. J. Prettyman, of the city of Washington. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The ater ere tempore. Is there morning business? 

Mr. CULLOM. there is nothing to be brought before the 
Senate in open session, I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. 


PANAMA CANAL TREATY. 


The Senate, in executive session, having under consideration the ratifica- 
tion of the convention with the Republic of Colombia for the construction of 
the Panama 1 (the injunction of secrecy having been removed from the 
remarks of Mr. CuLLOM thereon)— 5 


Mr. CULLOM said: 

Mr. Presipent: The consideration of the treaty with Colombia 
for the construction of a ship canal is about closed. 

There can be no complaint from any source that a full and 
ample opportunity has not been given to each and every Senator 
to express his views at any length he desired on this important 
treaty. No unusual methods were used to force a vote on the 
treaty. Every courtesy was shown to Senators opposed to the 
treaty. The ordinary Congressional day was alone occupied, 
and adjournment was taken at the usual hour. Numerous 
amendments have been pro , freely discussed, and after full 
and fair consideration all of the amendments proposed have been 
disagreed to, and the question now is, Shall the Senate, under its 
constitutional powers, advise and consent to the ratification of a 
treaty with Colombia for the construction of a ship canal? 

This treaty has been debated entirely apart from partisanship. 
This is as it should be. The people of the United States, regard- 
less of party, Republicans and Democrats alike, are in favor of 
a canal across the natural barrier as the Atlantic from the 
Pacific Ocean. The construction of an isthmian canal has never 
been and is not a political question. The two great parties have 
vied with each other in the most emphatic declarations in their 
respective platforms favoring an interoceanic canal. When the 
final vote is taken party lines will be disregarded, party preju- 
dices ignored, and the great majority of both parties will unite in 
ratifying a treaty which, when ratified by Colombia, will be the 
final step before the commencement of the excavation of such a 


canal. 

In this last hour of the debate I deem it my duty to submit 
again, and have recorded, a brief statement giving my views as 
to the provisions of the treaty that have been most criticised in 
the Senate. I refrained on yesterday from taking part in the dis- 
cussion on separate amendments, preferring to give an opportunity 
to Senators better able to answer the arguments that were made 
in support of such amendments. 

The question of the selection of a route is not, nor has it been 
at any time during the pendency of this treaty, before the Senate. 
That question was finally settled by the last Congress, after care- 
ful and deliberate consideration. All discussion as to the rela- 
tive advantages of the two routes is entirely irrelevant, so far as 
the disposition of this treaty is concerned. I may be pardoned 
for making one reference in this connection. 

THE SELECTION OF THE PANAMA ROUTE WAS NOT FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
DELAY. 

It was intimated in some quarters that the preference of a ma- 
jority of both Houses for the Panama over the Nicaraguan route 
was only for the purpose of delay. We were told over and over 
again that the Panama Canal Company could never give us a sat- 
isfactory title to its property; that it had no power todo so; that 
it would be a fraud on the creditors and stockholders of the de- 
funct Panama Canal Company. We were told that we never 
could obtain from Colombia a satisfactory treaty. To absolutely 


insure the construction of a canal the Spooner Act was drawn in 
the alternative. Immediately after its approval the highest law 
officers of the Government set to work to probe the title of the 
Panama Canal Company, and the diplomatic agents of the United 
States opened negotiations to obtain a satisfactory treaty with 
Colombia or to determine that such a treaty could not be obtained. 
There was no delay on the part of anyone having responsibility in 
the premises. We have before us now the opinion of the Attorney- 
General of the United States, supported by facts and legal argu- 
ments which, in connection with the very able argument of Senator 
SPOONER, can not be controverted, showing conclusively that the 
Panama Canal Company can give us a satisfactory title to its 
property. The offer of the Panama Canal Company to sell its prop- 
erty to the United States was, therefore, conditionally accepted, 
subject to the ratification of this treaty. 

We have before us a treaty with Colombia, finally agreed to 
after weeks and months of efforts, and, without attempting un- 
duly to anticipate, I think I can safely say that this treaty will 
be declared by vote of the Senate a ‘‘ satisfactory ’’ one, as defined 
in the Spooner Act. 

So the two things that we were told so often stood as a barrier 
against the selection of the Panama route have been swept away. 
These results, accomplished in less than a year, have shown that 
there was no intention of delay by the action of Congress in ex- 
pressing its preference for the Panama route first. It has vindi- 
cated, as nothing else could, the sincerity on the part of those 
who honestly differed with others as to the relative value of the 
two routes. 

THE GOVERNMENT AND PEOPLE OF COLOMBIA. 


Now, Mr. President, I desire to say a few words, in addition, 
before I refer to the objections that have been made to the treaty. 

Since this treaty has been before the Senate we have heard a 
great deal about the character of the people of Colombia, and 
especially of the state of Panama. We have been told about the 
Government of that country, and its President, and the conduct 
of affairs there generally. We have heard of the religion of the 
people of that country—of the church party and the antichurch 
party. It is not my purpose to in any way reflect on the Govern- 
ment of Colombia, its officers, or people. Whatever may be said 
of the religion of the people of Colombia and their internal affairs, 
I respectfully submit that that is a subject with which we have 
no particular concern. 

It is not incumbent upon the Government of the United States 
to inquire into the election of executive officers in a republic with 
which we are attempting to negotiate a treaty. All that we de- 
sire is that there be a government, whether de facto or de jure, 
in such country, which government is apparently dealing with us 
in good faith in the making of a treaty. 

Neither is it any concern of ours what Colombia intends to do 
with the $10,000,000 which we will pay her if this treaty is rati- 
fied. That is a matter in which we have no interest. 

It is true that in the draft of an agreement which was sub- 
mitted to Congress during the last session it appeared that Co- 
lombia was at that time willing to accept $7,000,000. But the 
simple fact is when the present treaty under authority of aci of 
Congress was being negotiated Colombia declined absolutely to 
take $7,000,000 and insisted upon ten millions. If her former 
agreement to take $7,000,000 was at all binding, which I doubt, 
we were simply compelled to pay $10,000,000 or get no treaty. 

All that can be said in reference to this is that Colombia in- 
sisted, as she had a perfect right to do, on being paid $10,000,000, 
and nothing remained for us to do except to pay her that amount 
of money or drop the negotiations. 


SPOONER ACT. 


Now, Mr. President; much has been said on the question 
| whether the treaty before us is such a compliance with the Spooner 
| Act as will authorize the President to pay the $40,000,000 to the 
| Panama Canal Company and the $10,000,000 to Colombia, which 
| we appropriated during the last Congress. 
| In my judgment, if this treaty is ratified the President will be 
| advi by the Attorney-General that there has been a sufficient 

compliance with the Spooner Act. 

Section 1 of the Spooner Act provides that the President is au- 
thorized to acquire, ata cost not exceeding $40,000,000, the rights, 
privileges, franchises, concessions, grants of land, right of way, 
unfinished work, etc., and other property, real, personal, and 
mixed, of every name and nature, owned by the New Panama 
Canal Company, including 68,863 shares of the Panama Railroad 
Company. 

The President has complied with this section of the act by ac- 
cepting- the offer of the Panama Canal Company to sell its 
property to the United States at $40,000,000. We do agree, how- 
ever, that certain public lands shall revert, but this I will talk 
about a little later. I think the President has fully complied with 


the first section of the act. 
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_ The second section provides in substance that the President is 
authorized to acquire from Colombia upon such terms as he may 
deem reasonable perpetual control of a strip of land, not less than 
6 miles in width, extending from the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific 
Qcean, and the right to excavate, construct, operate, and protect 
thereon a canal, including the right to perpetually operate and 
maintain the Panama Railroad Company, and also jurisdiction 
over said strip and the ports at the ends thereof, to make such 
police and sanitary regulations as shall be necessary to preserve 
order and health, and establish tribunals, etc. 

The President has complied substantially with this section. 

The first question in reference to this is, Is the control for the 
term of one hundred years, renewable at our sole and absolute 
option for periods of similar duration so long as we may desire, ‘‘per- 
petual control?’’ I maintain that toall intents and purposes it is 
perpetual control. The treaty gives us control of the zone for- 
everatouroption. The word ‘‘perpetual,’’ as used in this treaty, 


has no particular technical meaning in law. The word is given | 


its ordinary meaning, which is: ‘‘ Never ceasing; continuing for- 
ever in future time; destined to be eternal; continuing without 
interruption.’ 

We obtain by this treaty a ‘never-ceasing control of the canal 
zone; it will continue forever, by its very terms, if we so desire 
it; it is destined to be eternal, and it will continue without inter- 
ruption. The intentofthe Spooner Act in this respect is substan- 
tially complied with. All that was contemplated by that act was 


that we should have an irrevocable control,so far asColombia is con- | 


cerned, overthe canal zone. Weobtainsuch control by the treaty. 


nl . . . > ° | 
The next question is, Does the treaty give us a 6-mile zone from 


the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean, as provided in the act? 

I maintain that that provision has also been substantially com- 
plied with. We obtain by this treaty considerably more than a 
6-mile zone all along the route of the canal, excepting at two 
points—Panama and Colon. At Panama, for a very short dis- 
tance, the zone is 14 miles wide on one side and alittle over 3 
miles on the other. At Colon it is less than 3 miles on one side 
and a little over 3 miles on the other. There has been such& sub- 
stantial compliance with the act in respect to the zone that the 
exception of Panama and Colon is not important. In addition to 
this it must be remembered that we obtain more than a 6-mile 
zone along all auxiliary canals. So, as a matter of fact, we ob- 
tain a wider zone and a greater zone (excepting at the two points 
I have mentioned) than the act provided. There is no fatal vari- 
ance in this regard between the act and the treaty. The Spooner 
Act provides that the strip of territory shall extend from the 
Caribbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean. The very terms of the treaty 
comply with the act in this respect. It is provided in the treaty: 

A zone of territory along the route of the canal to be constructed 5 kilo- 
meters in width on either side thereof, including therein the necessary aux- 
iliary canals, together with 10 fathoms of water in the Bay of Limon in 
extension of the canal, and at least 3 marine miles from mean low-water 
mark from each terminus of the canal into the Caribbean Sea and the Pacific 
Ocean, respectively. 

Pr gene provision of the treaty is a substantial compliance with 
the act. 

We obtain the perpetual control of the railroad, as provided in 
the act. We obtain jurisdiction over the strip, and substantially 
over the ports at the end thereof, to make police and sanitary 
regulations, as provided in the act. The treaty provides for the 
judicial tribunals, as stipulated in the act. 

So, Mr. President, sections 1 and 2 of the act have in most re- 
spects been literally complied with, and in every respect those 
sections have been substantially complied with. 

Section 3 of the act provides that when the President shall 
have done the things required of him in sections 1 and 2—namely, 
acquired the property of the New Panama Canal Company and 
obtained a satisfactory treaty with Colombia—he is authorized to 
pay for the property by warrants drawn by himself. 

Now, Mr. President, as I have stated, there has been a sub- 
stantial compliance with the Spooner Act. It is a primary rule 
of construction that in cases of this kind one treaty or one law 
must be construed with another, so that the whole may stand, if 

ssible. Repeals by implication are not favored by the courts. 

he Supreme Court, before it will declare that a law repeals 
another law or a treaty repeals a law, will require that the later 
provision is certainly and clearly in hostility to the former, and 
if the two statutes or the treaty and statute can be construed so 
that they both can stand they will be so construed. 

To sustain this, I desire to read a few lines from a decision by 
the Supreme Court of the United States, Wood v. United States 
(16 Peters, 342). The decision was by Mr. Justice Story: 


(From the case of Chew Heong v. United States, 112 U. 8., 536.) 


In Wood v. United States (16 Pet., 342, 382) Mr. Justice Story, spéaking for 
the court upon a question of the repeal of a statute by implication, said: 

‘*'That it has not been expressly or by direct terms repealed is admitted; 
and the question resolves itself into the narrow inquiry whether it has been 
repealed by necessary implication. We say by necessary implication, for it 
is not sufficient to establish that subsequent laws cover some, or even all, of 


| the cases provided for by it, for they may be merely affirmative or cumula- 
| tive orauxiliary. But there must be a positive repugnancy between the pro- 
visions of the new laws and those of the old, and even then the old law is re- 
| pealed by implication only pro tanto, to the extent of the repugnancy.” 
| In State v. Stoll (17 Wall., 425, 430) the language of the court was that “it 
| must appear that the later provision is certainly and clearly in hostility to 
the former. If, by any reasonable construction, the two statutes can stand 
together, they must so stand. I? harmony is impossible, and only in that 
event, the former law is repealed in part or wholly, as the case may be.” 
(See also Ex parte Crow Dog, 109 U--S., 556, 570; Arthur v. Homer, 96 U. 8., 137, 
140; Harford v. United States, 8 Cranch, 109.) 

Now, as is well known, a treaty has the same effect, and only 
the same effect,aslaw. If the treaty is later than the law, it will 
repeal the law if there is a clear conflict, and vice versa 
_ But the treaty before us does not attempt directly to repeal the 
Spooner Act. It is not in hostility to that act. It is possible here 
to harmonize both the treaty and the act, and, as stated by Mr. 
Justice Story, it isonly where harmony is impossible that a former 
law repeals another in whole or in part. 

So, Mr. President, in any view which we may take of this situa- 
tion, it seems to me that the President will be not only justified, 
but will be acting strictly within the law if, after this treaty is 
ratified, he draws the warrants in favor of the Republic of Colom- 
| bia and the Panama Canal Company. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


In connection with this particular branch of the subject I de- 
| sire to take a very few minutes in talking about the public lands, 
concerning which so much has been said. 

By the original Wyse concession, made by Colombia to Wyse 
in 1878, providing for the construction of a canal, Colombia, in 
addition to smaller grants of land, granted to Wyse the right to 
earn 500,000 hectares (1,235,500 acres) of public lands. Article 
IV of the Wyse concession says that the public lands shall be 
| awarded as fast as the work of construction of the canal pro- 
| gresses. 

The concession to Wyse is the basis of the rights of the Panama 
Canal Company. The public lands referred to in this contract 
have never been actually taken possession of or have never been 
fully earned. ‘ 

By the contract with the Panama Railroad Company the rail- 
road was entitled to 64,000 hectares (158,144 acres) of vacant 
lands in the territory of Panama. I understand that these lands 
outside of the canal zone have not been taken possession of by 
the railroad. 

So there are 564,000 hectares (1,393,644 acres) of land to which 

the Panama Railroad and the Panama Canal Company have 
| some rights, at least the right to earn. 
The greater part of these lands is situated outside of the canal 
| zone, and by the treaty under consideration such lands as are 
| situated outside of the zone revert to Colombia. Technically 
| speaking, it is only a mere right to earn such lands which reverts. 
| The value of these public lands has never been estimated 
| either by Admiral Walker, the Isthmian Commission, or the 
Panama Canal Company, and the title to the public lands is still 
in Colombia, and the value of such lands was not estimated by 
President Hutin in estimating the value of the canal property. 
| I obtained this information from Admiral Walker in a letter 
which I have here and will read, if desired. It is certainly true 
that these public lands have no actual money or market value. 

As I view this subject, we have obtained all and more than all 
the lands which we can possibly need. Most of the lands situated 
in the 6-mile zone are now owned by the canal and railroad com- 
panies; and these lands we of course acquire under our contract 
with the canal company. The mere right of the canal and rail- 
road companies to earn the said lands situated outside of the zone 
reverts to Colombia. 

The President had a perfect right to make this agreement pro- 












viding that the rights to the public lands outside of the zone shal} 
revert to Colombia. In my opinion, and in this I differ from other 
Senators, the United States, by its contract with the Panama Ca- 
nal Company, obtains whatever rights that the canal and railroad 
companies have to lands outside of the canal zone, and my con- 
| struction of the treaty is that whatever rights we obtain to such 
lands outside of the zone reverts from the United States to Co- 
| lombia, and not from the Panama Canal Company to Colombia. 
| In other words, we obtain ‘these rights for a short time at least, 
and then surrender them under the treaty. 

There is nothing that I can see, either in the Constitution of the 
United States or in the Spooner Act or any law of the United 
States, which prohibits the President and Senate, through the 
treaty-making power, in surrendering whatever rights we obtain 
to public lands in Colombia or elsewhere. The Spooner Act does 
not provide that we shall retain whatever grants of public lands 
we obtain under our contract with the Panama Canal Company. 
That act is sufficiently complied with when we enter into such a 
contract with the Panama Canal Company, and there is nothing 
to prevent the President from using some of those rights in his 
negotiations with Colombia. 
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; SHARES IN PANAMA CANAL. 

Tt has been claimed that we assume obligations in reference to 
the shares of the Panama Canal Company which Colombia holds 
and which the treaty provides shall be paid their full nominal 
value at least, . 

By Article IV of the extension of 1890 of the Wyse concession 
of 1878 the Panama Canal Company agreed to issue to Colombia, 
gratis, 5,000,000 francs in 10,000 dividend-bearing shares of the 
new company. 

These are the shares referred to in the treaty under considera- 
tion. The United States assumes no obligation or liability what- 
ever in reference to these shares, as Article I of the treaty under 
consideration expressly says that such rights of Colombia to the 
said shares exist only as a stockholder, and that no obligation un- 
res this provision is imposed upon or assumed by the United 

states. 

Colombia, in the distribution of the $40,000,000 which we pay 
the Panama Canal Company, will be entitled to receive $1,000,- 
000 in payment of the shares referred to. But this is a matter 
with which the United States has nothing todo. That provision 
might have been inserted merely because Colombia feared that 
the United States, under the present treaty, would claim some 
rights to her $1,000,000 worth of shares in the New Panama Canal 
Company. 

Reference has been made to the treaties of 1846-1848 between 
the United States and Colombia and to the Hay-Pauncefote treaty. 

Both of those treaties, as is well known, refer to neutrality. 


THE TREATY OF 1846-148 AND THE HAY-PAUNCEFOTE TREATY. 


The treaty of 1846, which the present treaty provides shall re- 
main in full force as to the cities of Panama and Colon and else- 
where in Colombia, was a treaty of friendship entered into be- 
tween the United States and Colombia in 1846. This treaty was 
entered intoin contemplation of the construction of a canal across 
the Isthmus of Panama. The present treaty provides that we 
shall continue to guarantee the neutrality of the Isthmus, in con- 
formity with the provisions of article 35 of the treaty of 1846. 

By article 35 of that treaty we agreed to do two things in par- 
ticular. We guaranteed the neutrality of the Isthmus, and we 
guaranteed the rights of sovereignty and property which Colom- 
bia has and possesses over said territory. The treaty of 1846 is 
still in force between the United States and Colombia. We are 
still bound by it, and there is no objection to our continuing to 
be bound by it under the present treaty. 

As to the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, Article XVI of the treaty 
under consideration provides for the opening of the canal upon 
the terms provided for by section 1 of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, 
and in conformity with all the stipulations of that treaty. 

The provisions of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty are very familiar 
to Senators. It abrogated the Clayton-Bulwer treaty; it provided 
for the neutrality of the canal, and it contained certain rules 
governing such neutrality. 

There is no objection that I can see in incorporating the Hay- 
Pauncefote treaty in the treaty before the Senate. That treaty 
is already a binding obligation upon us. We intend to observe 
it. We want a neutral canal. e want a canal that will be to 
the interest of the world to use and protect. The United States 
does not desire a canal for its own exclusive use. 

In the discussion of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty it was well set- 
tled to the satisfaction of most Senators that there was nothing in 
that treaty which prevented our fortifying the canal if we so de- 
sired. There is not a word in this treaty that will prevent our 
fortifying and protecting this canal if an emergency arises which 
makes it necessary for us to do so. 

THE GUARANTY OF SOVEREIGNTY OF COLOMBIA. 


Now, Mr. President, I desire to say a word about our guaranty 
of sovereignty of the Republic of Colombia, and also concern- 
ing the second paragraph of Article IV, wherein it is stated: 

The United States freely acknowledges and recognizes the sovereignty 
and disavows -— intention to impair it in any way whatever, or to increase 
its territory at the expense of Colombia or of any of the sister republics in 
Central or South America, but on the contrary it desires to strengthen the 
. power of the republics on this continent, and to promote and develop and 
maintain their prosperity and independence. 

Our guaranty of the sovéreignty of Colombia is no greater than 
the guaranty which we gave. her in the treaty of 1846. In that 
treaty we expressly guaranteed her sovereignty, and we are still 
bound by that treaty, and the reference to sovereignty of Colom- 
bia in this treaty is only a restatement of what we are already 
bound to acknowledge by a treaty made half a century ago. 

As to the statementin reference to our intention not to increase 
our territory at the expense of any of the sister republics of Cen- 
tral or South America, but to strengthen them, and to promote 
and develop their prosperity and independence. 

That statement is a mere recital, a mere reiteration, of a pole 
which is as old as the Government of the United Statesitself. It 
was to promote that policy that President Monroe promulgated 





' tional circumstances and unforeseen or imminent danger. 


the famous Monroe doctrine. 
the Presidents for many years, we have a constant eviderce that 


Reading back in the messages of 


this is the policy of the United States. Both Republicans and 
Democrats have proclaimed it. President Cleveland, in one of 
his annual messages, emphatically asserted it. President Roose- 
velt, in his first message, no less emphatically asserted it. Presi- 
dent Roosevelt said: 

We have not the slightest desire to secure any territory at the expense of 
any of our neighbors. We wish to work with them hand in hand, so that all 
of us may be uplifted together; and we rejoice over the good fortune of any 
of them; we gladly hail their material prosperity and political stability, and 
are concerned and alarmed if any of them fall into industrial or political 
chaos. * * The peoples of the Americas can prosper best if left to work 
out ‘‘ their own salvation in their own way.” 

Now, Article IV of the treaty under consideration, so far as i 
relates to the sister Republics, is a mere recital. It is no more 
than the recital in the messages of President Cleveland, of Presi- 
dent McKinley, and of President Roosevelt. It does no harm in 
the treaty and in no way binds the United States in the future. 

JOINT TRIBUNALS. 


The provisions of this treaty referring to judicial tribunals on 
the canal zone is as nearly in the interest of all concerned as it is 
possible to make it, bearing in mind that the sovereignty of the 
zone remains in Colombia. 

There will be no difficulty on account of the joint judicial tri- 
bunals provided for in Article XIII of this treaty, because by the 
first paragraph of Article XIII the United States is given the an- 
thority to protect and make secure the canal, as well as the rail- 
ways; to preserve order and discipline among the laborers and 
other persons congregated in that region; to make and enforce 
such police and sanitary regulations as it may deem necessary to 
preserve order and public health thereon, and to protect naviga- 
tion and commerce through and over said canal and railways 
from interruption or damage. 

We have the exclusive right tedo all the things I have enumer- 
ated. Necessarily for many years, especially during the years of 
construction, the judicial tribunals on the zone will be secondary 
to the police and sanitary regulations, to the power given us to 
preserve order and discipline. There will be comparatively little 
actual court work. The United States having the exclusive 
powers that I have enumerated, will suffer no embarrassment 
from joint judicial tribunals. 

ARTICLE XXIII—JOINT PROTECTION. 


Mr. President, the article about which there is more difference 
of opinion, as to the propriety of its remaining in the treaty, is 
the twenty-third article. 

By that article Colombia agrees to provide the armed forces 
necessary for the protection of the canal, but if Colombia can not 
effectively do so, then, with her consent, the United States shall 
employ such force as may be necessary. 

If it were not for the deus which follows, the provision I have 
read would be objectionable. 
tinues: 

Under exceptional circumstances, however, on account of unforeseen or 
imminent danger to said canal, railways, or to the lives and proporty of the 
rr employed upon the canal, railways, etc., the Government of the 

Jnited States is authorized to act in the interest of their protection without 
the necessity of obtaining the consent of Colombia beforehand. 

This provision removes the objection from the so-called joint 
protectorate. The United States will determine what are — 
Those 
terms are susceptible of a very broad construction. I think Iam 
safe in saying that if it ever becomes necessary to fortify or pro- 
tect the canal by armed forces, it will be a case of unforeseen or 
imminent danger, or an exceptional circumstance. 

In addition to this, other articles in the treaty give us ample 
powers to protect the canal. 

Article II provides that the United States shall have the ex- 
clusive right to protect the maritime canal. Article XIII pro- 
vides that the United States shall have authority to protect and 
make secure the canal, as well as the railways and other auxiliary 
works, and to preserve order and discipline among the laborers 
and other persons who congregate in that region. 

We have, then, the exclusive right to protect the canal in all 
ordinary circumstances. We have the right to protect it by 
armed forces if we desire and Colonibia can not effectively do so. 
We have the right to protect it by armed forces in exceptional 
circumstances, on account of unforeseen or imminent danger. 

In addition to all this, there is no probability at all that Colom- 
bia desires to, or ever will, or ever will be able to protect the carfal 
by armed forces. She could not be able to do so if she desired; 
and the United States, of course, will have to and will protect the 
canal by armed forces whenever it is necessary, and we will do 
it without any violation of the twenty-third article of the treaty 
with Colombia. 

Another suggestion in this connection: It must be remembered 
that the canal will beaneutral one. That was the purpose of the 


But the twenty-third article con- 
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‘ayton-Bulwer treaty; that was the purpose of the first Hay- 
Pauncefote treaty, and the neutrality feature was retained in the 
second Hay-Pauncefote treaty. 

President Cleveland well said: 

Whatever highway may be constructed across the barrier dividing the 
two greatest maritime areas of the world must be for the world’s beneiit—a 
trust for mankind, to be removed from the chance of domination by any 
single power, nor become —* of invitation for hostilities ora prize for 
warlike ambition. * 4 he lapse of years has abundantly confirmed the 
wisdom and foresight of those earlier Admit 
conditions of maritime intercourse were chi ed and enlarged by the prog 
ress of the age, proclaimed the vital need of interoceanic transit across the 
American Isthmus and consecrated it in advance to the common use of man 
kind by their positive declarations and through the formal obligations of 
treaties. ' 









rations which, long before the 


This well expresses the purposes and uses of the canal. It will 
be a neutral canal, and there is scarcely a probability that it will 
ever be the scene of active hostilities or that an army will be 
needed to protect it. 

We have the power to send thousands of police there to police 
it under ordinary circumstances, and this is probably all the pro- 
tection it will ever need. 

But, Mr. President, as I said before, the construction which we 
have properly given to the second Hay-Pauncefote treaty will 
allow us to fortify that canal if we desire to do so in the years to 
come; but it is extremely improbable that an occassion will ever 
arise requiring an army to protect or fortifications to make it 
secure. F 

Mr. President, we are not without precedent for substantially 
the same provisions as are found in the twenty-third article 
of the treaty before us, which has elicited so much discussion 
and opposition. It so happens that in the treaty between 
the United States and the Republic of Nicaragua, concluded 
June 21, 1867, there are found provisions by which Nicaragua 
agrees that when it shall become necessary to employ a military 
force for the security of persons and property passing over the 
canal in transit from the Atlantic to the Pacific, it shall employ 
the necessary force; but on failure to do so, from any catise, the 
Government of the United States may, with the consent or at 
the request of Nicaragua or of the minister at Washington, em- 
ploy such force for this and for no other purpose; and when the 
necessity ceases such force shall immediately be withdrawn. 

In the exceptional case of unforeseen and imminent danger to 
the lives or property of citizens of the United States the forces 
of said Republic are authorized to act for their protection with- 
out such consent, etc. 

I read the above from the treaty of 1867 with Nicaragua. 

So, Mr. President, in this case the United States is only agree- 
ing to about the same thing as was agreed to between the United 
States and Nicaraguamany yearsago. Idonot mean to be under- 
stood as saying that because we agreed to a provision of that 
kind then we should agree to it now, but I simply cite it as a 
precedent which has been followed in this treaty. 

COLOMBIA'S CONCESSIONS. 


Now, Mr. President, a wordas to Colombia’s concessions under 
this treaty. Her concessions are not unimportant. She gives us 
the 6-mile zone. She gives us the rightto perpetually maintain 
and operate and protect thereon acanal. By the twenty-second 
article of the treaty she renounces all her rights under the con- 
cessionary contract she has with Wyse, with the Panama Canal 
Company, and with the railroad company. 

Under the railroad concession of 1867 she has a right to an an- 
nuity of $250,000, which she has been receiving for years, and also 
the right to have the valuable railroad property revert to her in 
1966. By Article XXII she loses her rights to this $250,000 and 
to the reversion of the railroad. 

She gives up more. Under the Wyse concession of 1878 Co- 
lombia had the right to participate in the gross receipts of the 
canal, which participation ranges in amount from 5 to 8 per cent: 
and it was further provided that Colombia’s percentage of such 


gross receipts should amount to no less in any one year than | 


$250,000, and under the Wyse concession the canal property reverts 


to her at the end of ninety-nine years from the completion of the | 


canal. 

By Article XXII of the present treaty she gives up her right to 
participate in the gross receipts of the canal, and she gives up her 
right to have the canal revert to her at the end of ninety-nine 
years from the completion of the canal. 

So, as I stated, Colombia’s concessions are not unimportant. 
They amount to at least half a million dollars annually, and, in 
addition, the right to have the railroad property, which is one of 
the greatest paying enterprises perhaps in the Western world, in 
1966 revert to Colombia as her own oe: and in ninety-nine 
years from the completion of the canal to have the canal revert 
to her as her property—all without one cent of compensation to 
the owners. 

For these important concessions we pay Colombia in cash 
$10,900,000, and at the end of nine years we commence paying her 
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an annuity of $250,000, which is not changed during the life of 


| the present treaty, and this treaty is a perpetual one. 


THE IMPORTANCE OF THE CANAL, 

Now, Mr. President, I have said all that I desire in relation to 
the treaty—a word in relation to the importance of. the canal 
which, if we ratify this treaty, we are taking the first decisive 
step to secure. If the canal shall be constructed, it will be the 
greatest and most important work of this age in the world. The 


| Suez Canal is less than 100 miles long, only 16 of which is actual 


canal, the balance being lake navigation, and is and has been re- 
garded as a great work, not only to Great Britain, but to all the 
great nations in time of peace as well as of war. So this great 
canal when built will be a demonstration of the triumph of 
science applied by men in engineering in these latter days never 
equaled in former times, and the canal when opened will furnish 
anew gateway to the commerce of the world which will be of in- 
calculable benefit and advantage to commerce generally and 


| especially in the interest of our own great nation. 


The people of the United States have waited long for an isthmian 
canal. Timeand again they have been disappointed by the failure 
of their statesmen tosecure it. I donot need to call to your minds 


| the discouragemenits and defeats which have been in the way of 


this great work. The people of the United States have had con- 
fidence for the last year that all parties in Congress had deter- 
mined that the time for favorable action had arrived and that 
the construction of this great highway would be at once begun. 
Such a work has been called ‘‘ the dream of the age.’”” The United 
States has carried on with Great Britain and other nations diplo- 
matic correspondence in relation to the question whether the 
canal should be owned by and under the joint control of different 
nations. The people of the United States have believed in and 
have insisted upon the proposition that the United States should 
own and control any canal that should be constructed on or 
across the Isthmus. By this treaty their desires are gratified. 
We do own it and will protect it. if it ever becomes necessary to 
protect such a neutral canal. While the sovereignty of the zone 
in which the canal is situated rests in Colombia, there will be no 
interferences by one or the other of the parties to the treaty that 
will in any way interrupt the friendly relations that have existed 
between the two Governments prior to and since the treaty of 
1846. 

Mr. President, one wordinconclusion. The suggestion has been 
made here that it is humiliating for this great country to be com- 
pelled to yield in any degree to Colombia in the terms of this treaty. 
It has been suggested that Colombia is a small country, scarcely 
worthy of consideration. Whatever may be the facts in relation 
to the strength of Colombia or to its weakness, this Government 
is too great, too honorable to take advantage of the weakness of 
sister republics in any international dealings we may have with 
them. Colombia isan independent sovereign country. It should 
be treated with the same consideration as the greatest nation in 
the world. It has been the well-settled policy of the United 
States to deal with the great and small nations alike. The United 
States never has and never will demand more of a small, weak 
country than it would demand of the strongest under the same 
circumstances. 

I desire in these last words to most unqualifiedly condemn any 
suggestions that the United States should take advantage of any 
country, great or small, in our dealings with them, either upon 
the question of a canal or any other question. 


PANAMA CANAL TREATY. 


The Senate, in executive session, having under consideration the ratifica- 
tion of the convention with the Republic of Colombia for the construction 
of the Panama Canal (the injunction of secrecy having been removed from 
the remarks of Mr. MorGan thereon)— 


Mr. MORGAN said: 

Mr. PresipENT: If my colleagues in the Senate will just realize 
the fact that they are attending a funeral, perhaps they will 
compose themselves and be patient for a little while. hen I 
say a ‘‘funeral’’ I mean, of course, that it is my funeral. I 
would gladly forego the opportunity and the duty which seems 
to rest upon me by the suggestions and requirements of my col- 
leagues to make a closing argument against this treaty. I shall 
proceed immediately, in media res. 

COMPARISON OF COLOMBIAN AND NICARAGUAN TREATIES. 

Mr. President, as I wish to compare the treaty with Colombia 
agreed to by the President in April, 1902, with the treaty then 
proposed by Nicaragua and sent to the Senate through the Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals, and will not have time, within the 
hour limit prescribed by the Senate, to read them, I ask leave to 
append them to my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection 
to the request of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. The treaty proposed by Costa Rica and that 
proposed by Nicaragua are identical in their provisions, and, as 
far as practicable, in language. 


1903. 





If the treaties proposed by Nicaragua and Costa Rica were not 
prepared by the Secretary of State, as I believe they were, they 
met his hearty approval. 

The differences between the treaty with Colombia accepted by 
the President in April, 1902, and the treaty now before the Senate 
are so slight as to be of no importance as affecting the amend- 
ments that have been proposed to the latter and refused by the 


Senate. These amendments apply with equal directness to either 
treaty, so I will consider their application to the treaty that the 
President directed the Secretary of State to sign in April, 1902, 
when he should be authorized by Congress to make ‘‘ such a 
treaty.”’ 

THE DIRECTION TO MR. HAY. 

The direction given Mr. Hay by the President to sign that 
treaty of April, 1902. committed him absolutely to every provi- 
sion of that instrument. This will be seen by the note of Mr. Hay 
to Mr. Concha dated April 21, 1902, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, April 21, 1902. 
_Srk: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt at your hands of a commu- 
nication dated the 3lst of March, 1902, and another of the 18th of April, in- 
closing a proposal of the Republic of Colombia for a concessionary conven- 
tion or treaty between the Republic of Colombia and that of the United 
States of America respecting the completion, maintenance, operation, con- 

trol, and protection of an interoceanic canal over the Isthmus of Panama. 

Iam directed by the President to inform you that I shall be ready to sign 
with you the proposed convention as soon as— 5 

Virst. The Congress of the United States shall have authorized the Presi- 
dent to enter into such an agreement; and _ : 

Second. As soon as the law officers of this Government shall have decided 
upon the question of the title which the New Panama Canal Company is able 
to give to all the properties and rights claimed by it and pertaining toa canal 
across the Isthmus and covered by the pending proposal. — 

Accept, sir, the renewed assurances of my highest consideration. 

JOHN HAY. 

Seiior Don Jose VICENTE CONCHA, etc. 


EVERY CHANGE MADE TO THE ADVANTAGE OF COLOMBIA. 


The adhesion of the President to the treaty now before the 
Senate, dated January 22, 1903, only repeats his plan of agree- 
ment with Colombia in April, 1902. He is the author of that 
plan and must have the pride of a diplomat, whom Congress has, 
so far, vainly attempted to control, in seeing that as few changes 
as possible shall be made in it. Every change made in the text 
of the treaty of April, 1902, by the treaty of January, 1903, is to 
the advantage of Colombia and the disadvantage of the United 
States, and the refusal of the majority in the Senate to admit any 
amendment in favor of the United States convinces me that there 
is a hard and fast agreement with Colombia, dating from the 
treaty of April, 1902, that the terms of that treaty should become 
the law of Colombia through the political influence of the Presi- 
dent in all essential particulars, and it is that understanding that 
the Senate is about to execute to the letter in this treaty. That 
agreement is also proven by the rejection of amendments that 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations says would 
make the treaty better, but that circumstances will not permit 
the Senate to adopt them, and to that I object, and can not refrain 
from denouncing it. 

THE CHAIRMAN’S STATEMENT. 
This is what the chairman said in his address to the Senate: 


Now, Mr. President, I have gone over this treaty, explaining it as well as 
Ican. There are amendments which might be made which would make it 
more advan us to the United States. Many of the amendments sug- 
gested by the Senator from Alabama are good, and if we had no one to con- 
sult but ourselves we would perhaps have written them into the treaty. But 
we must remember that we are only one of the parties to the treaty; there 
is another government to be consulted. Neither party can have the treaty 
just exactly as it wants it. We must yield some and Colombia must yield 
some in order that an agreement might be reached. I do not say that this is 
the best treaty that could be written, from our standpoint, but I do say it is 


the very best treaty that could be obtained from Colombia, and if we under- | 


take to amend it now it will certainly endanger the ratification of the treaty 
by that Government. 


Whether Mr. Cromwell will 
even to share with him, the cr 
1902, remains to be seen, 
nere lites.”’ 


rmit the President to usurp, or 
it of devising the treaty of April, 


A REMARKABLE EVENT. 


It was a remarkable event in our history that the President 


should send to Congress, in April, 1902, instead of the Senate, a 
concluded treaty with Colombia, and ask Congress for special au- 
thority to sign it, he having refused to instruct the Secretary of 
State to sign, or to give official recognition to the treaties agreed 
upon with Costa Rica and Nicaragua as they were approved by 
the Secretary of State. 

CONGRESSIONAL REBUKE. 

The partiality of this course was clearly seen by Congress, and 
it was distinctly rebuked in the Spooner amendment. There were 
serious objections to the Colombian treaty as approved by the 
President in April, 1902, which Congress distinctly interposed and 
expressed in the Spooner Act. 

Congress saw then, as distinctly as all the world now sees, what 
was the President’s plan, agreed upon with Marroquin, to con- 
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struct the canal at Panama, and that it violated every utterance 

of every President and every Secretary of State made heretofore 

as to the extent and nature of the control that our Government 

had determined to exercise over any isthmian canal that should 

ever be built with the money of the people of the United States. 
THE SPOONER AMENDMENT. 

The Spooner amendment, which was one of those disasters that 
always follow the effort to compromise opposing principles or 
conflicting facts, was leveled against the treaty of April, 1902, as 
a broadside, like the guns of a battle ship, but some of the guns 
were charged with blank cartridges. Enough of them took effect 
to destroy that scheme utterly, if the action of Congress then taken 
is to be respected. 





WHAT IT SHOWS. 

There was enough in the Spooner amendment to show that the 
author of that compromise did not intend that all our national 
utterances in respect of an ‘‘American canal under the control of 
the United States’”’ should be eaten up in the manner that was 
proposed in the treaty of April, 1902, and agreed upon by the 
President and Marroquin. 

“a PRIVILEGE FOR PERPETUAL CONTROL.” 

Instead of putting into that amendment that virile language 
we had incorporated into the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, that the 
United States *‘ shail have and enjoy all the rights incident to 
such construction, as well as the exclusive right of providing for 
the regulation and management of the canal,’’ the Spooner 

amendment modified this sturdy and exclusive demand, to which 

Great Britain yielded, into the milder form, ‘‘a privilege for per- 

petual control.’’ 

THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT FOR THE TERM OF ONE HUNDRED YEARS. 
But this concession, adopted in the act of June 28, 1902, was 

not in accordance with the treaty of April, 1902, and the President 

has concluded that the Spooner amendment is too earnest an 

American proposition to suit his purposes, and that he would 

ask the Senate to unite with him and Marroquin in repealing tha 

law by the substitution of the following language in Article 1! 

of the present treaty: ‘‘ The United States shall have the excln- 

sive right for the term of one hundred years, renewable at the sole 

and absolute option of the United States, for periods of similar 

duration, so long as they may desire, to excavate, construct. main- 
| tain, operate, control, and protect the maritime canal,”’ etc. 

A REPEAL OF THE ACT OF JUNE 238, 1902. 
Colombia required this change in the law of Congress and is 

willing to assist the United States in making a treaty that repeals 
the act of June 28, 1902. We are required to accept her services 
at the expense of the respect we owe to our own legislation, which 
was intended to prevent the very situation that is to be created 
| by this treaty. 

PROHIBITION OF COLOMBIAN CONSTITUTION. 
It is urged, in apology for this act of national surrender and for 
| this reproach upon Congress for refusing in the Spooner Act what 
was demanded by Colombia in the treaty of April, 1902, that the 
constitution of Colombia prohibited that Government from con- 
ceding what is required by the Spooner Act. 
COSTA RICA CHANGED HER CONSTITUTION. 

A like difficulty arose in the treaty proposed by Costa Rica, and 
to get rid of the possible question, that Government changed her 
constitution to clear off the supposed difficulty. Why did not 
Colombia, if her constitution was in the way, change it as Costa 
Rica did, so as to make it possible for our President to treat with 
her on the basis of the act of June 28, 1902? 

THE PRESIDENT COMMITTED. 
| There are two answers to this question. The first is that the 
| President, by his acceptance of the treaty of April, 1902, had 
committed himself against this established policy of the United 
States, and was resolved to adhere to his committal, whatever 
Congress might enact in its condemnation. 
COLOMBIA HAS HAD NO CONGRESS SINCE 1898. 

The second answer is that Colombia has had no Congress in 
commission since 1898 that could take any steps toward amend- 
ing the constitution of that country. Marroquin was Dictator in 
Colombia and is still Dictator, and our President preferred to vio- 
| late our act of Congress in making this treaty rather than put 
| Marroquin in the absurd attitude of changing the constitution of 

Colombia by his decree as Dictator. He waited patiently on 
Marroquin to geta Congress together, but Cromwell, the attorney- 
general of the Panama Canal Company, could wait no longer, lest 
that company should withdraw its offer of sale after the 4th of 
March, 1903, and the treaty was pushed to a premature birth. 
| So sudden was the emergency that the treaty was signed on the 
22d of January, and was sent to the Senate in an incomplete form. 
One part of it—that was alleged to be attached to it—was not sent 
to the Senate, and no translation of the treaty into the Spanish 
language was sent to the Senate for examination, although it ie 











se 





eT St Aa RE Naat 4m tenet 





112 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


MARCH 17, 





alleged that it was signed at the same time that the treaty in the 
English text was signed. 


FAILURE TO GET TREATY IN ENGLISH AND SPANISH LANGUAGES. 
All efforts failed to get the complete text of the treaty in the 


English and Spanish languages until the Senate of the Fifty- | 


eighth Congress was assembled in extraordinary session and the 
treaty was laid before that body, which had a large membership 
newly chosen by the States, in this incomplete form. 

I have a painful recollection of what these and other efforts to 
get information of the actual state of facts cost me personally, 
but the treaty was at last laid before the Senate and can now be 
considered with proper deliberation. 

I shall discuss it now, as I have done heretofore, with a spirit of 
justice and respect for the opinions of others, without fear, favor, 
affection, reward or the hope thereof, as a juror of the grand in- 
quest of state to whom it is submitted by the Constitution. 

MARROQUIN AND THE CHURCH PARTY IN THE ASCENDANCY. 

Marroquin’s plea for the preservation of the sanctity of the 
Colombian constitution is heard above the clamors of the people 
of the United States. Even the soft and hesitating expression of 
their will as it was given in the Spooner Act is set aside in this 
treaty on the pretense that it impinges upon the constitution of 
Colombia. 

Marroquin, the Dictator, and his Church party are consulted as 
to the alleged barrier that the constitution of Colombia presents 
to the execution of our national policy while he is violating that 
constitution in the very act of attempting to conduct with mili- 
tary forces a parliamentary government without a parliament. 

I will not stop now to discuss the propriety of such an attitude. 
It is the absurdity, the danger, and the consequences of this abuse 
of the diplomatic powers of our own Government that alarms me 
at the peril of this situation. 

COLOMBIA'S EXCLUSIVE MILITARY CONTROL. 
The Spooner Act softened the great doctrine announced by all 


our Presidents since Lincoln to the mildest possible form of ex- | 


pression, and this treaty has reduced our right of perpetual con- 
trol of the canal and its zone of territory to a “‘term’”’ for years 
and our right of exclusive control to a joint control in its civil 
government with Colombia, and gives to Colombia the exclusive 
military control, protection, and defense of the canal, its ap- 
proaches and its zones. 
This treaty expressly provides, in article 23, as follows: 
ARTICLE 23. 


If it should become necessary at any time to employ armed forces for the 
safety or teem of the canal, or of the ships that make use of the same, 
or the railways and other works, the Republic of Colombia agrees to provide 
the forces necessary for such purpose, according to the circumstances of the 
case, but if the Government of Colombia can not effectively comply with 
this obligation, then, with the consent of or at the request of Colombia, or of 
her minister at Washington, or of the local authorities, civil or military, the 
United States shall employ such force as may be necessary for that sole pur- 
pose; and as soon as the necessity shall have ceased will withdraw the forces 
soemployed. Under exceptional circumstances, however, on account of un- 
foreseen or imminent danger to said canal, railways,and other works, or to 
the lives and eer of the persons employed pce the canal, railways, 
and other works, the Government of the United States is authorized to act 
in the interest of their poe, without the necessity of obtaining the 
consent beforehand of the Government of Colombia; and it shall give im- 
mediate advice of the measures adop for the purpose stated; and as soon 
as suflicient Colombian forces sha]l arrive to attend to the indicated purpose, 
those of the United States shall retire. 


WHAT HAPPENS WHEN MARROQUIN APPEARS WITH HIS SANSCULOTTES. 


I need not argue to prove that this control of the canal and the 
vessels passing through it is exclusively in Colombia, for in the 








case even ‘‘of exceptional circumstances, on account of unfore- | 


seen and imminent danger to said canal, railways, and other 
works, as soon as sufficient Colombian forces shall arrive to at- 
tend to the indicated purpose, those of the United States shall 
retire.”” We must march away from our own property and the 
protection of the lives of our own people when Marroquin ap- 
ears with his sansculottes, and this is the approved plan of our 
President, adopted before the Spooner Act was passed, which the 
Senate is called upon to approve on this imperious and irresistible 
demand. We may agree to this even in a treaty, but we do not 
believe it and do not intend to keep such a promise; and that is 
the shame of the situation. 
If this is the true meaning of our American doctrine with ref- 
erence to an isthmian canal built by our Government, with the 


money of our people, I repudiate the thought that I have ever | 
espoused it. If it is not, I am afraid to insult the American peo- | 


ple by adopting it in this treaty. 
PRESIDENT HAS OPENLY VIOLATED OUR DECLARED POLICY. 

What I have said is only one instance in many in which the 
President, in the treaty now before the Senate, has openly vio- 
lated the declared policy of the United States and the letter and 
the spirit of the Spooner Act of June 28, 1902. He began this un- 
American scheme in April, 1902, and now demands its execution 
in defiance of law. 


WHAT THE FIFTH ARTICLE OF THE WYSE CONCESSION PROVIDES. 


| Another instance that creates the sort of surprise that excites 
| incredulity as to the possibility of the fact is that by the fifth 
| article of the Wyse concession of 1878, made by Colombia, she ex- 
pressly provides that no war ship of any nation shall pass through 
| this canal, when such nation is engaged in war with any other 
nation, without the express consent of Colombia, given by treaty 
or by an act of the Colombian Congress. 

We make our Government a party to that stipulation by taking 
a transfer of that concession from the Panama Canal Company 
and are bound to observe it unless we are released from that 
obligation by Colombia. This is also a statute law of Colombia, 
which stands until it is repealed or modified by a later statute. 


BOUND TO THE THRALLDOM OF COLOMBIA. 


This has not been done, and there is no promise in this treaty 

that it shall be done. Instead of being released from this dis- 

| graceful thralldom to Colombia, we are bound to it firmly by the 

| purchase of the concession of 1878, which contains that reservation 
to Colombia, which she has also enacted into a public law. 

This blunder, if it is such, in formulating this treaty is scarcely 
| more obvious than several others that arefound in the text. Yet 
| the Senate adopts it against a motion to amend the treaty so as 
to remedy this probable oversight. This vote is beyond my com- 
| prehension if this treaty is considered as an honorable obligation. 


THE UNITED STATES EXCLUDED FROM THE RIGHT TO LAND A SOLDIER. 


When we are at war with any foreign power we are excluded 
by this treaty, which does not repeal this law of Colombia, from 
the right to land a single soldier to repel an attack on the canal 
| by our enemy, who may have the right to capture the canal and 
| the canal zone as enemies’ property or to send a ship through the 
|canal, Evenif Colombia is the ally of our enemy, we have no 
| right, under this- treaty, to pass a warship through the canal 
without her consent, given by treaty or by statute. 


A SUBMISSION TO THE JEALOUSY AND STILTISH VANITY OF SPANISH PRIDE. 


This submission to the jealousy and stiltish vanity of Spanish 
pride in matters so serious is no less than egregious folly when it 
is tolerated in connection with our rights and duties as to an 
isthmian canal. 

I will now present some of the contradictions in the text of 
this treaty that are bold, startling, and irreconcilable. 


THE DANGEROUS SITUATION WITH REFERENCE TO FRANCE. 


While considering our attitude created by this treaty toward 
foreign governments, I will notice, briefly, the dangerous situa- 
tion with reference to France to which we are exposed by its 
plan and provisions. 

The Panama Canal companies, old and new, are alleged, by the 
Senator from Wisconsin |Mr,. Spoonrr], to be French corpora- 
tions under the jurisdiction of France, to the extent that the 
French courts or the French Assembly can dissolve them and can 
take legal charge of their property. No friend of the treaty in 
the Senate has disputed this proposition. If it is correct, France 
has the admitted power to interfere with the dealings of this cor- 
poration with other governments and the question of their power 
over it if it chooses so to do. 

Mr. Attorney-General Knox has stated frequently and with 
emphasis in his report to the President that those companies 
are only private partnerships and that the stockholders are part- 
ners, a he follows the assertion of M. Lampré, the secretary 
and cial counsel of the companies, that these companies are 
catia free and independent of the French Government, and 
may dissolve their associations and dispose of their property as 
they choose. 


EITHER OLD OR NEW PANAMA COMPANY CAN DEFEAT TREATY. 


Without taking sides with either of these eminent lawyers, 
their disagreements give us much concern as to the rights of 
France as a Government and her future attitude as to the effect 
of this treaty. Unquestionably the treaty places the liquidator 
| of the old company, who is an officer or agent of the Tribunal of 
| the Seine, and the New Panama Canal Company, which is gov- 

erned by its stockholders and board of directors, in such an atti- 
tude that either of these companies can defeat this treaty after it 
has been ratified by Colombia and the United States. 


HOW IT MAY BE DONE. 


That can be done by their simple refusal to convey to the United 
States the property they have offered to sell to this Government 
for $40,000,000 or its holding of stock in the Panama Railroad 
Company, which it has not been authorized to sell to anybody and 
has not offered to sell to the United States. 

| _ Enough appears on the face of the treaty to show this fact when 

| Colombia is given the power to create this authority by her mere 
consent to the sale of those shares, in which she has no more in- 
terest or right than one of the pages of the Senate. 


i 
} 
| 
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FRANCE FREE FROM ALL COMMITTALS. 

France, by consenting to this sale, can take upon herself the 
burden of giving relief to the 800,000 stockholders and bondhold- 
ers who are being robbed by these corporations, but she has not 
interfered in the matter. 

Our Government has not asked her the question, whether she 
is willing to give her consent to this sale, and has sent Mr. Knox 
to Paris to ascertain whether she has the right to speak on the 
subject. Instead of asking the French Government as to its claim 
of right to interpose for the protection of its people, Mr. Knox 
delighted the Senator from Wisconsin by asking the opinion of 
a former minister of the French Government, as to its right of 
interference, and he sided with M. Lampre, that France had no 
such right. 

France has observed a wise and discreet silence, and is free 
from all committals, 

LIABILITY OF SUBSEQUENT DEMANDS. 

When we shall! claim the delivery of this railroad stock, worth 
more than $8,000,000, Mr. Cromwell will be justified by the in- 
crease of his commissions, in siding with the recalcitrant compa- 
nies, and they will most likely demand the $109,000,000, at which 
their property was valued, only a few days earlier than the offer 
to sell it to us for $40,000,000. 

They can compel us to comply with any demand they may 
choose to make as the condition of their consent that this treaty 
with Colombia shall go into effect. 

If France had refused to consent to this sale the United States 
would never have bought this property. If she shall express her 
dissent at any time before the property is delivered to us the 
sale will never be completed. If she had expressed her assent to 
the sale, and if Colombia had guaranteed the United States 
against all debts and incumbrances created by this company, the 
United states would have obtained “ a satisfactory title’? accord- 
ing to the requirements of the Spooner bill, and all this tangled 
skein of argument about the French title, would have been 
straightened out. 

oe treaty raises all of these questions and settles none of 
them. 
OUR RELATIONS WITH THE SPANISH-AMERICAN STATES. 

The provision as to our relations with the Spanish-American 
states is a reproachful and insulting intermeddling and inter- 
ference with our governmental policy that Colombia has no con- 
cern with, and it is a disgraceful submission on our part toa 
species of insolence that I did not suppose possible that the Sen- 
ate would ever consent to write into a treaty. 

I will not further discuss this provision of the treaty, because 
it is unworthy of discussion and is too sad a matter for further 
exposure. 

PROVISION DOES NOT APPLY TO MEXICO, 

This provision does not apply to Mexico, where our past history 
might suggest that it is needed, if it is needed anywhere, but it 
applies to Nicaragua and Costa Rica. It is put into this treaty 
to prevent the possibility that we can ever obtain treaty rights 
from those States without dishonor even in the same terms as 
those written into this treaty, no matter what the necessity may 
be for our commerce, or for the purposes of national defense, or 
for the accommodation of our sailing vessels, or, finally, for the 
purpose of getting a water route that will compete with the 
transcontinental railroads in transporting the productions of our 
Western States. 

FOR THE BENEFIT OF THE GREAT STEAMSHIP CORPORATIONS. 


This Article IV is intended to construct the canal at Panama 
for the exclusive benefit of the great steamship corporations if it 
is ever opened, and if it is never opened the effect will be to give 
into the hands of those companies that control the transconti- 
nental railroads the entire transportation of commerce and all 
else between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 

It is in this section that the great transcontinental railroads get 
in their work, under the flimsy and insulting pretext that it is 
necessary, in a treaty with Colombia, to purge our international 
morals from some concealed infirmity. 

THE REAL PURPOSE. 


The real purpose is that we shall never obtain canal rights from 
Nicaragua and Costa Rica on the honorable and liberal terms 
they have proposed to the United States, which they are ready at 
any moment to sign. 

That this dishonoring attitude should be assumed by the Senate, 
at the bidding of the President, is one step downward in our 
career that can never be accounted for or explained to our people, 
who are the real victims of this Cromwellism, intended for the 
benefit of the railroads. 

OPPORTUNITIES FOR FUTURE LARGESS AND BLACKMAIL. 


Looking to the internal operations of this treaty, in Panama, 
its provisions present a medley of difficulties, dangers, and oppor- 
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| over which such tribunal shall have jurisdiction. 





tunities for future largess and blackmail to be levied on the 
United States. 

It creates four conditions that are to be adjusted by futare 
treaties, either one of which places the United States at such a 
disadvantage, as to negotiations with Colombia, that we will be- 
come helpless and an object for contempt or pity. 

After we have paid out $50,000,000, these new agreements that 


this treaty requires are to be negotiated. Then we must go 
ahead. We can not withdraw or take a step toward retreat. 
COLOMBIA WILL DEMAND THAT WE PAY AS WE Go. 

Colombia, living up to her history with the old Panama Canal 
Company, after it had put $140,000,000 in this same ditch, in this 
same morass, will demand that if we require anything not already 
provided for in this treaty or bythe laws of Colombia we “‘ must 
pay as we go.” 

How much we must pay Colombia will decide. There is no 
provision in this treaty for a receipt in full for any payment we 
stipulate for, as to any right we now purchase or leave to be ob- 
tained in the future, and if we were a Colombian or a French 
corporation, like the Panama Canal Company, we would soon be 
compelled to pay, as they were forced to pay, $5,000,000 to the 
Colombian treasury as profits of its bargain counter. 

But we are still a Government, and one of grand strenuosity, 
so that we would not quietly put up with such blackmail. 

WHEN WE SHOULD VIOLATE THE TWENTY-THIRD ARTICLE. 

What wouldthenoccur? Theansweris that if Colombia did not 
submit we would violate the twenty-third article of thetreaty by 
landing our troops, and the fifth article of the concession of 1878, 
to Wyse, by sending our warships to Panama or Colon, or into 
the canal ports, and war would occur, and that dissolves all 
treaties. Orif Colombia should submit, as she must, we will have 
violated the fourth article of the treaty, on which I have just 
commented, and all Central and South America will cry shame 
upon the United States. On the first opportunity these States will 
repudiate our guardianship ad hoc, under the Monroe doctrine. 
The entire Church party in Colombia and in all the Spanish 
American States, including Cuba, will renew its allegiance and 
fealty to the Holy Alliance in Europe, which has its last faithfal 
ally in Marroquin’s Government. Then we shall find need for 
our armies to resist what we bind ourselves to protect and defend, 
in this treaty and, our folly will reap its reward in the distress of 
our country. 

A VIRTUAL DECLARATION OF WAR WITH COLOMBIA. 

This is why I announced, in the first sentence I uttered as to 
this treaty, that “‘ it isa virtual declaration of war with Colombia.”’ 
I adhere to that conviction; and, in the attentive but profound 
silence of the defenders of this treaty, I see their willing assent 
to this result. 

COLOMBTA’S LAWS WIL. REMAIN IN FORCE. 


The most important of the future adjustments of rights by 
agreement under this treaty relates to the laws of Colombia. 
Under theclear definition of the sovereignty of Colombia, expressly 
reserved to Colombia in this treaty, which was given by the senior 
Senator from Connecticut |[Mr. PLattr] the laws of Colombia will 
remain in force in the canal zone except so far as this treaty 
displaces them. 

JOINT JUDICIAL TRIBUNAL. 
The fourth section of Article XII is as follows: 


IV. The two Governments hereafter, and from time to time as occasion 
arises, shall agree upon and establish the laws and procedures which shall 
govern such joint judicial tribunal and which shall be applicable to the per- 
sons and cases over which such tribunal shall have jurisdiction, and also shall 
likewise create the requisite officers and employees of such court and estab- 
lish their powers and duties; and further shall make adequate provision by 
like agreement for the pursuit, capture, imprisonment, detention,and deliv- 
ery within said zone of personscharged with the commitment of crimes, 
felonies, or misdemeanors without said zone; and for the pursuit, capture 
imprisonment, detention, and delivery without said zone of persons charged 
with the commitment of crimes, felonies, and misdemeanors within said zone, 


NO PROVISION MADE FOR LAWS FOR CANAL ZONE, 

This treaty does not provide a code of laws for the canal zone, 
nor does it provide that either of the Governments, or both of 
them, shall institutesuch a general code. If they can agreo, they 
are to provide laws and procedure which shall govern such joint 
judicial tribunal and shall be applicable to the persons and cases 
This is a very 
limited field of legislative power, both as to persons and cases, 
but it covers all that is provided for by this treaty, or that can 
be provided for under its terms. All the rest of the field is left 
to the supremacy of the laws of Colombia. This is an inextrica- 
ble situation that can never be bettered or made effectual as to 
judicial proceedings. 

INABILITY OF CONGRESS TO LEGISLATE IN CANAL BELT. 

Can Congress legislate so as to give security to our people in 
the canal belt as to their personal rights guaranteed by our Con- 
stitution, or must such legislation be enacted by a joint commis- 
sion of citizens of Colombia and of the United States? Every 
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. phase of this question is answeted in the negative on the face of 
the proposition. 

That this is impossible is self-evident, and it must remain im- 
possible until we have acquired from Colombia what the act of 
June 28, 1902, requires, the exclusive legislative, judicial, and ex- 
ecutive control over the canal zone, and not a joint control with 
Colombia in respect of any essential right and power of govern- 
ment. 

All these elements of government are included, necessarily, in 
the generic word ‘‘control,’”’ when it is to be exercised by the 
Government of the United States. If it is to be exercised in a for- 
eign country, as in cases of extraterritorial courts or at our naval 
stations in Cuba, the right must be obtained by treaty, but when 
it is so fixed it isa rightof government. It can not bea joint and 
equal right of government with Colombia. It must either be ple- 
nary or limited, but whatever it is, it must reside in Congress if 
our legislative power is included in it. 

CREATES A PARTNERSHIP IN GOVERNMENT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES 
AND COLOMBIA. 

This treaty creates a partnership in government between Co- 
lombia and the United States, which is impossible. 

With equal force I could apply these undeniable propositions 
to all the other joint operations relating to police and health 
laws, and to other matters, but the principle of government I 
have stated applies to all these provisions of the treaty, and I 
need not discuss them in detail, having done so in other remarks 
I have made on this treaty. 

POWER TO GIVE CONSENT RESIDES IN UNITED STATES. 

We must remove from the canal zone all the laws of Colombia, 
except such as we consent to operate there; but the power to give 
such consent must reside in the United States at all times after 
the treaty becomes a law for both countries. If we yield this 
power of government to Colombia in the canal zone, we yield 
everything and become her dependency, instead of being the 
rightful controller of what we purchase. 

PROTOCOL OF APRIL, 1902, - 

When the protocol agreed to in April, 1902, was sent to the 
Senate, through the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, and be- 
fore I supposed that it would be subjected to the ordeal of the 
Spooner bill, I submitted it to one of the ablest and most ex- 
perienced publicists in this country for his examination. He was 
a Republican of long standing and of very high character. It 
was my astonishment at the fact that the President could instruct 
the Secretary of State to sign that agreement under any circum- 
stances that led me to ask the opinion of this prominent gentle- 
man as to its merits. ; 

It was then my opinion that this protocol or proposed treaty 
agreement was approved by the President only on condition that 
Congress would direct the President to accept it as the terms of 
a final agreement with Colombia. It was to resist such an effort 
in Congress that I asked this gentleman for his opinion. I did 
not in the least apprehend that this protocol would ever be ac- 
cepted by Congress or that the President would give to it any 
consideration unless Congress should accept it, with or without 
amendment, and so express its approval. 

I regarded the protocol with abhorrence, and I resented the 
thought that any American could so far forget the universal and 
enthusiastic consent of the people of the United States to the 
high and honorable stand with reference to an isthmian canal 
taken by General Grant, Mr. Hayes, Mr. Evarts. Mr. Arthur, Mr. 
Frelinghuysen, Mr. Cleveland, Mr. Bayard, Mr. Harrison, Mr. 
Blaine, Mr. McKinley, and Mr. Sherman. It never occurred to 
me that that protocol would ever be signed by the President after 
Congress had refused to accept it and had openly condemned its 

rovisions in the Spooner Act. It was with no thought that the 
President approved this protocol. but that he presented it to Con- 
gress as the statement of the terms demanded by Colombia, that 
I sought the opinions of able statesmen as to any possible merit 
that it might possess.. It was for this purpose that I invited the 
gentleman to whom I refer to give me his views of that protocol, 
to which he responded as follows: 

“COMMENTS ON THE PROTOCOL OR PROPOSED TREATY BETWEEN THE 

UNITED STATES AND THE REPUBLIC OF COLOMBIA. 

“‘T have examined with some care, but with much astonish- 
ment, the proposed treaty. Aside from the fact of the enormous, 
and as it seems to me most unconscionable, money demand in 
hand, it seems to me the concessions to the United States are so 
hedged in and surrounded with such reservations, exceptions, 
and conditions as to render them absolutely valueless and of 
such a character that the United States should not think for one 
moment of accepting them. 

‘In Article I it will be noticed there is an exception of the 
public lands situated outside of the described zone, and it is 
stipulated that such public lands shall revert to the Republic of 
Colombia. 


** Again, there is a reservation for all of Colombia’s rights to 
the special shares of the capital of the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany, which shares it is stated shall be paid their full nominal 
value at least. 

‘The concession in Article II of the treaty is in and of itself 
well enough in so far as it goes, but is entirely inadequate in de- 
scription as to the rights of the United States, and is hedged about 
by so many qualifications and restrictions in other articles of the 
proposed treaty as to virtually negative and render elusive and 
nugatory the concession granted by this article, which is only at 
best a mere license and not a grant. 

“It will be observed there is in this article no recognition of 
ownership of the ganal or railroad in the United States, but in so 
far as this article goes, and in fact in so far as all of the articles 
| taken together go—so far as I am advised at present—there is no 
recognition of ownership of the canal or railroad in the United 
States. 

‘* Similar objections hold good as to Article ITI of the protocol, 
and also further objection holds good to the reservation in that 
article by which Panama and Colon are to be excluded from the 
zone whose use is granted, and also in the provision that this 
grant or license shall not in any manner invalidate the titles or 
rights ef public landholders in the prescribed zone or territory, 
and in the fact that the grant or license shall not interfere with 
rights of way over the public roads of the department. 

“These are restrictions, as it seems to me, the United States 
could not accede to, as they might and probably would be ob- 
structive and destructive of the sealer rights of the United 
States in the premises, nor could the United States accede with 
propriety, having its own interests in mind, in regard to the 
propositions of the proposed treaty in reference to the acceptance 
of the stipulations contained in article 35 of the treaty of 1846-1848, 
in so far as they relate to community lands within the prescribed 
zone, etc., in regard to the sovereignty of Colombia. 

‘*Nor should the United States consent to the creation of a 
joint commission by the Governments of Colombia and the United 
States to establish and enforce sanitary and police regulations. 
Nor is it quite apparent upon what principle of justice or right 
| the Republic of Colombia should be permitted to have a voice in 

establishing and enforcing sanitary regulations for which the 
Government of the United States must pay. 

‘The provisions of Article IV of the proposed treaty, in regard 
| to sovereignty over the concession for the canal, require careful 
consideration. Especially is this true as to that portion of this 
article calling upon the United States to disavow any intention 
to do a dishonorable thing. 

‘**The exactions on the part of the United States in Article V 
are important, and should require careful consideration and 
should not be accepted. It seems to me this article imposes an 
obligation upon the part of the United States to reconstruct the 
town of Panama and Colon by entering on a grand system of im- 
provements, sanitary arrangements, etc., without any correspond- 
ing benefits. 

‘**T donot see why the United States should be called upon, as 
by Article VI, to guarantee the sovereignty, independence, and 
integrity of Colombia, its islands and harbors within or adjacent 
to the Bay of Panama, nor on the Atlantic coast of Colombia be- 
tween Atrato River and the western boundary of the Depart- 
ment of Panama. 

‘**T object to Article VII for the reason that the United States 
should not be held responsible for any damages or indemnities, as 
suggested in that article. If we pay Colombia a fixed sum we 
should have a right of way free from any other charges. 

“Articles VIII to XXIV, inclusive, require further and more 
careful consideration than I am able to give them at thismoment. 

“The exaction of the payment of $7,000,000 in American gold, 
as provided in Article XXV, for a mere license of fourteen years 
is, to my mind, unconscionable, and the matter should not be 
considered forone moment. And even if the amount were reason- 
able, the provision that at the end of fourteen years an annuity 
for the term of ninety-nine years shall be paid, such sum te 
be fixed by agreement, and, if unable to agree, then by a commis- 
sion, is also a proposition which I do not think should be consid- 
ered for one moment, I had supposed, in view of the Hay- 
Pauncefote treaty as well as the previously well-settled policy of 
this Government, that if a canal were to be built it was to be 
under the absolute control of the United States. The conditions 
and qualifications contained in this twenty-fifth article of the pro- 
eens treaty, as well as in many other of the articles, would seem 
to be a direct repudiation of this policy and of our rights in the 
premises, and would,in my judgment, be, by an acceptance upon 
the part of the United States, a virtual abandonment of all we have 
ever claimed in this regard. 

‘**In conclusion, it seems to me two vices stand out prominently 
in this proposed treaty. One is the failure upon the part of the 
Colombian Government to recognize the exclusive ownership and 
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control of the canal and railroad in the United States, and the 
other is that we should be called upon to get the consent of the Co- 
lombian Government to put a military force in the canal zone. 
In other words, that our military rights, our rights to fortify, if 
you please, as guaranteed by the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, shall be 
dependent on the will of the Colombian Government or some other 
wer.”’ 
me THE NICARAGUAN ROUTE. 
I will say a final word as to the Nicaraguan route ~erre 
a letter received yesterday in my mail from Hon. John T. Doyle, 
of California, a very able and distinguished man, well known to 
the Senators from that State. Mr. Doyle resided for several 
years in Nicaragua, where he was in the employment of Commo- 
dore Vanderbilt in connection with his transportation line, when 
he became thoroughly acquainted with that country. Iam very 
roud to know that Mr. Doyle is my friend, and to express the 
. high esteem in which I hold him, 
He says: 
LETTER OF HON. JOHN T. DOYLE. 
**MENLO PaRK, CAL., March 9, 1903. 


‘**My Dear Sir: During the whole of the late session I have 
longed to write to you about the isthmian canal question, but 
feared to occupy a moment of your time while you were so use- 
fully employed in striving to keep the Senate right on that great 
question. You and I and all who have studied the question know 
that the Senate’s vote of preference for the Panama route was 
brought about by the action of people who want no canal at all, 
and if there must be one, want one as difficult to build and as 
nearly useless as possible. These sinister influences and no doubt 
wicked means of all kinds were used to defeat the popular will 
and general judgment of the country which were expressed in 
the House bill. I did hope that the President and Secretary of 
State, in whose intelligence, integrity, and sense of duty I have 
almost unlimited confidence, would have found a way to be un- 
able to agree with the Colombian Government and fall back on 
the Nicaragua route, but doubtless they regarded it as their duty 
to do their best in good faith to carry out the direction of Con- 
gress, and they certainly meant to do their duty in the premises. 

‘* But I confess I can not comprehend the course of Admiral 
Walker and the Isthmian Commission. How is it possible for 
them to avoid the alternative between incompetency and disin- 
genuousness in the arguments put forward in support of the 
Panama route, as, for example: 

**1. That the canal via Panama will require ten years to build, 


whereas by Nicaragua it could be constructed in five. A great | 


advantage, say they, for Panama, as it can not employ so many 
hands at once, and so is not so likely to disturb the labor market 
(pp. 259, 260, etc.), as if all the force capable of working must 
always be employed regardless of consequences. 


“2, That the inability of sailing vesseis to use a canal via Pan- | 


ama is unimportant, because the use of steam in shipping is in- 
creasing, and it will. perhaps, in the end supersede sails (p. 245). 
It is possible that Admiral Walker is unaware that the enormous 
cost of modern steamers limits their ownership to great corpora- 
tions. which never fail to come to terms with rivals in transpor- 
tation by rail. Surely he can not be ignorant that the steamship 
line via Panama has been for twenty years controlled by the over- 


land railroad companies, and have alone had the use of the Pan- | 


ama Railroad. This certainty of being able to combine with their 
natural competitors is the chief reason why the overland railroads 
prefer Panama. ‘They know that they can always combine with 
steamship lines, which they can not with sailing vessels, because 
the latter may be owned by people of smaller means. 


*“*3. That the cost of maintenance and ve of a canal via | 


Nicaragua will much exceed that of one via Panama (p. 256). To 


support this a they assume that the expense in question | 
e} 


is uniform and depends on or is measurable by the length of the 
waterway; they give the length and annual maintenance cost of 
the Suez and other canals, entirely blinking the fact that about 


and some 65 more that of the lake, neither of which has cost a 
dime for maintenance in the three hundred and eighty-one years 
since the lake was discovered by Gil Gonzales Davila, nor will 
cost one for as much time tocome. Within five years after the 
discovery of the lake in 1522 it was circumnavigated, the river San 
Juan explored, and they have ever since been used as commercial 
avenues and for purposes of navigation, and none of the floods, 
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ical America. The vegetation on the banks of the river and lakes 
shows this conclusively. The waters of the lake extend to within 
12 miles of the Pacific Ocean and discharge into the Atlantic. 
The summit to be overcome between the lake and the Pacific is 
less than 50 feet. The supply of water at the summit level is in- 
exhaustible, the foundation for the dam (at the Machuca) which 
is to raise the waters of the upper river to the level of the lake is 
a ledge of rock which crosses the river from bank to bank, and 
the banks themselves are high, rolling land from three to six 
hundred feet above the river surface. Engineers can, however, 
construct a much better lake at Bohia, and entertain no doubt of 
finding a better dam foundation there, and so the Commission 
gave the preference to estimated possibilities of Panama to the 
certainty of Nicaragua. 

‘The Senate appears to have been stampeded into voting a 

reference for the Panama route by the volcanic eruption at 
Martielem, which did so much damage, and the vaticinations of 
a certain Professor Heilprin as to like danger at Nicaragua. I 
never have been able to learn why he thought that country in 
more danger of earthquakes or volcanoes than Panama, the 
record of past mischief being the other way. (Rep., p. 168.) He 
is, I fear, a prejudiced witness—asserted, if Iam not in error as 
to his identity, that the level of Lake Nicaragua had fallen 21 
feet within the last nineteen years and was likely to dry up. 
Admiral Walker wrote me asking about this assertion and I fur- 
nished him with proofs, entirely satisfactory to him, that there 
was nothing in it. In fact, his surveys, compared with those of 
Colonel Childs, made in 1851, would show the absurdity of this 
=. But of course any stick is good enough to beat a dog 
with. 

“Surely the main motive for building the canal is to facilitate 
the coasting trade between the east and west shores of our own 
country. The commerce of the rest of the world and the honor 
and glory of the thing, and even the uses of it to our Navy, are of 


| less importance, for our normal condition is peace; but for this 


the ability of sailing vessels to use the canal is of the highest im- 

rtance. Confined to steamers, the traffic will surely concentrate 
in the great cities on either coast, but if left open to sailing ves- 
sels every city on the Atlantic seaboard from Boston to Savannah, 
as well as those on the Gulf, will hhave its line of many-masted 
schooners plying to points on this coast. Besides, there are 
numerous articles which can not afford to pay steamers’ freight, 
and others which would decidedly prefer transportation by sail 
and which we want to exchange between the east and west coast, 
as the lumber, timber, grain, and wine of California and Oregon 
and the coal of the Mississippi Valley, the marbles of Tennessee, 
cotton, agricultural implements, castings, and structural iron 
and steel, etc. 

**The Nicaragua route between the Atlantic and Pacific ports of 
the United States is surely 700 miles shorter than via Panama. 
This means a saving of fully 10 per cent on the portage bill of 
every coastwise voyage between any of them for all time to come, 

** On looking over the yeas and nays on the Spooner amendment, 
etc., it is incomprehensible to me how Senators from Rhode Island, 
Maine, Massachusetts, Connecticut, New Jersey, Maryland, West 
Virginia, Illinois, and South Carolina were moved to vote for it, 
for each of them would, over the Nicaragua route, havs lines of 
sailing vessels to this coast, bringing to us their cotton, coal, slate, 
marbles, and manufactured goods, and back to them in return 
the products of our forests, fisheries, and vineyards. The valus 
of the coal fields of West Virginia and the neighboring States 
would be doubled by a canal via Nicaragua, for coal can not pay 
steamer freight. -I hope sincerely that you will be able to defeat 
the ratification of the treaty with Colombia, and thus authorize 
the President to fall back on the Nicaragua route. 

**Shall I ever have the satisfaction and pleasure of seeing you 
again out here? I do not think there is a man in the United 
States who would be more heartily welcome at any point on the 
West coast than yourself. You have worked and toiled for us 


; - : | when others from whom we had a right to expect better things 
125 miles of the Nicaragua route is the bedof the San Juan River | ™ ‘ * 


have betrayed us. 
**T remain, my dear Senator, your servant and friend, 
“JOHN T. DOYLE. 
**Hon, JoHN T. MorGan, 
‘United States Senate.”’ 


I put that great man’s statement, with his personal knowledge 
of affairs in that country, obtained by actual residence in the 


earthquakes, or volcanic disturbances, on which such stress was | country, into the Recorp for my personal justification as well as 
laid by a Senator from New York, have ever done the slightest | for the information of this honorable body, who somehow have 
damage to either of them. Yet no traveler has passed through | got to suppose that if we lose Panama we lose the whole world. 


the city of Panama without being shown the ruin of the cathe- 
dral church, with its front wall rent in twain from roof tree to 
foundation stone by earthquake shock. 


| 


The truth is, if there is any Divine Providence that can keep us 
sheered off from that deathbed of labor, that afflicted country, 
that country with a population absolutely impossible for us to 


“The basin of Lake Nicaragua is probably the most stable and | control, I shall look forward to that event with more satisfaction 


regular in its rainfall and drainage of water of any part of trop- | than to any other I can think of in connection with this subject. 
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WHY WAS NOT THE HAY-PAUNCEFOTE TREATY INCORPORATED? 

I am really puzzled to conjecture how the Hay-Pauncefote 
treaty of November 18, 1901, which was ratified December 16, 
1901, found its way, by reference, into the treaty of January 23, 
1903, now before the Senate, and why the text of the Hay-Paunce- 
fote treaty, which is directly repugnant to several of its most im- 

ortant provisions, was not incorporated in the treaty instead of 


ing referred to merely. The two treaties can not be read to- 
gether without exciting surprise that they should be found con- 
tronted with each other. 

In Article II of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty— 


it is agreed that the canal may be constructed under the auspices of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, either directly at its own cost, or by gift or 
loan of money to individuals or corporations, or through subscription to or 
purchase of stock or shares, and that, subject to the provisions of the pres- 
ent treaty, the said Government shall have and enjoy all the rights inci- 
dent to such construction, as well as the exclusive right of providing for the 
regulation and management of the canal. 


STIPULATION WITH COLOMBIA. 


; In Article III of the treaty with Colombia is the following stipu- 
ation: 
ARTICLE IIL 


To enable the United States to exercise the rights and privileges granted 
by this treaty the Republic of Colombia grants to that Government the use 
and control for the term of one hundred years, renewable at the sole and ab- 
solute option of the United States, for periods of similar duration so long as 
the United States may desire, of a zone of territory along the route of the 
canal to be constructed 5 kilometers in width on either side thereof meas- 
ured from its center line, including therein the necessary auxiliary canals 
not exceeding in any case 15 miles m the main canal and other works, to- 
gether with 10 fathoms of water in the Bay of Limon in extension of the 
canal, and at least 3 marine miles from mean low-water mark from each ter- 
minus of the canal into the Caribbean Sea and the Pacific Ocean, respectively. 
So far as necessary for the construction, maintenance, and operation of the 
canal, the United States shall have the use and occupation of the group of 
small islands in the Bay of Panama named Perico, Naos, Culebra, and Fla- 
menco, but the same shall not be construed as being within the zone herein 
defined nor governed by the special provisions applicable to the same. 

This grant shall in no manner invalidate the titles or rights of private 
landholders in the said zone of en ye shall it interfere with the rights 
of way over the public roads of the rtment: Provided, however, that 
nothing herein contained shall operate to diminish, impair, or restrict the 
rights elsewhere herein granted to the United States. 

his grant shall not include the cities of Panama and Colon, except so far 
as lands and other property therein are now owned by or in possession of the 
said canal company or the said railroad company; but all the stipulations 
contained in article 35 of the treaty ef 1846-1845 between the contracting par- 
ties shall continue and apply in full force to the cities of Panama and Colon 
and to the accessory community lands and other property within the said 
zone, and the territory thereon shall be neutral territory, and the United 
States shall continue to guarantee the neutrality thereof and the sover- 
eignty of Colombia thereover, in conformity with the above-mentioned 
article 35 of said treaty. 
_ In furtherance of this last provision there shall be created a joint commis- 
sion by the Governments of Colombia and the United States that shall estab- 
1-sk and enforce sanitary and police regulations. 


MAINTENANCE OF JOINT JUDICIAL TRIBUNALS. 


Section ITI of Article XIII of the treaty before the Senate is as | 


follows: 


Ill. The United States and Colombia engage jointly to establish and main- 
tain upon said zone judicial tribunals having civil, criminal, and admiralty 


jurisdiction, and to be composed of jurists —- by the Governments of* 


the United States and Colombia in a manner hereafter to be agreed upon be- 
tween said Governments, and which tribunals shall have jurisdiction of cer- 
tain controversies hereinafter mentioned, and of all crimes, felonies, and 
misdemeanors committed within said zone, and of all cases arising in ad- 
miralty, according to such laws and p ure as shall be hereafter agreed 
upon and deelared by the two Governments. 


Such joint judicial tribunalshall have exclusive jurisdiction in said zone of 


all controversies between citizens of the United States and citizens of Colom- | 


bia, and between citizens of nations other than Colombia or the United States: 
and also of all crimes, felonies, and misdemeanors committed within said 
zone, and of all questions of admiralty arising therein. 
LAWS AND PROCEDURES WHICH SHALL GOVERN. 

Section 4 of article 13 is as follows: 

IV. The two Governments hereafter, and from time to time as occasion 
arises, shall agree upon and establish the laws and procedures which shall 
govern such joint judicial tribunal and which shall be applicable to the per- 


| ministration than the prostration of this treaty. 


REGULATION OF BELLIGERENT RIGHTS. 


Article 8 of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty relates alone to the regu- 
lation of the belligerent rights of naval forces on land and water 
and is as follows: 

ARTICLE II. 


The United States adopts, as the basis of the neutralization of such ship 

canal, the following rules, substantially as embodied in the convention of 

Jonstantinople, signed the 28th October, 1888, for the free navigation of the 
Suez Canal, that is to _ 

1. The canal shail be free and open to the vessels of commerce and of war 
of all nations observing these rules, on terms of entire equality, so that there 
shall be no discrimination against any such nation or its citizens or subjects, 
in respect of the conditions or charges of traffic or otherwise. Such condi- 
tions and charges of traffic shall be just and equitable. 

2. The canal shall never be blockaded, nor Il any rigs of war be exer- 
cised nor any act of hostility be committed within it. e United Sta 
however, shall be at liberty to maintain such military police along the 
as may be necessary to protect it against lawlessness and disorder. 

3. Vessels of war of a belligerent shall not revictual nor take any stores in 
the canal except so far as may be strictly necessary; and the transit of such 
vessels through the canal shall be effected with the least sible delay in 
accordance with the regulations in force, and with only such intermission as 
may result from the necessities of the service. 

Prizes shall be in all respects subject to the same rules as vessels of war of 
the belligerents. 

4. No belligerent shall embark or disembark troops, munitions of war, or 
warlike materials in the canal, except in case of accidental hindrance of the 
unos, and in such case the transit shall be resumed with all possible dis- 
patch. 

5. The provisions of this article shall apply to waters adjacent to the om, 
within 3 marine miles of either end. Vessels of war of a belligerent shall 
remain in such waters longer than twent — hours at any one time, except 
in case of distress, and in such case shall depart as soon as possible; buta 
vessel of war of one belligerent shall not depart within twenty-four hours 
from the departure of a vessel of war of the other belligerent. 

6. The plant, establishments, buildings, and all works necessary to the 
construction, maintenance, and operation of the canal shall be deemed to be 
part thereof, for the purposes of this treaty, and in time of war, as in time 
of peace, shall enjoy complete immunity from attack or inj by belliger- 
ents, and from acts cal ted to impair their usefulness as part of the canal. 


Article XXIII of the present treaty relates to the belligerent 
army forces on land or water. It is as follows: 
ARTICLE XXIII. 


If it should become necessary at any time to employ armed forces for the 
safety or protection of the canal, or of the ships that make use of the same, 
or the railwaysand other works, the Republic of Colombia agrees to provide 
the forces necessary for such purpose, according to the circumstances of the 
case, but if the Government of Colombia can not effectively comply with 
this obligation, then, with the consent of or at the request of Colombia, or of 
her minister at Washin n, or of the local authorities, civil or military, the 
United States shall employ such force as may be necessary for that sole pur- 
pose; and as soon as the necessity shall have ceased will withdraw the forces 
so employed. Under exceptional circumstances, however, on account of un- 
foreseen or imminent danger to said canal, railways, and other works, or to 
the lives and property of the persons employed upon the canal, railways, and 
other works, the Government of the United States is authorized to act in the 
interest of their protection, without the necessity of obtaining the consent 
beforehand of the Government of Colombia; and it shall give immediate ad- 
vice of the measures adopted for the purpose stated; and as soon as sufficient 
Colombian forces shall arrive to attend to the indicated purpose those of the 
United States shall retire. 


This article places all military operations of the United States 
for the defense of our canal and of the lives of our citizens there 
under the command of Colombia. 


PROSTRATION OF TREATY WOULD BE A RELIEF TO THE ADMINISTRATION, 

I believe in my heart to-day, Mr. President, that no event could 
occur which could give greater or more needed relief to the Ad- 
It will fall any- 


| how, because Colombia is in no humor and in no condition to 





sons and cases over which such tribunal shall have jurisdiction, and also | 


shall likewise create the requisite officers and employees of such court and 
establish their powersand duties; and further shall make adequate provision 
by like agreement for the pursuit, capture, imprisonment, detention, and 
delivery within said zone of persons charged with the commitmentof crimes, 
felonies, or misdemeanors without said zone; and for the pursuit, capture 
imprisonment, detention,and delivery without said zone of persons charged 
with the commitment of crimes, felonies, and misdemeanors within said 
zone. 
ABOVE PROVISIONS REPUGNANT TO HAY-PAUNCEFOTE TREATY. 

No one can read these pane of the treaty before the Sen- 
ate without seeing that they are directly repugnant to the second 
article of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty. i 

I can not suppose that this strange contradiction in terms is a 
mere negligent oversight of the person who drafted this treaty; 
but if it was not, it is inconceivable that it could have failed to 
occur to him that these contradictory provisions render the con- 
tract void because of their ambiguity. 

AMBIGUITY OF TREATY. 

Equally clear and surprising is the ambiguity of this treaty in 
respect of police and military protection and regulation when we 
compare article 2 and article 3 of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty with 
article 23 of the treaty before the Senate. 


accept it. Her people are just beginning to recover from a civil 
war of three Pee of the bloodiest possible character that those 
people can inflict upon each other, and they are very brutal in their 
measures of war. They are just beginning to recover from that 
conflict with all the heat of the old controversies remaining, an 
unsettled quarrel that has lasted among the Spanish-American 
states since 1810, beginning in Mexico. It has spread over all of 
them, has defeated the church party in every State on the Amer- 
ican hemisphere except Colombia, but has chained that Stave 
down under the concordat of 1888, so that it is more enslaved to 
the church in Europe and America and to the orders and 
powers of the Holy See than any other nation or state in America 
ever was. 

Under these conditions we can not possibly expect to find a 
peaceful and fraternal reception in that country. 


TAKING MARROQUIN BY THE HAND. 


We take Marroquin by the hand, we hunt him up in his retire- 
ment, or virtual retirement, because another man is the actual 
president of that country and controls this old and weak man at his 

leasure. We take Marroquin by the hand, which Respiro 5 
Eas been bloodied by every form of cruel oppression during the 
civil war, and we make a treaty with him. What is then to be 
our attitude? The ally and friend of the church party, that party 
which has warred inst every constitution adopted by every 
American State on this hemisphere—the persistent, continuous, 
incessant enemy of free constitutional government, that temple 
of the true God, which enshrines that precious jewel of our liber- 
ties, the freedom of religion, 





1 


oe 





eA CN ee et 


ee 


ee 





1903. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. ‘Li7 





A DISMISSAL OF THE LIBERAL PARTY. 

This great Republic steps out and takes part with the leader of 
the church party and dismisses the Liberal y, to what? To 
infamy, contempt, and punishment. Will they receive us cor- 
dially after we have dishonored these downtrodden patriots by 
placing the Jesuits in authority over them? Will they regard us 
as friends because they coincide with us in principles of govern- 
ment and in love of constitutional liberty, which we are destroy- 
ing? Will they still be friendly to that delicate thing, a canal 
which a man can destroy in an hour, or in five minutes even, 
with a stick of dynamite? Will they ever cease to remember that 
we aided the Jesuits to put them under foot? 

EXPOSING OUR PROPERTY, PEACE, AND HAPPINESS TO DANGER. 

Mr. President, in these matters to which we have failed to give 
consideration, because we are afraid to touch any subject that 
seems in any way to be connected with any religious sentiment, 
we are axponing ourselves to danger, and our property and our 
future peace and happiness to danger in that country. 

PREEMINENT ADVANTAGES OF THE NICARAGUAN ROUTE. 


Right here, Mr. President, I leave this subject to take care of 
itself from this time forward. I will await a time to see whether 
or not there is a chance for the United States to accept that beau- 
tiful and inviting situation created in Nicaragua by the hand of 
nature, a location that is more convenient than any other place 
in the world for an isthmian canal; a healthy and fertile zone in 
a country of splendid agricultural, mineral, and forestry possi- 
bilities and resources, occupied by a quiet, gentle people, where 
the canal zone, from Greytown to Brito, would perhaps not in- 
clude 3,000 inhabitants, and where, under the permissions given 
to us under the proposed treaties with Nicaragua and Costa Rica, 
we could admit or refuse the privilege of residence in that zone to 
any who might apply, a healthful and beautiful country, where 
Americans could gal er with their industries and their trades in 
the very heart of the great equatorial belt that will pass around 
the world. We throw that all away. We throw away a canal 
for which we have spent nearly two millions in surveys, against 
which no breath of suspicion was ever raised by any survey or 
any commission of examination or by any engineer or explorer or 
traveler who has ever been there, which is absolutely free from 
all exceptions and objections. We cast it aside and plunge into 
the fever-laden morasses of Panama. Why, Mr. President, 
why? Because we are led or driven by some hidden impulse that 
there is no man in the Senate who is prepared to weigh or to 
measure or to explain or account for. a 





APPENDIX. 


LEGACION DE COLOMBIA, 
Washington, D. C., April 18, 1908. 
Srr: Confirming the conclusions reached as the result of the conference 
held between yourself and Mr. Cromwell and adopting, as far as practicable, 
our valuable suggestions, I beg leave to hand you the concessionary conven- 
ion or treaty (in Spanish and in English), embodying the amendments 
agreed upon in the conference referred to. 

My previous communication of March 31, 1902, prepemng the concessionary 
convention or treaty in behalf of my Government, and the expository com- 
munications of myself and Mr. Cromwell, under the same date, apply equally 
to the inclosures. 

Awaiting the pleasure of —_ excellency, I have the honor to renew the 
assurances of my high consideration. 

J. V. CONCHA, 


Hon. Jonn Hay 
Secretary of State of the United States. 
Department of State, 


LEGACION DE COLOMBIA, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Memorandum of points to be embodied in a convention between the Republic of 
Colombia and the United States of America for the construction of an inter- 
oceanic canal by the Panama route and management of the railroad 
over said Isthmus, in furtherance of article $5 of the treaty of 18),5-L8 .exist- 
ing between said nations; present a under. envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the Republic of Colombia, 

ARTICLE IL. 


The Government of Colombia authorizes the New Panama Canal Company 
to sell and transfer to the United States its rights, prea properties, and 
concessions, as well as the Panama Railroad and all the shares or part of the 
shares of that company, with the exception of the public lands situated out- 
side of the zone ae fied now corr mding to the concessions 
) P ae enterprises, Which public lands shall revert to the Republic of 

Solom bia. 
But it is understood that Col 


reserves all its rights to the special 
shares in the capital of Ni 


ma Canal Company, to which reference 
is made in Article IV of t of December 10, 1890, which shares shall 
be paid their full no 1 least. 


a , 
he railroad company (and United States as owner of the enterprise) 
shall be free from the o ae ee by the railroad concession, ex- 
cepting as to the payment at ma ty y the railroad company of the out- 
standing bonds issued by said rai company. 


ARTICLE II. 

The United States = have the exclusive right to excavate, construct, 
maintain, te, con > ne protect a maritime canal from the Atlantic 
ee the Pacite Oo Ny to and acrogs the ey - Clean. such canal te be 
of s n ory of the largest tonnage and grea 
draft now e . in be and the same rights for the construc- 
ancé, 


tion, tion, con and tection of railway, telegraph 
and \eldbhone lines, ca dikes, Teeervoirs, and such other auxiliary 


works as may be necessary and convenient for the construction, mainte 
nance, protection, and operation of the canal. 


ARTICLE III. 


To enable the United States to exercise the rights and privileges granted 
by the foregoing articles, the Republic of Colombia grants to that Govern- 
ment the use of a zone of territory along the route of the canal to be opened 
6 kilometers in width on either side thereof, measured from its center line, 
excluding the cities of Panama and Colon. So far as necessary for the con- 
struction, maintenance, and operation of the canal, the United States shall 
have the use and occupation of the group of small islands in the Bay of Pan- 
ama, named Perico, Naos, and Flamenco, together with 10 fathoms of water 
in the Bay of Limon in extension of the canal, but the same shall not be con- 
strued as being within the zone herein defined nor governed by the special 
provisions app cable to the zone. This concession shall be for the term of 
one hundred years, renewable at the option of the United States for periods 
of similar duration and subject to the payment of the amount hereinafter 
expressed, 

his nt shall in no manner invalidate the titles of rights of private land- 
holders in the said zone of territory, nor shall it interfere with the rights of 
way over the public roads of the department. 

the stipulations contained in article 35 of the treaty of 1846-1848 be- 
tween the cee e | rties shall continue and apply in full force to the 
cities of Panama and Colon and to the accessory community lands within the 
said zone, and the territory thereon shall be neutral territory,and the United 
States shall continue to guarantee the neutrality thereof and the scvereignty 
~~ Sp new thereover in conformity with the above-mentioned article 4 of 
reaty. p 

In furtherance of this provision there shall be created a joint commission 
by the Governments of Colombia and the United States that shall establish 
and enforce sanitary and police regulations. 


ARTICLE IV. 


The rights and privileges granted to the United States by the terms of this 
convention shall not affect the sovereignty of the Republic of Colombia over 
the cena within whose boundaries such rights and privileges are to be 
exercised. 

The United States freely acknowledges and recognizes this sovereignty 
and disavows any intention to impair it in any way whatever or to increase 
its territory at the expense of Colombia or of any of the sister Republics in 
Central or South America, but, on the contrary, it desires to strengthen the 

wer of the Republics on this continent and to promote, develop, and main- 
fain their prosperity and independence. 


ARTICLE V. 


The Republic of Colombia authorizes the United States to construci and 
maintain at each entrance and terminus of the proposed canal a port for ves- 
sels using the same, with suitable light-houses and other aids to navigation; 
and the United States is authorized to use and occupy within the limits of 
the zone fixed by this convention such parts of the coast line and of the lands 
and islands adjacent thereto as are necessary for this purpose, including the 
construction and_ maintenance of breakwaters, dikes, jetties, embankments, 
coaling stations, docks, and other appropriate works. And the United States 
undertakes the construction and maintenance of such works and will bear 
all the expense thereof. The ports, when established, shall be declared free, 
and their demarcations shall be clearly and definitely defined. 

To give effect to this article the United States will give special attention 
and care tothe maintenance of works of drainage, sanitary, and healthful 
pu along the line of tie canal and its dependencies, in order to prevent 
the invasion of epidemics or of securing their prompt suppression should 
they appear. With this end in view the United States will organize hospitals 
along the line of the canal and will suitably supply the towns of Panama 
and Colon with the necessary aqueducts and drainage works, in order to 
pas —— becoming centers of infection on account of their proximity 
to the canal. 

The Government of Colombia will secure the pote of the land that 
may be required in the towns of Panama and Colon to effect the improve- 
ments above referred to, and the Government of the United States shall be 
authorized toimpose and collect equitable water rates previously agreed 
upon with the Government of Colombia oe fifty years for the service 
rendered; but on the expiration of said term the use of the water shall be 
free for the inhabitants of Panama and Colon, except to the extent that may 
be necessary for the maintenance of said aqueducts. 


ARTICLE VI. 


The Republic of Colombia agrees that it will not cede or lease to any for- 
eign government any of its islands or harbors within or adjacent to the Bay 
of Panama, nor on the Atlantic coast of Colombia between the Atrato River 
and the western boundary of the department of Panama for the purpose of 
establishing fortijications, naval or coaling stations, military posts, docks, or 
other works that might interfere with the construction, maintenance, oper- 
ation, protection, ety, and free use of the canal and auxiliary works. In 
order to enable Colombia to comply with this stipulation, the Government 
of the United States agrees to give Colombia the material support that may 
be required, in order to prevent the occupation of said islands and ports, 
Ss there the sovereignty, independence, and integrity of Co- 


om 
ARTICLE VII. 


The Republic of Colombia includes in the foregoing grant the right, with 
out obstacle, cost, or impediment, to the free navigation and use of the 
waters of the Chagres River and other streams, lakes, and lagoons, and of all 
waterways, natural and artificial, within the jurisdiction and under the do- 
minion of the —- of Colombia in the department of Panama, that may 
be necessary or desirable for the construction, maintenance, and operation 
of the canal and its auxiliary works, including the right to raise and lower 
the levels of the waters and to deflect them, and to rectify and navigate an 
and all streams, lakes, and lagoons. All damages caused tw private lan 
owners by inundation, or by the deviation of water courses, or in other ways, 
arising out of the construction or operation of the canal, shall in each case 
be appraised and settled by a joint commission appointed by the Govern- 
ments of Colombia and the United States, but the cost of the indemnities so 
agreed upon shall be borne solely by the United States. 


ARTICLE VIL. 


The Government of Colombia declares free for all time the ports at either 
entrance of the canal and the waters thereof in such manner that there shall 
not be collected by the Government of Colombia custom-house tolls, tonnage, 
anchorage, light-house, wharf, pet or quarantine dues, nor any other 

or taxes of any kind shall be levied or imposed by the Government 
of Colombia upon any vessel using or passing through the canal or belonging 
to or employed by the United States, directly or indirectly, in connection 
with the construction, maintenance, and operation of the main work or its 
auxiliaries or upon the cargo, officers, crew, or passengers of any such vessel, 
it being the intent of this convention that all vessels and their cargoes, crews, 
and passengers shall be permitted to use and pass through the canal and the 
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ports leading thereto, subject to no other demands or impositions than such 
tolls and charges as may be imposed by the United States for the use of the 
canal and other works, it being unders that such tolls and charges shall 
be equal for vessels of all nations. The ports leading to the canal shall also be 
free to the commerce of the world, and no dutiesor taxes shall be imposed, ex- 
cept pas merchandise destined to be introduced for the consumption of the 
rest of the Republic of Colombia, or the department of Panama, and upon ves- 
sels touching at the ports of Colon and Panama, and which did not cross the 
canal. Though the said ports shall be freeand open to all, the Government of 
Colombia may establish in them such custom-houses and guards as Colombia 
may deem necessary to collect duties on importations destined to other por- 
tions of Colombia and to prevent contraband trade. The United States shall 
have the right to make use of the ports at the two extremities of the canal as 

laces of anchorage, in order to make repairs for loading, unloading, deposit- 
ing, or transshipping cargoes either in transit or destined for the service of 
the canal. 

ARTICLE IX. 


There shill not be imposed any taxes, national, municipal, departmental, 
or of any other class, upon the canal, the vessels that may use it, tugs and 
other vessels employed in the service of the canal, the railways and auxiliary 
works, storehouses, workshops, offices, quarters for laborers, factories of all 
kinds, warehouses, wharves, machinery and other works, property and 
effects appertaining to the canal or railroad, or that may be necessary for 
the service of the canal or railroad and their dependencies, whether situated 
within the cities of Panama and Colon, or any other place authorized by the 
provision of this convention. 

Nor shall there be imposed contributions or charges of a personal charac- 
ter of whatever species upon officers, employees, laborers, and other indi- 
viduals in the service of the canal and its dependencies. 


ARTICLE X. 


It is agreed that telegraph and telephone lines, when established for canal 
yurposes, may also, under suitable regulations, be used for public and private 
yusiness in connection with the systems of Colombia and the other American 

Republics, and with the lines of cable 4 ex authorized to enter the 
ports and territories of these Republics; but the official dispatches of the 
Government of Colombia and the authorities of the department of Panama 
shall not pay for such service higher tolls than those required from the offi- 
cials in the service of the Uni States. 


ARTICLE XI. 


The Government of Colombia shall permit the immigration and free access 
to the lands and workshops of the canal enterprises of all employees and 
workmen of whatever nationality under contract to work upon the said canal 
and its dependencies, with their respective families, and all such persons 
should be free and exempt from the military service of the Republic of 
Colombia. 

ARTICLE XII. 


The United States may import at — into the said zone, free of cus- 
tom duties, imposts, taxes, or other c ges, and without any restriction, 
any and all vessels, dredges, engines, cars, machinery, tools, explosives, 
materials, supplies, and other articles necessary and convenient in the con- 
struction, maintenance, and operation of the canal and auxiliary works; 
also all provisions, medicines, clothing, supplies, and other things necessary 
and convenient for the officers, employees, workmen, and laborers in the serv- 
ice and employ of the United States within the said zone and for their fam- 
ilies. Ifany such articles are anapcere of for use without the zone and within 
the territory of the Republic, they shall bo subject to the same import or 
other duties as like articles under the laws of Colombia or the ordinances of 
the department of Panama. 
ARTICLE XIII. 


The United States shall have authority within the said zoneto protect and 
make secure the canal, as well as railroads and other auxiliary works, and to 
preserve order and discipline among the laborers and other persons who may 
congregate in that region in consequence of the proposed work. 

e Governments of Colombia and the Uni States shall agree upon the 
regulations necessary for said purpose, as well as to the capture and delivery 
of criminals to the respective authorities. Special regulations also shall be 
agreed upon, in the manner aforesaid, for the establishment of laws and 
jurisdiction to decide controversies that may arise peapeons contracts rela- 

ive to the construction and management of the canal and its dependencies, 
as well as to the trial and punishment of crimes that may be committed 
within the said zone of the canal. 


ARTICLE XIV. 


The works of the canal, the railways, and their auxiliaries shall be de- 
clared of public utility,and in consequence all areas of land and water neces- 
sary for the construction, maintenance, and operation of the canal and the 
other specified works may be expropriated in conformity with the laws of 
Colombia, except that the indemnity shall be conclusively determined, with- 
out appeal, bya — commission appointed by the Governments of Colombia 
and the United States. 

The indemnities awarded by the commission for such een shall 
be borne by the United States, but the appraisal of said la: and the assess- 
ment of damages sha}] be based upon their value before the commencement 
of the work upon the canal. 

ARTICLE XV. 


The papelie of Colombia grants to the United States the use of all the 
ports of the Republic open to commerce as a of refuge for any vessels 
omeuyes in the canal enterprise, and for all vessels in distress having the 


right to through the canal and wishing to anchor in said ports.’ Such 
vessels be exempt from anchorage and tonnage dues on the part of 
Colombia. 

ARTICLE XVI. 


The canal, when constructed, and the entrances thereto shall be neutral 
in perpetuity, and shall be open upon equal terms to the vessels of all nations 
at uniform tonnage and other rates that may be imposed in virtue of the 
stipulations of this convention and in conformity with the stipulations of the 
treaty entered into by the Governments of the United States and Great 
Britain on November 18, 1901, and known as the Hay-Pauncefote treaty. 

ARTICLE XVII. 


The Government of Colombia shall have the right to transport over the 
canal its vessels, troops, and munitions of war at all oe vee payin 
cha of any kind. This exemption is to be extended to the auxiliary rail- 
way for the transportation of /_—_ in the service of the Republic of Co- 
lombia or of the de ment cf Panama, or of the police force charged with 
the preservation of public order, as well as to their 


war, and supplies. saan 


The United States shall have full power and authority to establish and 
enforce regulations for the use of the canal, railways, and the entering ports 


, munitions of 


and auxilary works, and to fix rates of tolls and charges thereof, subject to 
the limitations stated in the Article XVI. 


ARTICLE XIX. 


The rights and privileges granted to the United States by this convention 
shall not affect the sovereignty of the Republic of Colombia over the real 
estate that may be acquired by the United States by reason of the transfer 
of the rights of the New Panama Canal Company and the Panama Railroad 
Company lying outside of the said canal zone. 


ARTICLE XX. 


If, by virtue of an existing treaty between the Republic of Colombia and 
any third power, there may be privileges or concessions relative to an inter- 
oceanic means of communication which especially favors such third power 
and which in any of its terms may be incompatible with the terms of the 
present convention, the Republic of Colombia agrees to cancel or modify such 
treaty in due form, for which purpose it shall give to the said third power 
the requisite notification within the term of four months from the date of 
the present convention, and in case the existing treaty contains no clause 
permitting their involuntary annulment, the Republic of Colombia agrees to 
procure its modification or annulment in such form that there shall not exist 
any conflicts with the stipulations of the present convention. 


ARTICLE XXI. 


The rights and privileges granted by the Republic of Colombia to the 
United States in the preceding articles are understood to be free of all ante- 
rior concessions <aprermeane to other Governments, corporations, syndicates, 
or individuals, an aonesquenty if there should arise any claims on account 
of the present concessions an pve the claimants shall resort to the 
Government of Colombia and not to the United States for any indemnity or 
compromise which may be required. ‘ 

ARTICLE XXII. 


The Government of Colombia renounces the participation to which it 
might be entitled in the future earnings of the canal under Article XV of 
the contract with the “Universal Panama Canal Company;” and it likewise 
renounces now and hereafter all the rights reserved in the said concession 
which shall belong to Colombia at the expiration of the term of ninety-nine 
years of the concession granted to the above-mentioned company. 

ARTICLE XXIII. 

If it should become necessary at any time to employ armed forces for the 
safety or protection of the canal, or of the ships that make use of the same, 
or the railways and other works. the Republic of Colombia agrees to provide 
the forces necessary for sueh pu , according to the circumstances of the 
case; but if the Government of Colombia can not effectively comply with 
this obligation, then, with the consent of or at the request of Colombia, or of 
her minister at Washin: on, or of the local authorities, civil or military, the 
United States shall employ such force as may be necessary for that sole pur- 
pose, and as soon as the necessity shall have ceased will withdraw the forces 
so employed. Under exceptional circumstances, however, on account of 
unforeseen or imminent danger to said canal, railways, and other works, or 
to the lives and property of the persons employed upon the canal, railways, 
and other works, the Government of the United States is authorized to act 
in the interest of their protection, without the necessity of obtaining the 
consent beforehand of the Government of Colombia; and it shall give im- 
mediate advice of the measures adopted for the pu stated, and as soon 
as sufficient Colombian forces shall arrive to attend to the indicated purpose 
those of the United States shall retire. 


ARTICLE XXIV. 


> 
The Government of the United States a to complete the construction 
of the preliminary works necessary, Soneliber with all the auxiliary works, 
in the shortest time possible; and within two years from the date of the ex- 
change of ratification of this convention the main works of this canal proper 
shall be commenced, and it shall be opened to the traffic between the two 
oceans within twelve years after such period of two years. In case, how- 
ever, that any difficulties or obstacles should arise in the construction of the 
canal, which are at present impossible to foresee, in consideration of the 
good faith with which the Government of the United States shall have pro- 
ceeded and the tue pimouas of money expended so far on the works and 
the nature of the culties which may have arisen, the Government of 
Colombia will prolong the terms stipulated in this article up to twelve years 
more for the completion of the work of the canal. 
ARTICLE XXV. 


As the price or compeneniion for the right to use the zone nted in this 
convention by Colombia to the United States for the construction of a canal, 
together with the proprietary right over the Panama Railroad, and for the 
annuity of ,000, gold, which Colombia ceases to receive from the said rail- 
road, as well as in compensation for other rights, privileges, and exemptions 
granted to the United States; and in consideration of the increase in the ad- 
ministrative expenses of the department of ma consequent upon the con- 
struction of the said canal, the Government of the Uni States binds itself 
to pay Colombia the amount of seven million dollars in American gold on the 


exchange ot the ratification of this convention, after its eppsoen! y the leg: 
islative es by both countries, and fourteen years after the date aforesa 
a fair and reasonable annuity that shall be upon by the contracting 


Governments three years before the expiration of the above-mentioned term 
of fourteen years. In fixing this fair and reasonable annuity there shall be 
taken into consideration the present price of the usufruct of the railway as 
well as the compensation that is to be stipulated for the use of the zone and 
for the additional administrative expenses that the construction of the canal 
will impose upon Colombia; and also the advanced payment of seven million 
dollars and the comparative cost and conditions upon which the United States 
reasonably could have expected to acquire concessions satisfactory to it in 
ae of any other canal route. 

hree years before the expiration of each term of one hundred years the 
annuity for the following term shall be fixed in a similar manner. 

But in the event that the parties are unable to come to an understanding 
within the periods above referred to as to such fair and reasonable annuity, 
then before the second year prior to the termination of the periods above 
referred to the contrac ng — shall proceed to constitute a high com- 
mission, to be composed of five members, of whom two shall be a inted 
by Colombia, two by the United States, and the fifth (who shall be the pres- 
ident of such high commission) shall be the president for the time being of 
the International Peace Tribunal of The gue, and the determination 
reached by said commission, by a majority vote, concerning such fair and 
reasonable annuity that is to be paid YXolombia by the United States in 
conformity with this article shall be bin apes the contracting parties. 

But no delay nor difference of opinion in fixing such amount shall affect 
nor interrupt the full operation and effect of this convention in all other 


respe >ts. 
ARTICLE XXVIL. 


If after the lapse of five years from the date of this convention the neces- 
sary works for the opening of the canal should not have been commenced by 











atti 
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the .United States, or if after the expiration of the twelve years stipulated 


for the completion of the work, © extension of twelve years referred 
to in Article XXIV, the canal should not be opened to commerce, all the con- 
cessions nted by this convention shall be forfeited and all the works, 
principal and accessory, machinery, and properties of the canal shall become 

he property of the Republic of Colombia, and the same Republic shall recover 
its actual rights over the Panama Railroad withont any obligation to return 


_any of the sums that it may have received in conformity with this conven- 


tion. 
ARTICLE XXVII. 


This convention, when signed by the contracting parties, shall be sub- 
mitted for le tive po and shall be exchanged within a term of 
eight months from this date. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
fashington, April 21, 1902. 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt at your hands of a com- 
munication dated the 3lst of March, 1908 and another of the 18th of April, 
aa. proposal of the Republic of Colombia for a concessionary conven- 
tion or treaty between the ae of Colombia and that of the United 
States of America respecting the completion, maintenance, operation, con- 
trol, and protection of an interoceanic canal over the Isthmus of Panama. 
Iam directed by the President to inform you that I shall be ready to sign 
with you the proposed convention as soon as— 
First. The Congress of the United States shall have authorized the Presi- 
dent to enter into such an agreement; and 
Second. As soon as the law officers of this Government shall have decided 
upon the question of the title which the New Panama Canal Company is able 
to give toall the properties and rights claimed by it and nS toa canal 
across the Isthmus and covered by the pending proposal. y 
Accept, sir, the renewed assurances of my highest consideration. 
JOHN HAY. 
Sefior Don Jose VICENTE CONCHA, etc. 


(Translation. ] 
LEGATION OF COLOMBIA, 
Washington, D. C., April 23, 1902. 
Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the reception of your excellency's 
communication of the 2ist instant, by which you are pleased to inform me 
that you are authorized by the President of the United States to sign with 
the public of Colombia the treaty relative to the opening of the Panama 
Canal and the other details connected with the said work, in accordance 
with the draft I submitted to the Government of the United States on the 
18th instant, and that you will proceed to do so as soon as permission shall 
have been given by the Congress of this Republic and as soon as the official 
lawyers shall have given their opinion regarding the title of the new canal 
company for the transfer of its vehts. 
en the occasion to sign the above-mentioned treaty shall arise I will 
present, according to usage, the full powers authorizing me to do so. 
Accept, excellency; the sentiments of my high consideration. 
OSE VICENTE CONCHA. 
Hon. Jonn Hay, 


Secretary of State of the United States, Department of State. 


[Translation.] 
Mr. Corea to Mr. Hay, May 14, 1902. 


In pursuance of the offer made orally and in my personal note of the 12th 
instant to your excellency, I have the honor to transmit herewith a draft of 
a treaty embodying the proposal of ay Government touching the interoce- 
anic canal through Nicaragua. This draft, save a few changes which I had 
to make in obedience to superior orders, is the same as that which your ex- 
eellency prepared on February 12, and was pleased to amend on March 11 and 
26, and on April 26 last, in deference to observations presented by me. 

If your excellency will, as you said to me you would, lay this proposal be- 
fore the —_ committees of Congress, I should be plenned, if it were accom- 
panied by the protocol on the same subject which I had the honor to si 


-with your exce ~~ f on December 1, 1900. These papers will show that Nic- 


a has been and is still disposed to enter into direct negotiations with 
the United States as soon as provision therefor shall have been made by Con- 
gress, and at the same time make it clear that, since no decision has yet been 
reached by that body in the matter, the present proposal is not to be taken 
as final, but remains subject to amendments by which the conclusion of a 
pane = more suitable agreement between the contracting parties may 
acilitated, 
Please accept, Mr. Secretary, the assurances of my most distinguished 
consideration. 


Protocol of an agreement between the Governments of the United States and of 
Nicaragua in regard to future negotiations for the construction of an inter- 
oceanic canal by way of Lake Nicaragua. 


It is between the two Governments that when the President of the 
United States is authorized by law to acquire control of such portion of the 
territory now belonging to Nicaragua as may be desirable and necessary on 
which to construct and protect a canal of depth and pany sufficient for 
the passage of vessels of the greatest tonnage and d now in use from a 

int near San Juan del Norte, on the Caribbean Sea, via Lake Nicaragua, 

Brito, on the Pacific Ocean, they mutually agree to enter into negotiations 
with each other to settle the plans and the agreements in detail found neces- 
sary to accomplish the construction and to provide for the ownership and 
control of the proposed canal. 

As preliminary to such future negotiations it is forthwith agreed that the 
course of said canal and the terminals thereof shall be the same that were 
stated ina treaty signed by the ree of the United States and 
Great Britain on February 5, 1 and now pending in the Senate of the 
United States for confirmation, and that the provisions of the same shall be 
adhered to by the United States and Nicaragua. 

In witness whereof the, undersigned have signed this protocol and have 
Mi aeie dupii oy A a this first day of December, 1900 

e uplicate a n of December, , 
" I OHN HAY SEAL. 


LUIS F. COREA. aes 


DRAFT. 


The United States of America and the Republic of Nica , being desir- 
ous to assure the construction of a ship canal to connect the Atlantic and Pa- 
cific oc have for ee ee resolved to conclude a convention, and 
have accordingly appoin as their eo art the President of the 
United States and President of Republic of Nicaragua, who, after 


communicating to each other their full powers, which were found to be in 
due form, have agreed upon the following articles: 


ARTICLE I. 


The Republic of Nicaragua leases in perpetuity to the United States the 
exclusive right to construct, own, and operatea ship canal through the terri- 
tory of N to connect the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 

he United States guarantees in perpetuity the sovereignty, independenco, 
and territorial integrity of the Republic of Nicaragua. 

No change, either in the Government or in the laws or treaties of Nica- 

shail, without the consent of the United States, affect any right of the 
United States under the present convention, or under any treaty stipulation 
between the two countries, that now exist or that may hereafter exist, touch- 
ing the subject-matter of this convention. 

f Nicaragua shall hereafter enter as a constituent into any other govern- 
ment, or into any union or confederation of States, so as to merge her sov- 
ereignty or independence in such government, union, or confederation, the 
rights of the United States under this convention shall not be inany respect 
lessened or im d; and the United States will thereupon be reieased for 
the time being from all obligation to guarantee the sovereignty, independence, 
or territorial integrity of the Republic of Nicaragua. 


ARTICLE IT. 


The United States, after the adoption by Congress of legislation to carry 
this convention into effect, will proceed withoui delay at its own cost, and 
without expense to Nicaragua, to construct the canal, on the route which it 
shall determine to be the most practicable; and it shall have the right to use, 
without cost, any water, stone, clay, earth, or other material belonging to 
Nicaragua, on the public domain, that may be needed. 

The canal is hereby declared to be a work of public utility. 

Neither the Government of Nicaragua, or any of its authority, shall ob- 
struct or interfere with the United States either in its preliminary explora- 
tion and surveys, or in the work of construction, or in the management, 
control, and preservation of the canal when completed. 


ARTICLE III. 


The United States shall have the right to make excavations to such deptha, 
and to raise embankments and dam streams to such height, as shall, in its 
opinion, be necessary for the proper and safe construction, improvement, 
operation, repair,and maintenance of the canal and the control of the waters 
appurtenant to it. 

f in the construction or operation of the canal, or of any works in connec- 
tion therewith, any lands within Nicaraguan territory belonging to the Re- 
public or to rivate persons should be overflowed, no claim shall be made 
against the United States on account of these belonging to Nicaragua; nor 
shall the claims of any private person, on account of the overflow of lands, 
be permitted in any manner to hinder or delay the United States in the con- 
struction or operation of the canal or of any work in connection therewith, 
but the United States engages to make compensation in proceeding to con- 
demn such lands for the intended public uses had as provided in Article V 
of this convention. 

ARTICLE IV. 


When the route of the canal shall have been determined, the entire area of 
land and water to the distance of 5 mileson each side of the centerline thereof 
during the construction period and of 3 miles on each side of the center line 
thereof as soon as the canal shall have been completed and in operation shall 
constitute a district to be called the canal district. This district shall extend 
to the distance of a marine league from low-water mark into the Caribbean 
Sea and the Pacific Ocean, and shall comprehend such parts of the San Juan 
River and of Lake Nicaragua and of the adjacent territory of Nicaragua as 
may be included within the above-mentioned limits. The concession hereby 
made to the United States includes the right toconstruct and operate between 
the terminal port and on lands within or adjacent to the canal district and 
around the southeast shore of Lake Nicaragua such railways, telegraphs, tele- 
phones, and other auxiliary works and to erect and use such buildings, work- 
shops, and other structures as may be necessary to secure continuity of com- 
munication along the line of the canal and between the said terminal ports 
and be useful in the construction, improvement, operation, repair, and main- 
tenance of the canal. 

If by reason of topographical conditions, according to the judgment of the 
constructing parties, said railways, telegraphs,telephones, and other auxil- 
iary works should at any place require unavoidably to be carried or lie ata 
greater distance than 5 miles from the center line of the canal during the 
construction period, or be found at a greater distance than 3 miles from the 
center line after the canal shall have been completed and put into operation, 
there, as well as around the southwestern shore of Lake Nicaragua, shal! be 
included an area of 500 feet wide on each side of said railways, telegraphs, 
telephones, or other auxiliary works of the said areas, as well as the railwzys, 
eeens, Sens. buildings, workshops, and other structures, and the 
lands on which they are situated shall be considered asa part of the canal 
and within the canal district for the purposes of this convention. 

ARTICLE V. 

When the canal district is established the Government of the United 
States will furnish the Government of Nicaragua with a map showing the 
limits thereof, as established by this convention; and thereupon the right of 
entry, occupation, possession, use, and control of all the lands and waters of 
Nicaragua oe = egy in such district shall be considered as granted by a 
lease in = ty to the United States for the purpose of the canal. 

Areas of land and water so comprised that form part of the public domain 
of Nica’ shall pass into the possession, use, and control of the United 
States without any cost or charges. If any areas of land or water so taken 
or any right, title, estate, use, or interest therein are claimed at the date of 
this convention as the pro rty, legal or equitable, of private persons or car- 

rations, the United States may acquire such rights, titles, estates, use, or 
nterests by purchase from the owners, or, failing in that, may proceed to 
condemn them as stated further on in this conven*ion. 

For Sea fixing the compensation to be paid by the United States 
in the condemnation proceedings contemplated in Articles II] and V,a mixed 
commission of four io of repute, two to be appointed by each of the con- 
tracting es, shall assess and award the damages to be paid by the United 
States. The procedure and regulations to be observed by said commission 
for the taking of evidence, and in the trial of cases to condemn and award 
damages, shall be in accordance with the laws of Nicaragua not in conflict 
with this convention. The damages awarded shall be compensatory only 
and fixed without referencé to appreciation of values by the contemplated 
or actual construction of the canal. In case of disagreement of the commis- 
sion on the amount of damages to be awarded in any case, an umpire shall 
be aapetntes by the two Governments who shall render the decision, and in 
case the Governments do not a in the appointment, this umpire shall be 
selected by lots from four candidates, two presented by each party. In the 
event of death, absence, or incapacity of any such commissioner or umpire, 
or of his omitting, declining, or ceasing to act, his place shall be filled by the 
appointment of another person in the manner above indicated. 

All decisions by a majority of the commission or by the umpire shal be 
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final. They shall keep a record of their of which they shall 
furnish each Government acopy. They shall maintain an office at Managua 
and shall exercise their functions there or at such other points in Nicaragua 
as they may find convenient. 

ARTICLE VI. 


Condemnation proceedings may be begun by the United States by filing 
in the office of the commission at Managua an instrument declaring its inten- 
tion to appropriate any or all titles, estates, rights, uses, and interests, of 
every description, legal or equitable, of persons, societies, and corporations 
in and to land and water areas within the canal district, and it may in like 
manner institute proceedings to condemn and appropriate such titles, es- 
tates, rights, uses, and interests in land and water areas outside of and ad- 
jacent to said canal district to enable said Government to construct, repair, 
and operate said canal. 

Such instrument of appropriation shall contain a general description of 
said land and water areas and of the title, estate, right, use, or interest 
therein intended to be appropriated, which shall belong to the Government 
of the United States on making payment therefor, as hereinafter provided. 
Said Government may purchase any such title, estate, right, use, or interest 
of the owner thereof; or, if the latter is under legal disabilities, of his ian 
or other c=" or person competent to contract in his behalf, and 
the deed therefor, when made and delivered, shall vest the property pur- 
chased in the United States. : 

Or said Government may, at its option, proceed, upon filing said act of ap- 
pea, by giving ten days’ notice, by personal service on said owner or 

xy publication for the term of three weeks to all whom it may concern, in 
some newspaper to be designated by standing order of the commission, of an 
advertisement reciting the substance of such instrument of appropriation; 
and upon completed service of said notice, either personally or by publica- 
tion, said Government may deposit for the use of the owners, in American 
gold, with a bank or other fiscal agent, to be designated by standing order 
of the commission, of a sum which said Government is willing to pay for the 
title, estate, rights, uses, or interests appropriated, and the same shall there- 
upon belong to the United States. 

If the owner or owners refuse or fail to accept as sufficient compensation 
the moneys so deposited for their use as aforesaid, the Commission or um- 
pire, as the case may be, shall proceed to assess and award the damages, and 
shall in like manner also determine in all cases the person or persons justly 
entitled to receive said moneys deposited and awarded, and order equitable 
distribution_thereof. id proceedings before the Commission or umpire 
shall only affect the amount of compensation to be awarded and the distri- 
bution thereof. Any sum awarded in addition to that already deposited 
shall be deposited in like manner as the original for the use of the persons 
entitled thereto. 

ARTICLE VIL. 


The sovereignty of Nicaragua and the laws of the Republic not ‘incon- 
sistent with this convention shall be in full force in the Nicaraguan territory 
comprised in the canal district; but the United States, for the protection of 
said district and of its rights therein, and in order to make effective its 
guaranty of the severelaney, independence, and territorial integrity of Nica- 
ragua and Costa Rica, shall use its civil police forces, and shall have at all 
times the free and unobstructed right to enter to the canal district with its 
jand and naval forces and to adopt therein such measures as may be neces- 


sary for the qacememenens of those pu , a8 well as for the protection 
of life, liberty, an property. and for the preservation of and good 
order, and shall also have the right to its forces with the forces of 


Nicaragua and Costa Rica for said purposes. 
ARTICLE VIIL 


A free port shall be established for the transit at each of the entrances of 
the canal, on the Caribbean Sea and Pacific Ocean, under the protection of 
the United States and subject to harbor and other lations as to anchor- 
age, lights, and ——- that shall be adopted by the United States. Atthese 
ports the United States shall have the right to establish, construct, and main- 
tain light-houses and other aids to navigation, breakwaters, dikes, jetties, 
embankments, docks, wharves, coali stations, and other appropriate 
works; and the United States will undertake the construction and main- 
tenance of such works and will bear all the expense thereof. 

Nicaragua may establish custom-houses at such — and at any conven- 
ient points along the route of the canal for the collection of duties on goods 
intended for importation into or exportation from the canal district and the 
rest of the Republic. If said points ha to be within leased territory, 
they should be selected by agreement of the contracting parties at the re- 
quest of Nicaragua. The United States shall have the right to introduce 
into the canal district, directly through the free ports or by. were — Nica- 
raguan port, and —a—- from all taxes and.customs duties, all machinery. 
equipment, material, stores, and supplies of any kind which may be neces- 
sary for the construction, improvement, operation, repair, and maintenance 
of the canal, and for the exclusive use of the offi workmen, and other 
dependents of the United States employed in the canal district. 

yessels of commerce and men-of-war of all nations shall pass freely into 
and through the canal without any discrimination as to tolls or other 
charges, subject to the laws and re tions established by the United States 
to secure that object. 
= oanes by the United Sate or its citizens, -_ vessels evned by 
ica or its citizenSmay navigate freely any part of Lake Nicaragua 
within the leased district, and the commanders may enter or moor their ves- 
sels therein, it sans ee that Po iewe aes N " coset 
trade are no ringed, an e ordinary po: ue 
<r Should any vessel in transit be forced to diverge from the leased dis- 
t in Lake Nicaragua on account of injury or distress, it shall be permitted 
to na te the waters of the lake, but without en oF mooring in a port 
thereof except in case of necessity in order to land and forward ngers 
and mail in transit and to procure supplies and make repens, 
to which latter end the d reshipment or er of cargo 
be permitted when needful, such vessels shall return to the canal district 
as soon as the causes that may have forced it to diverge therefrom shall have 


ceased. 

The stipulation does not comprehend the vessels of war be 
ing to Oe trait States which may at any time aaigeieiatie ne. 
and moor in its ports on official visit or for the purposes stipulated in this con- 


vention. 
ARTICLE IX. 


The United States and Nicaragua agree that, subject to the stipulations of 
the yy convention, the provisions of the treaty of Constantinople of 
October 29, 1888, relating to the Suez Canal, as herein stated, shall form the 
basis on which the navigation of the canal and the neutrality of the canal 
district shall rest, viz: 

1. The canal shall be free and open to the vessels of commerce and war of 
all nations observing these rules, on terms of entire equality, so that there 
shall be no discrimination against any such nation, or its citizens or subjects, 
in respect to the conditions or ita traffic or otherwise. Such condi- 
tions and charges of traffic shall be just and equitable. 
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2. The canal shall never be blockad 
cised, nor any act of hostility committed within it. 

8. Vessels of war of a erent shall not revictual nor take any stores in 
the canal except so far as may be sacety soccnmeey: and the transit of such 
vessels through the canal shall be effected with the least ble delay in 
accordance with the regulations in force and with only such intermission as 
may result from the necessities of the services. 

shall be in all respects subject to the same rules as vessels of war of 
the bemeerest. : 

4. No belligerent shall embark or disembark troops, munitions of war, or 
warlike materials in the canal, except in case of accidental hindrance of the 
Saar and in such case the transit shall be resumed with all possible dis- 
pa 


teh. 

5. The provisions of this article shall apply to waters adjacent to the canal 
within 8 marine miles of either end. essels of war of a belligerent shall 
not remain in such waters sangee than twenty-four hours at any one time 
except in case of distress, and in such case shall depart as soon as possible; 
but a vessel of war of one belligerent shall not depart within twenty-four 
hours from the departure of a vessel of war of the other belligerent. 

6. The plant, establishments, buil , and all works necessary to thecon- 
struction, maintenance, and operation of the canal shall be deemed to be a 
thereof, for the purposes of this convention, end in time of war, as in time 
of peace, shall enjoy complete immunity from attack or injury by belliger. 
ents and from acts calculated to impair their usefulness asa part of the canal 

ARTICLE X. 

Nicaragua covenants with the United States and guarantees that no con- 
cession, grant, or license for the pu of trade, commerce, era, 
navigation, or for the construction of a ship canal in or through Nicaraguan 
territory has been made to any other government, corporation, syndicate, 
or — natural or juridical, which in any manner encumbers or conflicts 
with the lease and the rights and privileges hereby granted. 

ARTICLE XI. 


Although maintaining that, upon the principles of justice, no valid claims 
of citizens of the United States exist against Nicaragua, the latter accepts 
the engagement of the United States to pay and to dischar a eeenEe from 
all liabilities on account of claims of ci ns of the Uni States which may 
have arisen prior to the date of the signing of this convention. 


ARTICLE XII. 


after the exchange of ratifications of this convention 
y to the Government of Nicaragua, at Washington, 
e gold coin of the United States as a compensation 
for the concessions and er herein rm and an annual rent of 
$25,000 in gold coin of the Uni States shall be paid by the United States to 
the Government of Nicaragua for the possession of the territory leased for 
the purposes aforesaid. 
ARTICLE XIII. 


This convention shail take effect immediately upon the exchange of rati- 
fications, and, except as amended orabrogated by mutual consent of the con- 
tracting parties, shall be perpetual. 5 

The ratifications shall be exchanged at Washington as soon as possible. 

In witness whereof the respective plenipotentiaries have signed this con- 
vention and affixed thereto their seals. 

; Done in duplicate at the city of Washington, this —— day of 


nor shall any right of war be exer- 


Within ninety da 
the United States will 
the sum of $6,000,000 in 








After seven hours and ae minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened. 


APPOINTMENT OF LABORER. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he hereby is, authorized and 
directed to appoint a laborer at an annual salary of $000, to be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise provided by law. 


INVESTIGATION OF AFFAIRS IN ALASKA, 


Mr. BEVERIDGE submitted the following resolution; which’ 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Territories be, and he 
moe * authorized to appoint a subcommittee which shall be authorized 
to sit ng the recess of the Senate, at such times and places as the sub- 
committee, or the chairman thereof, may deem wise, to consider proposed 
bills or bills to be Paes relative to the district of Alaska, and to send for 
persons and papers, take testimony, and employa stenographer, and that the 
expenses incurred shall be pats from the contingent fund of the Senate upon 
vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. 


- HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at7 o’clock and 2 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, March 18, 
1908, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 17, 1908. 
COURT OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 
CHIEF JUSTICE. 

Joseph R. Reed, of Iowa, to be chief justice of the Court of 
Private Land Claims. An extension of incumbent’s present com- 
mission (which expires June 30, 1903), as provided in the act ap- 
proved March 8, 1903, making appropriations for sundry civil 


expenses, etc, 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICES. 
Frank I. Osborne, of North Carolina, to be associate justice of 
the Court of Private Land Claims, An extension of incumbent’s 








1903. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


121 





po commission (which expires June 80, 1903), as provided 
n the act approved March 3, 1903, making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses, etc. 

Henry C. Sluss, of Kansas, to be associate justice of the Court 


of Private Land Claims. An extension of incumbent’s present 
commission (which expires June 30, 1903), as provided in the act 
approved March 3, 1903, making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses, etc. 
ilbur F. Stone, of Colorado, to be associate justice of the 
Court of Private Land Claims. An extension of incumbent’s 
present commission (which expires June 30, 1903), as provided in 
the act approved March 3, 1903, making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses, etc. 
William W. Murray, of Tennessee, to be associate justice of 
the Court of Private Land Claims. An extension of incumbent’s 
resent commission (which expires June 30, 1903), as provided 
in the act approved March 3, 1903, making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses, etc. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry Arm, 


Second Lieut. Charles S. Frank, Twenty-first Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, January 27, 1903, vice Wheeler, Twenty-second 
Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Fred Bury, First Infantry, to be first lieutenant, 
January 28, 1903, vice Carroll, First Infantry, drowned at sea. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Lewis J. Clark, to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy 
from the 10th day of January, 1903, vice Lieut. Commander 
Robert G. Denig, promoted. 

Lieut. Theodore G. Dewey, to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 10th day of February, 1903, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander George H. Peters, promoted. 


Lieutenants to be lietttenant-commanders in the Navy. 


Hugh Rodman. 

John A. Hoogewerff. 

Edward E. Capehart, 

Henry B. Wilson. 

Gustav Kaemmerling. 

Kenneth McAlpine. 

Clarence H. Mathews. 

Lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieutenants in the Navy. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Thomas T. Craven, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 8d day of March, 1903 (subject to the exami- 
nations — by law), vice Lieut. Hugh Rodman, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles L. Poor, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject to the exami- 
a required by law), vice Lieut. John A. Hoogewerff, pro- 
moted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Daniel W. Wurtsbaugh, to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy, from the 8d day of March, 1903 (subject to the 
examinations required by law), vice Lieut. Edward E. Capehart, 
promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Ralph Earle, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 8d day of March, 1903 (subject to the examina- 
tions required by law), vice Lieut. Henry B. Wilson, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Gatewood 8. Lincoln, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject to the exami- 
—_ required by law), vice Lieut. Gustav Kaemmerling, pro- 
moted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edward T. Fitzgerald, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 8d day of March, 1903 (subject to the ex- 
aminations required by law), vice Lieut. Kenneth McAlpine, 
promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Ivan C. Wettengel, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject to the examina- 
ee required by law), vice Lieut. Clarence H, Mathews, pro- 
moted. 

Charles M. Tozer. 

Wat T. Cluverius. 

Duncan M. Wood. 

Leigh C. Palmer. 

Albert W. Marshall. 

Thomas A. Kearney. 

Arthur MacArthur, jr, 

Charles E. Gilpin. 

Frank E. Ridgely. 

Dudley W. Knox. 


To be passed assistant surgeon. 
Asst. Surg. Barton L. Wright, to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the Navy, from the 13th day of May, 1902 (subj@ct to the exami- 
nations required by law), to fill a vacancy existing in that grade. 


Surgeons to have the rank of lieutenant-commander, 


Victor C. B. Means. 
Frederick J. B. Cordeiro, 
Francis W. F. Wieber. 
Oliver D. Norton. 
Frederick A. Hesler. 
Isaac W. Kite. 

Andrew R. Wentworth. 
Corbin J. Decker. 
Thomas A. Berryhill. 
Eugene P. Stone. 
George Pickrell. 

Rand P. Crandall. 
Hatton N. T. Harris. 
John F. Urie. 

Albert M. D. McCormick, 
Will F. Arnold. 

George B. Wilson. 
Charles F. Stokes. 
Edward R. Stitt. 
Manley F. Gates. 
Charles H. T. Lowndes, 
George H. Barber. 
George Rothganger, 
George T. Smith. 
George A. Lung. 
Luther L. Von Wedekind. 
Edward 8. Bogert, jr. 
Leckinski W. Spratling. 
Robert M. Kennedy. 
Norman J. Blackwood, 
William C. Braisted. 
Sheldon G. Evans. 
Adrian R. Alfred. 

John E. Page. 
Middleton 8. Guest. 


Passed assistant surgeons to be surgeons, 


Joseph A. Guthrie. 
Charles M. De Valin. 
Charles P. Bagg. 

Carl De W. Brownell. 
Henry D. Wilson. 
Lewis Morris. 

John M. Moore. 
Edward M. Shipp. 
Charles E. Riggs. 
James F’, Leys. 

Frank C. Cook. 
Ammen Farenholt. 
Charles P. Kindleberger, 
Arthur W. Dunbar. 
Theodore W. Richards. 
Reginald K. Smith. 
Moulton K. Johnson. 
William M. Wheeler. 
Middleton S. Elliott. 
Frank L. Pleadwell. 
Dudley N. Carpenter. 
Daniel H. Morgan. 
James C. Pryor. 
Washington B. Grove, 
Raymond Spear. 
Harold H. Haas. 
William H. Bucher. 
Edgar Thompson. 
Elon O. Huntington. 
John B, Dennis. 


Passed assistant surgeons in the Navy to have the rank of 


lieutenant. 
Ralph T. Orvis. 
David B. Kerr. 
Eugene J. Grow. 
Alfred G. Grunwell. 
Cary D. Langhorne. 
Joseph C, Thompson, 
Frederick L. Benton, 
Will M. Garton. 
Frank E. McCullough. 
Francis M. Furlong. 
Granville L. Angeny, 
William H. Bell. 
Holton C, Curl. 
William L. Bell. 
Richmond C. Holcomb. 
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Edward G. Parker. 
Barton L. Wright. 
Ralph W. Plummer. 
Henry E. Odell. 
James 8. Taylor. 
Joseph A. Murphy. 
John T. Kennedy. 
Karl Ohnesorg. 


Assistant surgeons to be passed assistant surgeons. 


Asst. Surg. Joseph A. Murphy, to be a passed assistant surgeon | 


in the Navy, from the 3d day of January, 1903 (subject to the 
examinations required by law), to fill a vacancy existing in that 
grade on that date. 

Asst. Surg. John T. Kennedy, to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy, from the 15th day of January, 1903 (subject to the 
examinations required by law), to fill a vacancy existing in that 
grade on that date. 


Asst. Surg. Karl Ohnesorg, to be a passed assistant surgeon in | 


the Navy, from the 27th day of January, 1903 (subject to the ex- 
aminations required by law), to fill a vacancy existing in that 
grade on that date. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Maj. Charles H. Lauchheimer, to be assistant adjutant and in- 
spector in the United States Marine Corps with the rank of lieu- 
tenant-colonel, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject to the 
examinations required by law), to fill a vacancy created by an 
act of Congress approved that day. 

Maj. Thomas C. Prince, to be assistant quartermaster in the 
United States Marine Corps with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 
from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject to the examinations re- 
quired by law), to fill a vacancy created by an act of Congress 
approved that day. 

aj. George Richards, to be assistant paymaster in the United 
States Marine Corps with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, from 
the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required 
by law), to fill a vacancy created by an act of Congress approved 
that day. 

Capt. Cyrus 8. Radford, to be assistant quartermaster in the 
United States Marine Corps with the rank of major, from the 3d 
day of March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), 
to fill an existing vacancy. 

Lieut. Col. Mancil C. Goodrell, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a colonel in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 1903 
(subject to the examinations required by law), in accordance 
with the provisions of an act of Congress, approved on that date, 
making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 

Lieut. Col. George F. Elliott, United States Marine Corps, an 
additional number in his grade, to be a colonel in the Marine 
Corps, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject to the examina- 
tions required by law), vice Lieut. Col. Mancil C. Goodrell, pro- 
moted, in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1901. 

Maj. William P. Biddle, United States Marine Corps, to be a 
lieutenant-colonel in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 
1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice Lieut. 
Col. Mancil C. Goodrell, promoted. 

Maj. Littleton W. T. Waller, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a lieutenant-colonel in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of 
March, 1903 (subject to the examinations uired by law), in 
accordance with the provisions of an act of Conaeens, approved 
on that date, making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other purposes. 

Capt. James K. Mahoney, United States Marine Corps, to be a 
major in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (sub- 

ject to the examinations required by law), vice Maj. William P. 
iddle, promoted. 

Capt. Con M. Perkins, United States Marine Corps, to be a ma- 
jor in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice Maj. Littleton W. 'T. 
Waller, promoted. 


Captains of the United States Marine Corps to be majors. 


Joseph H. Pendleton. 
John A. Lejeune. 
Eli K. Cole. 
Theodore P. Kane. 
Lewis C. Lucas. 
First lieutenants to be captains. 


First Lieut. Logan Feland, United States Marine Corps, to be 
a captain in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 1903 
(subject to the examinations required by law), vice Capt. James 
E. Mahoney, promoted. 








First Lieut. William H. Clifford, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a captain in the Marine Corps, from the 8d day of March, 
1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice Capt. 
Con M. Perkins, promoted. 

First Lieut. John H. A. Day, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a captain in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 1903 
(subject to the examinations required by law), vice Capt. Joseph 
H. Pendleton, promoted. 

First Lieut. John 8S. Bates, United States Marine Corps, to be 
a captain in the Marine Corps, from the 8d day of March, 1908 
(subject to the examinations required by law), vice Capt. John A. 
Lejeune, promoted. 

First Lieut. James W. Broatch, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a captain in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 
1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice Capt. 
Eli K. Cole, promoted. 

First Lieut. Benjamin B. Woog, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a captain in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 
1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice Capt. 
Theodore P. Kane, promoted. 

First Lieut. William Hopkins, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a captain in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 1903 
(subject to the examinations required by law), vice Capt. Lewis 
C. Lucas, promoted. 

Dickinson P. Hall. 

Arthur E. Harding. 

William W. Low. 

Charles H. Lyman. 

Charles C. Carpenter. 

Louis M. Little. 

Leof M. Harding. 

Frederic M. Wise. 

Richard M. Cutts. 

Harold C. Snyder. 

Wirt McCreary. 

Wade L. Jolly. 


Second lieutenants to be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut. William G. Fay, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of 
March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice 
First Lieut. Logan Feland, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Robert Y. Rhea, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of 
March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice 
First Lieut. William H. Clifford, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frank J. Schwable, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 8d day of 
March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice 
First Lieut. John H. A. Day, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Eli T. Freyer, United States Marine Corps, to be 
a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 
1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice First 
Lieut. John 8. Bates, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Thomas Holcomb, jr., United States Marine 
Corps, to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d 
day of March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), 
vice First Lieut. James W. Broatch, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John P. V. Gridley, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant in the Mariné Corps, from the 3d day of 
March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice 
First Lieut. Benjamin B. Woog, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Rupert C. Dewey, United States Marine Corps 
to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of 
March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice 
First Lieut. William Hopkins, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edward A. Greene, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of 
March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice 
First Lieut. Dickinson P. Hall, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edward B. Manwaring, United States Marine 
Corps, to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d 
day of March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), 
vice First Lieut. Arthur E. Harding, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William E. Smith, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 8d day of 
March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice 
First Lieut. William W. Low, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Thomas M. Clinton, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of 
March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice 
First Lieut. Charles H. Lyman, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Hamilton D. South, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of 
March, 1903 (swbject to the examinations required by law), vice 
First Lieut. Charles C. Carpenter, promoted. 
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Second Lieut. Theodore Monell, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 
1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice First 
Lieut. Louis M. Little, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edgar Hayes, United States Marine Corps, to be 
a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 
1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice First 
Lieut. Leof M. Harding, promoted. 

Second Lieut. James T. Buttrick, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps,from the 3d day of 
March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice 
First Lieut. Frederic M. Wise, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Raymond B. Sullivan, United States Marine 
oo to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day 
of March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), 
vice First Lieut. Richard M. Cutts, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Giles Bishop, jr., United States Marine Corps, to 
be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 
1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice First 
Lieut. Harold C. Snyder, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frank Halford, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 
1903 (subject to the ‘examinations required by law), vice First 
Lieut. Wirt McCreary, promoted. 

Second Lieut. James K. Tracy, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 
1903 (subject to the examinations required by law), vice First 
Lieut. Wade L. Jolly, promoted. 

Second lieutenants in the Marine Corps to be first lieutenants 
from the 8d day of March, 1903, 

Ellis B. Miller. 

Arthur J. O’Leary. 

Berton W. Sibley. 

Frank F. Robards. 

Raymond W. Dikeman, 

Harold Colvocoi esses. 

William Bracket. 

Chandler Camp! ell. 

William L. Redles. 

Fred A. Udell. 

Austin C. Rogers. 

Provence McCormick, jr. 

Woodell A. Pickering. 

Franklin 8. Wiltse. 

Howard H. Kipp. 

John W. McCiaskey. 

Fred A. Ramsey. 

Hilary A. Herbert, jr. 

Walter E. Noa. 

Earl H. Ellis. 

John A. Hughes. 

Arthur McAllister. 

Alonzo C. Baker. 

Harvey C. Egan. 

Thomas C. Turner. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Paymasters to be pay inspectors. 
George W. Simpson. 
Harry R. Sullivan. 
Passed assistant paymasters to be paymasters. 


Passed Assistant Paymaster George P. Dyer, to be paymaster | 
in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject to the exami- 
ae eee by law), vice Paymaster George W. Simpson, 
romo . 

r Passed Assistant Paymaster Robert H. Woods, to be a pay- | 
master in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject to | 
the examinations required by law), vice Paymaster Harry R. 
Sullivan, promoted. 


Passed assistant paymasters to be paymasters in the Navy from 
the 8d day of March, 1903. 
Robert H. Orr. 


William A. Merritt. 
Franklin W. Hart. 
Harrison L. Robins. 
Webb V. H. Rose. 
William H. Doherty. 
Charles Morris, jr. 
Frederick K. Perkins. 


Theodore J. Arms. 
George R. Venable. 
Howard P. Ash. 

Hugh R. Insley. 
George M. Stackhouse, 





Grey Skipwith. 
Trevor W. Leutze. 
McGill R. Goldsborough, 
David V. Chadwick. 
Eugene C. Tobey. 
Arthur H. Cathcart. 
Jonathan Brooks. 
Eugene F. Hall. 
Dexter Tiffany, jr. 
Franklin P. Sackett. 
David M. Addison. 
William T. Wallace. 
Victor S. Jackson. 
John R. Sanford. 
Assistant paymasters to be paymasters in the Navy from the 3d 
day of March, 1903. 
Herbert E. Stevens. 
Charles R. O’Leary. 
Charles W. Eliason. 
Cuthbert J. Cleborne. 
Philip W. Delano. 
John D. Robnett. 
Stewart Rhodes. 
George W. Pigman, jr. 
Assistant paymasters to be passed assistant paymasters. 


Assistant Paymaster Perry G. Kennard, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master George P. Dyer, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster George W. Reeves, jr., to be a passed 
assistant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, i903 
(subject to the examinations required by law), vice Passed 
Assistant Paymaster Robert H. Woods, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Walter T. Camp to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master Robert H. Orr, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Ray Spear, to be a passed assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject to 
the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master William A. Merritt, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Christian J. Peoples, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (sub- 
ject to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant 
Paymaster Franklin W. Hart, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster William B. Rogers, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March. 1903 (s«hject 
to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master Harrison L. Robins, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Thomas D. Harris, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, i903 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master Webb V. H. Rose, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster John F. Hatch, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master William H. Doherty, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Frederick G. Pyne, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master Charles Morris, jr., promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Frederick B. Colby, to bea passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master Frederick K. Perkins, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Edward E. Goodhue, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (sub- 
ject to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant 
Paymaster George C. Schafer, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster William R. Bowne, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (sub- 
ject to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant 
Paymaster Theodore J. Arms, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Rishworth Nicholson, to be a passed as- 
sistant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 
(subject to the examinations required by law), vice Passed As- 
sistant Paymaster George R. Venable, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster John D. Barber, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master Howard P. Ash, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Edward T. Hoopes, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master Hugh R. Insley, promoted. 
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‘Assistant Paymaster Walter A. Greer, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from March 3, 1903 (subject to the exam- 
inations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Paymaster 
George M. Stackhouse, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Cecil 8. Baker, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d of March, 1903 (subject to 
the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master Grey Skipwith, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Gustavus R. Madden, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (sub- 
ject to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant 
Paymaster Trevor W. Leutze, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Donald W. Nesbit, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master McGill R. Goldsborough, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Arthur M. Pippin, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master David V. Chadwick, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster John S. Higgins, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master Eugene C. Tobey, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Ignatius T. Hagner, to bea passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master Arthur H. Cathcart, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster George P. Auld,to be a passed assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject to 
the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master Jonathan Brooks, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster James 8S. Beecher, to be a ed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master Eugene F. Hall, promoted. : 

Assistant Paymaster Henry A. Wise, jr., to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (sub- 
ject to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant 
Paymaster Dexter Tiffany, jr., promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Henry de F. Mel, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master Franklin P. Sackett, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster John A. B. Smith, jr., to be a passed as- 
sistant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 
(subject to the examinations required by law), vice Passed As- 
sistant Paymaster David M. Addison, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Felix R. Holt, to be a passed assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject to 
the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master William T. Wallace, promoted. 


Assistant Paymaster Emmett C. Gudger, to be a passed assistant | 


paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master Victor S. Jackson, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Stewart E. Barber, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice Passed Assistant Pay- 
master John R. Sanford, promoted. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

William R. Flinn, of Delaware, to be United States marshal 
for the district of Delaware, in place of John Cannon Short, term 
expired. 

POSTMASTERS, 
INDIANA. 


Charles Schalk, to be postmaster at Charlestown, in the county 
of Clark and State of Indiana, in place of James M. Teeple, de- 
ceased. 


Ulysses M. Swaysgood, to be aster at Waterloo, in the 
county of Dekalb and State of Indiana, in place of William H. 
Williams. Incumbent’s commission expired January 12, 1903. 

NEW JERSEY. 

William F. Proudfoot, to be postmaster at Roselle, in the county 
of Union and State of New Jersey, in place of William Proud- 
foot, to correct name. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 17, 1903. 
ASSISTANT TO THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


William A. Day, of the District of Columbia, to be assistant to 
the Attorney-General, as provided in the act of Congress approved 
March 8, 1903, entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations to supply 


deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1903, and for prior years, and for other purposes.”’ 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Paymaster James S. Phillips, to be a paymaster in the Navy with 
co Say of lieutenant-commander, from the 3d day of March, 

Commander George H. Kearny, to be a captain in the Navy, 
from the 7th day of March, 1903. 

Lieut. Commander Bradley A. Fiske, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the 7th day of March, 1903. 

Lieut. DeWitt C. Redgrave, to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy, from the 7th day of March, 1903. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edward McCauley, jr., to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy, from the 7th day of March, 1903. 


CONSUL-GENERAL, ‘ 


William Shaw Bowen, of Rhode Island, to be consul-general o 
the United States at Guayaquil, Ecuador. 


COURT OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 

CHIEF JUSTICE. 

Joseph R. Reed, of Iowa, 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICES. 

Henry C. Sluss, of Kansas. 
William W. Murray, of Tennessee. 
Wilbur F. Stone, of Colorado. 
Frank I. Osborne, of North Carolina, 


POSTMASTERS, 
INDIANA. 
Charles Schalk, to be postmaster at Charlestown, Ind. 
Ulysses M. Swaysgood, to be postmaster at Waterloo, Ind, 
NEW JERSEY. 
William F. Proudfoot, to be postmaster at Roselle, in the 
county of Union and State of New Jersey. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 18, 1908. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. F. J. PREtryMAN, of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES—LIMITATION OF DEBATE, 


Mr. HOAR. A few days ago the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLaTT] gave notice of a motion to amend the rules, and 
moved an amendment, which was referred to the Committee on 
Rules, and a day or two ago I made a like proposal, which was 
also referred. I ask unanimous consent that those two proposals 
be printed in document form, so as to be in convenient shape for 
using them and sending them to persons during the vacation. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That they be printed together 
in one document? 

Mr. HOAR. Together in one document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks that the two proposed amendments to the rules, sub- 
mitted by himself and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr], 
be printed together as a document. The Chair hears no objection 
to the request. 

APPOINTMENT OF LABORER. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the follow- 
ing resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. CocKRELL, reported it 
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he hereby is, authorized and 
directed to appoint a laborer, at an annual salary of $900, to be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise provided by law. 


INVESTIGATION OF AFFAIRS IN ALASKA, 


Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE], to report a substitute therefor, and I 
ask for its present consideration. } k 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed substitute will 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be, and er hereby are, 
authorized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to sit during the re- 
cess of the Sc .ate,at such times and places as the committee or a subcom- 
mittee may deem wise, to consider op bills or bills to be proposed rel- 
ative to the district of Alaska; to send for persons and pepere, take testimon 
and employ a stenographer; and that the expenses incurred shall be paid 
from the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers to be approved by the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
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Mr. BERRY. Mr. President-—— 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Let the resolution be read again. 


The Secretary again read the proposed substitute. 
Mr. BERRY. _I was going to suggest that the Senator from 


Tennessee [Mr. Bats], who is probably interested in this matter, 
is not in the Chamber at this moment, and I should like to have 
the resolution go over until he comes in. 

Mr. KEAN. I have no objection. 

Mr. BERRY. For the time being, until the Senator from Ten- 
nessee comes in, let it go over. 

Mr. KEAN. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be tem- 
porarily laid aside on the request of the Senator from Arkansas, 


THE ALASKAN BOUNDARY, 


On motion of Mr, LODGE, it was 


Ordered, That Senate Executive Document 146, Fiftieth Congress, second 
session, being a message from the President of the United States, transmit- 
ting a fae yh on the boundary line between Alaska and British Columbia, be 
reprinted, together with the maps, for the use of the Senate. 


POST-OFFICE AT INDIANOLA, MISS. 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, during the somewhat extended 
discussion in this Chamber of the matter of the post-office at In- 
dianola, Miss., I was detained at home by my own very serious 
sickness, and the fatal sickness of a member of my family and 
the distress occasioned thereby, and I had not then the oppor- 
tunity to come to my seat and participate in the discussion. I 
do not flatter myself, however, that the discussion lost anything 
of interest or value by reason of the fact that I was not heard. 
But there are some points which have not been brought out that 
are pertinent to that discussion, and, as I may consider the whole 
Indianola incident as an episode in the great race history, I shall 
ask the indulgence of the Senate this morning to briefly state 
- views. ; ; 

wish to say that I am perfectly satisfied with the masterly 
manner in which my colleague [Mr. McLAuRIN] discussed this 
question, and also to acknowledge with gratitude the efforts, 
earnest and able, which the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN] and the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack] and 
others gave to the discussion. 

It is not my intention now to detain the Senate. Iam perfectly 
conscious that the Senate is anxious to adjourn, and naturally so, 
and I would not stand in the way of an early adjournment. I 
shall content myself, therefore, by asking leave to put the manu- 
script I have in the RecorD as a part of my remarks, and with 
that I shall yield the floor for a motion to go into executive 
session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
request? 

r. MONEY. Itis that I may be permitted to make part of 
my remarks certain papers that 1 have here and others which I 
may prepare. 

Mr. CULLOM. Other documents, which the Senator proposes 
to print? 

Mr. MONEY. They are not documents exactly, but my own 
views. I wish to say to the Senator that of course what I shall 
print without having first said will not be personal to anyone nor 
offensive to anybody, but it will simply and purely be an argu- 
ment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection, so far as I am concerned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from Mississippi? 

r. BACON. What is the request? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi 


asks that he may have leave to print in the REcoRD a speech he | 
Is there objection? | 


proposes to make on the Indianola post-office. 
mone HOAR. Mr. President, I feel constrained to object. 
ow-— 

Mr. MONEY. Very well, I will go on then. 

Mr. HOAR. May I state to the honorable Senator—— 

Mr. MONEY. I wish to state to the Senator that if he is not 
willing to accede to the request I will go on with my speech. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. Possibly if my honorable friend had 
reflected for a moment he would not have interposed in the mid- 
dle of a sentence without hearing what I had intended to say. 

Mr. MONEY. I beg pardon of the Senator. I will permit him 
to goon. I did not intend to interrupt him. 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to say that I believe there is no in- 
stance in the history of the Senate of giving leave to print remarks 
that have not been made on the floor except what has happened 
within the last day or two in relation to the executive session. 
However, I may be mistaken. When that leave is given it should 
be done with a full understanding on the part of every Senator 
that we are inaugurating a new fashion which has some advan- 
tages and a great many disadvantages. 

Now, in a case where a Senator has been ill, when a Senator 


Will the Senator restate his | 





*mancan not make a landing when he expects to. 


who everybody knows would not abuse such a confidence, like the 
honorable Senator from Mississippi, whom we all respect, I do 
not want to be making an ungracious objection, but I hope some 
way may be contrived to avoid doing that. 


Mr. BACON. 
a moment? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I should regret exceedingly to 
see inaugurated in the Senate the custom of printing speeches 
which were not delivered. Unless there is some very urgent 
reason on account of the immediate adjournment of the Senate 
or the illness of a Senator I should certainly object. 

Mr. MONEY. One objection, I think, is sufficient, and that 
has already been made. 

Mr. BACON. I know that, but I desire that it shall not ap- 
pear as coming simply from one side of the Chamber. I think it 
would be a very reprehensible practice. The Senator knows my 
personal regard for him and he knows that I would not interpose 
any objection without the gravest reason therefor. I feel con- 
strained to object to the inauguration of that which will lead, I 
think, to great trouble in the future. If it is done in one case it 
must necessarily be done in others. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Mississippi permit me to 
say a word? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. BERRY. For one word only. 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. If Iam not very much mistaken, there has been 
at this session a very long speech printed and a very small part 
of it only was made upon the floor of the Senate, and not only 
that, but the speech has been printed as adocument. I will say 
to the Senator from Massachusetts that I think I saw one of that 
kind the other day. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not remember it. I do not know exactly 
what happened in executive session, but that stands on its own 
peculiar merits. 

Mr. BERRY. This was not in executive session. 

Mr. BACON. I think the speech to which the Senator refers ig 
made up almost entirely of statistical tables, and that would place 
it on a different ground. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Missis- 
sippi will permit me, I will state that I chanced to be in the chair 
at the time that speech was delivered. A Senator spoke for a few 
minutes and asked permission to print certain data, which was 
granted by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LODGE. I will say in regard to that speech, with which 
Tam familiar, that it was a mass of statistical tables. 

Mr. BERRY. Not entirely, I will say to the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Practically all but the first part, which the Sen- 
ator delivered. The rest was composed entirely of statistical 
tables, I think the Senator will find. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, the resolution which Iintroduced 
the other day as a basis for these remarks, which I had lie on the 
table to be called up at my convenience, was intended to give me 
an opportunity to make this speech, and I had no other intention 
until late yesterday evening, when I learned from the other side 
of the Chamber that it was their desire I should not consume the 
time I might think necessary. There was an agreement among 
certain gentlemen. I do not know who they were; I can not say, 
because my friend the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLacksurRnN] 
saw them about it. They proposed that I should take the floor 
for ten or fifteen minutes, simply to introduce myself, and then 
ask leave for revision. In that way I could have put in what I 
chose. I did not stop to consider whether there was any prece- 
dent therefor or not. I only acceded to the wishes of the other 
side of the Chamber. 

Of course if I should begin the speech, I do not know when I 
shall get through, because I have no written speech, and I never 
did have one. I may be carried off on the current of my own 
talk, as far as that is concerned. It sometimes happens that a 
But I have no 
desire to interfere with the action of the Senate or retard the ad- 
journment or anything of the sort, and Iam willing to concur in 
the wishes expressed on the other side. That is all. 

If it is unusual and if it is so dangerous as a precedent, as is 
supposed by the Senators from Massachusetts and Georgia, then, 
of course, I will goon now. The idea was not at all of my own 
origination, and I was not aware that it was a violation of prece- 
dent. I notice that we frequently say “‘ I ask that this be made 
a part of my remarks,’’ and the manuscript is turned over to the 
desk, and it is not read in the presence of the Senate, and that is 
just as much a part of the remarks as though it had been deliv- 
ered. We have had a great many rules in this body. [I believe 
Thomas Jefferson’s rules forbade a Senator to read his own speech. 


Will the Senator from Mississippi pardon me for 
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‘Mr. HOAR. It was not done until Isaac Hill, of New Hamp- 
shire, read a speech here. 

‘ Mr.MONEY. A great many have been read since I have been 
ere. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will permit me one word—I do not 
think I ever did anything more reluctantly than interposing—but 
I think if this Senatorial rule is to be abrogated or changed it 
ought to be done by a full consideration of both sides of the 


Chamber. If our friends on the Democratic side think that that | 


is on the whole a good doctrine to establish, and we agree with 
them, it ought then to be done, but I confess I have supposed 


that the old practice tended very much to preserve the dignity | 


and authority of the Senate; that nothing was said here by a 
Senator which every other Senator had not the opportunity to 
listen to and to encounter if he saw fit. I think I ought to join 
with the Senator from Georgia in an objection. 

Mr. MONEY. Very well. Mr. President, I understand that I 
could have avoided this difficulty by speaking for ten minutes 
and then asking leave to insert, as part of my remarks, certain 
manuscripts that Ihave. I should like to know whether that is 
true or not. Ido not want to take up the time of the Senate 
after the expression of the other side yesterday afternoon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator address his 
inquiry to the Chair? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair has never known | 


the license to go any further than this: When a Senator was 
making a speech and desired to introduce matter foreign to his 
own personal address it has been allowed. Documents which 
were referred to have been allowed to be printed as a part of the 


speech. In one or two cases the Chair remembers that memorial | 


addresses which had been prepared, and by reason of sickness 


had not been delivered at the time, have been directed to be placed | 


in the Recorp. The Chair is not informed that the Senate has 
ever gone any further than that in the direction of printing re- 
marks which are not made in the Senate. Of course, the Chair 
makes no ruling in relation to it. 

Mr. MONEY. Yes; I understand. I was asking for informa- 
tion which I knew the Chair could give. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President. we have made a precedent at 
this session. ido not mean to say that it ought to control us by 
any means; but if anyone will look at the Recorp of February 


‘14 last, he will find a speech which, I think, might have taken ten 


minutes. It commences on the first page of the RECORD, page 
2281, and is concluded on page 2327—nearly 50 pages of the Rro- 
ORD. That speech contains a large number of extracts from 
testimony and documents and some conclusions that are drawn 
from it, and undoubtedly it is not in accordance with the rule 
which has prevailed in the Senate heretofore. I only want to 
call attention to this speech because the Senator from Massachu- 
setts |Mr. Loper] thought it was composed of statistics. It was 
not entirely composed of statistics. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Colo- 
rado allow the Chair simply to state, in relation to that speech, 
that the present Presiding Officer was not in the chair? The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] was in the chair, 
and he has already stated to the Senate that the request made 
was that the tables and matters quoted might be printed in the 
RECORD, as the Chair understood the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire this morning to state. That was the request which was 
granted in the printing of the speech. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say that there is nothing in the speech 
which anybody would object to, and I did not mean to imply that 
such was the case. The speech is a proper one, had it been de- 
livered; but it hardly comes within the description the Senator 
from Massachusetts makes, that it was simply statistics. It was 
a little more than that. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will permit me, I will say that 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts will find that in this doc- 
ument form the small-type matter commences on page 84 and the 
speech contains 111 pages. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
find that it was not made up of statistics. Isimply want to make 
good what I said had been done. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, as I said, my intention was to 
speak, and the leave that I asked this morning was in accordance 
with what I understood from my friend the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLackBURN] to be fixed on the other side of the 
Chamber, in order to avoid the consumption of time, which I was 
very loath to make in the present condition of the Senate, with 
the anxiety to adjourn, which I recognize. 

I wish also to say that I have never read any speeches in this 
body yet. I never wrote any, and I disapprove as much as the 
Senator from Massachusetts the habit of writing speeches, al- 
though I can say to the honorable and scholarly and learned 
Senator that I know of very few great orators who have not 
written their speeches. Demosthenes wrote his thirteen times, the 





| last time merely to secure a musical rhythm, before he was satis- 

fied to deliver them to the democracy of Athens. Daniel Webster 
| wrote all his speeches except those that were immediately called 

forth, as the one in reply to Hayne. Mr. Lamar wrote his 

speeches and rehearsed them to his friends, and he was an orator. 
| I want to say that Marcus Tullius Cicero, who had some reputa- 
| tion some two thousand years ago, wrote nearly every single one 
| of his, and even his famous invective against Catiline, as it comes 
to us, was an elaborated revision of his speech made in the Roman 
| Senate. We have instances all through the country of men who 
| wrote their speeches, and who have been the great orators of all 
times. I will except such men as William L. Yancey and §. 8. 
Prentiss, of Mississippi, the two greatest orators, perhaps, as far 
| as eloquence goes, that this country has ever produced, or prob- 
ably any other. 

So I have no objection to anybody writing his speeches, though 
I have never had the habit of writing my speeches and never asked 
consent to print tables, because I do not deal much in tables. I 
am not very much of a statistician, althoughI know their value. 
As Buckle says, they are the anatomy of history, and therefore 
the student of history must be somewhat acquainted with statis- 
tics. I ought to have said that I have not here, but 1 intend to 
place in my remarks some statistics from very great authorities 
that will tend to elucidate certain statements that I will make 
upon really what shall be the main subject of my speech. 

The post-office at Indianola is a sort of curtain raiserforme. I 
intend to speak upon the race question mainly. 

In the first place, there has been a good deal said here in debate, 
| as far as I could get it, and I want to say that I have not had the 
| time to have read to me any speech that has been made except 
the speech made by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK]. 
I have not had the time to have read to me the speech of the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin | Mr. SPOONER], which I have here, with the 
intention of quoting it, and the speech of the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], and of my colleague [Mr. McLaurin]. 

I will also state in this connection that I have never received a 
single letter or telegram or message from the people of Indianola 
concerning this post-office. They knew that I was sick at the 
time and that I could not be troubled with business of any sort, 
and I was not permitted to have the RecorpD read to me. Con- 
| sequently I am about as ignorant as the average Senator is on this 
| floor; I mean those Senators in whose States there is no such oc. 
| currence, and therefore no particular interest necessary on their 
| part. 
| : But I am going to call attention to some points of law that have 
| been adduced here. In the first place, the Revised Statutes, in 
| section 3864, provide that— 

The Postmaster-General may discontinue any post-office where the safety 
and security of the postal service and revenues are endangered from any 
cause whatever, or where the efficiency of the service requires such discon- 
tinuance, and he shall promptly certify such discontinuance to the Sixth 
Auditor. (June 8, 1872. R. 8., sec. 3864.) 

There is nothing said about the President; it is the Postmaster- 
General. Then section 3966 provides that— 

The Postmaster-General shall cause a mail to be carried from the nearest 
post-office on any established t-road to the court-house of any county in 
the United States which is without a mail. 

It has been admitted, I understand, by the learned Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] that this law would prevent the 
President or the Postmaster-General, to whom the authority is 
given, from discontinuing a post-office at any court-house town. 
The claim was, however, that this was not an abolition but a 
temporary suspension, as I understood, of the office at this point 
and was not intended to be perpetual. 

Now, Mr. President, with that admission on the part of the 
able lawyer the Senator from Wisconsin, I think it could be very 
safely said that if this was done because of the only reason the 
statute permits, that the postal service is endangered in its peace 
and security, or its revenue was endangered, the discontinuance 
of the post-office has been sufficiently long. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Will 
the Senator from pmo og yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to say simply a 
word? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER, I had not gone through the statutes for the 

mrpose of discovering whether there was any provision prohibit- 

ing the discontinuance of a post-office at a county town. I found 
in the papers a recommendation that the post-office be discon- 
tinued, and later a report that as it was a county town it could 
not be discontinued under the law. My contention was that the 
Senator from Mississippi, the Senator’s colleague [Mr. McLaurin}, 
was entirely inaccurate when he stated that the office had been 
discontinued. 

Mr. CARMACK. Abolished, 
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Mr. SPOONER. It is the same thing as discontinuing it if you | a condition of things that justifies him in believing that the 


abolish it. 

Mr. MONEY. No; I beg pardon. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well; abolished. 

Mr. MONEY. Both words are used in the statute. 

Mr. SPOONER. My proposition was that the office had not 
been abolished; that it-was closed; that there was still a post- 
mistress who was borne on the rolls of the Government as a 
postmistress, receiving her salary as a postmistress, ready to dis- 
charge her duties as postmistress; but that she was not permitted 
by the locality there to perform her functions, and therefore it 
was not the Administration which had discontinued or closed the 
post-office but the people of Indianola. That was my contention. 

Mr. MONEY. I think, if the Senator will examine his speech, 
he admitted that it would be a violation of the statute if it was 
to be a permanent discontinuance. 

Mr. SPOONER. Isay,I admit that now, from what I have 
heard, and from what I read. 

Mr. MONEY. That was all. 

Mr. SPOONER. I stated in my speech that the President has 
not the power to abolish a post-office in a county town. 

Mr. MONEY. Yes,sir; lunderstand that. lam onlyspeaking 
of this one point. 

The fact that there was a postmaster appointed at that partic- 
ular town aad living somewhere else certainly would not prevent 
the mail carrier from delivering the mail at a point which is a 
court-housetown. Now,there isin this little town of about twelve 
or fifteen hundred peoplea court-house, and terms of the chancery 
and circuit courtsare held theretwicea yeareach. In those courts 
there is a necessity for records and copies and transcripts from the 
capital of the State, at Jackson, and other court-house records. 
There is the presence there of lawyers and witnesses and parties 
tosuits. The inconvenience of being without a post-office ought 
to be considered along with the inconvenience of a postmaster who 
is elsewhere and drawing a salary, as is stated by my friend from 
Wisconsin. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to ask you when was this statute 
passed that permits the Postmaster-General to discontinue a 
oo t was distinctly a war measure. It was passed in 

ebruary, 1861, for the reason that every day it found an increase 
of territory to the Confederacy, and the mail of the United States 
was gradually withdrawn from the territory occupied or seceded 
by the United States to the Confederacy, and it was a necessity to 
enable the Postmaster-General to discontinue a post-office where 
the mail could not be delivered because it was in another coun- 
try, a foreign country, an alien country, and a hostile country. 
That was the origin of this statute. It was intended to cover the 
exigencies of war, as far as they applied tothe postal service of the 
United States. Then in 1872, in the revision, the statute was 
modified and simplified and reduced in volume so as to contain 
what we have to-day on the books, and which I read a moment 
ago, four or five lines. 

Now, resting on that, I could say some things about the author- 
ity that is given and the natural rights that come in conflict with 
that authority. Then I go further and cite the statute which 
gives these court-houses a mail, not authorizing, as I understand, 
anybody to discontinue it for any reason whatever, because of 
the fact which I cited a few moments ago—of the sitting of the 
courts at the court-house town and the necessity for the prompt 
transmission of mails referring to suits brought before that court, 
either from neighboring counties or generally from the statehouse 
or capital of the State. 

Now, Mr. President, this is the authority, and there is no other 
in the statute books granted to the Postmaster-General. and none 
whatever to the President. As I said, it was born of the exigen- 
= of the civil war, when territory was lapsing from under the 
authorit 
standard of the authority of the Confederate States. 
absolute necessity. 
found necessary in certain cases when the safety and security, 
using the language of the statute, was endangered to suspend 
permanently or temporarily the office. That is all granted. 

Now, Mr. President, that sets up thisstate of affairs: An author- 


It was an 


of the United States and being brought under the | 


It was continued afterwards because it was | 





granted by Congress to a Postmaster-General, an executive | 


i 
mo hg to do a certain thing, and, on the other hand, the inherent, 
natural, and constitutional right of a community of citizens of the 
United States, who are ar and entitled to the benefit of 
the postal service, to have that postal service regularly, as is the 
custom in other places. 
It is true that that natural and constitutional right can be over- 
ridden by the authority granted to the Postmaster-General. The 
uestion is, then, Upon what ground shall the judgment of the 
ostmaster-General be exercised in the performance of this duty? 
It will be exercised, I undertake to say, by a conscientious officer 
upon the condition of things of which he is perfectly informed, 





safety of the service or of its revenues is endangered; and unless 
he can satisfy himself, without the shadow of a doubt, that that 
condition exists, then he ought to withhold the authority he has 
in deference to the natural and constitutional rights of a great 
community to their mail. 

This thing has been brought up right now not only for the 
reason that I did not participate in the discussion, but by the 
fact that the President of the United States, or the Postmaster- 
General, acting under his direction, issued orders to carry this 
mail to a place some 30 miles beyond. There was a post-office— 
Heathman—within 4 miles of Indianola, at which the mail could 
easily have been delivered, being also on the same railroad, and 
the people could haveavailed themselves of the contiguity to sup- 
ply themselves with their own mail, but the mail there went on 
to Greenville. 

Then, in order to avoid the extreme inconvenience of going 30 
miles for a letter, the people there addressed their correspondence 
from Heathman and asked that their letters be directed to Heath- 
man, Miss. In spite of that direction, plainly written on the let- 
ters, the postal clerks insisted upon carrying some very important 
letters on to Greenville. Among others there was a very impor- 
tant letter to Mr. G. W. Faison, addressed to Faisonia, Miss., 
not to Greenville nor to Indianola. All the mail addressed to 
Heathman was brought to Greenville. The bank of Indianola, 
for instance, had an important letter addressed to Heathman, 
Miss., carried on to Greenville. The mail of Hon. D. M. Quinn, 
county superintendent of education, that he ordered addressed to 
Heathman was carried on to Greenville, and so was the mail of Mr. 
Faison and many others; and in addition to that some hundred 
more of letters containing checks from the pension agent were 
sent to Heathman that belonged to pensioners, colored men, liv- 
ing in the delivery of Indianola, and those letters come back here 
to the Dead-Letter Office, to be returned again to these pension- 
ers, who, I suppose, were in great need of the money at the time 
it should have been received. 

This I mention as illustrating not only the inconvenience, but 
the persistent obstinacy on the part of some branch of the De- 
partment in not making any effort to meet the requirements and 
necessities, in a peaceful and safe way, of the citizens of Indian- 
ola. When they order their letters addressed to Heathman they 
are carried to Greenville, in some instances, just as though they 
were addressed to Indianola. 

Now, Mr. President, that is an unwarranted interference with 
the liberties and the rights of the people of Indianola. 

Mr. CARMACK. DoI understand the Senator to say that let- 
ters addressed to Heathman are carried to Greenville? 

Mr. MONEY. I say so, and important letters—letters for the 
superintendent of education, and the banks, leading merchants 
and lawyers, and others. I donot know whether a court has been 
in session in that town or not since that time, because I have not 
inquired. 

Now, Mr. President, it is a very serious thing to interfere with 
the constitutional rights of a great community to receive their 
mail, which brings them into intercourse with every part of the 
United States and the world. And the people abroad were them- 
selves as much interested, as is evidenced by the action taken by 
the leading newspapers of the country. Throughout the whole 
South there was not a single newspaper, I 4m informed by those 
who searched them for information, which approved this action, 
and I understand also that the leading newspapers in the East, 
especially the pictorial papers of the same politics with the Ad- 
ministration, were not slow to show their indignation and resent- 
ment of this, what I can not call the usurpation of authority, but 
a misuse of authority. The court-house town has been deprived 
of the mail when, as the law says, it shall not be, and so far the 
only excuse I know of has been that it is not permanent. But 
the statute does not say ‘‘permanent.”’ It says the mail shall 
be delivered, and the mail has not been delivered. There is no 
question whatever about temporary or permanent in that relation. 

Now, as to the occasion of the discontinuance of the post-office 
at Indianola, not considering the county-seat question at all, we 
have had what? Two meetings of citizens. It is presumed that 
under our Constitution the assemblage of citizens to consult about 
their affairs, whether they be political, business, social, or any 
other kind, is permitted. In fact, it is guaranteed to them as a 
= of an inalienable and inherent right on their part to peace- 

ully assemble. But in the action of these two meetings of citi- 
zens, the last of which I am told was attended by almost every 
person living in the town of Indianola, there was an expression 
not in any set speech, not in any written resolution, but in the 
general talk, that this postmaster should resign. Whether that 
Was moral duress, as is claimed, I believe, by the Senator from 
Wisconsin, is a question, but I am inclined to believe with 
him, I will frankly say, that it did contain a moral duress, It 












had the desired effect in bringing from the postmaster a resigna- 
tion, to take effect at a future day, which was sent to this meet- 
ing by the hand of a prominent lawyer of the place. 

The postmaster resigned. The people were without their mail. 
This condition had gone on for three months. On Monday be- 
fore last I visited the Postmaster-General, who was about to leave 
for Porto Rico. I was not aware of it, but I detained him long 
enough to get from him what was intended to be done. I in- 
formed him that I had no request to make and no proposition to 
make or receive; that I was not authorized to come there by any- 
body, but that I came upon my own motion and for my own 
guidance. He said he had no proposition to make, and I said, 
“T have no authority to receive it, nor have I any to make my- 
self, but I should like to know what is it you purpose to do? 
What is the intention of the Administration in regard to that 
people?’ His reply was that when this postmaster was permitted 
to return upon a satisfactory guaranty from the sheriff of the 
county and the mayor of the town that she would be permitted 
to exercise the functions of the office for sixty or perhaps ninety 
days, and then, with no disturbance whatever, if she saw fit of 
her free will to tender her resignation, he would consider it—not 
that he would accept it, but that he would consider it. 

It seems to me that when I get that language from the officer 
instructed by the statutes, there is something more than simply 
protecting the safety of the revenues or of the service; that there 
is something punitive conveyed in that language, and also some- 
thing vindictive. If it was intended to punish the people, in my 
opinion the punishment has gone far enough. The Department 
has shown to the world its authority. Nobody has disputed its 
authority. The disestablishment has gone on continuously. The 
people have resorted to various shifts until they have secured an 
arrangement which is very satisfactory to them, and so far as 
they are concerned I de not think they care a continental snap 
whether the office is restored or not; and as far as lam concerned 
it is nothing to me whether the court-house town shall have a mail 
as the law provides ov not. I willleave the Administration to take 
the responsibility of depriving that court-house town of their mail 
in violation of statutes. I think I can stand it if it can. 

Now, Mr. President, this is a country where all the power is 
supposed to spring from the people. Indeed, they are the source of 
power. We are here with two branches of Congress, the execu- 
tive, and the judiciary, simply as a government which the people 
by their sovereign will have established for their own ruling. 
They have reserved certain rights, and those rights should be re- 
spected, and it seems to me that in the exercise of judgment, 
which is required by this statute, the Postmaster-General ought 
by all means to do everything he possibly can to heal the breach, 
and not continue stubborn and vindictive, as is shown in this 
instance. 

A great English statesman once said that the very highest 
achievement of statesmanship was to make the people governed 
be in love with their government; and these are golden words of 
wisdom. This Department seems to have taken occasion of the 
incident at Indianola—which I do not say that I approve—to 
make the people of Mississippi hate the Administration. When 
the President—and I speak of him with all respect for him and 


























































lamentable death of President McKinley, who was exceedingly 
popular in the South, there was a disposition to receive the new 
President, the young President, with great favor. I was asked, 
being a personal friend of the President for many years, what 
sort of a man he was, and I described him as one friend would 
another, as a manly man, a man of great courage, of restless en- 
ergy and activity, with a desire always to be doing something. 
In other words, I thought he was going to make, as he told me he 
would, an American and not a sectional President. But, Mr. 


dream. He is not so much now an American President as he is 
the President of the black belt, extending immediately along the 
borders of the Northern States, containing enough black votes to 

hold the balance of power in several States. 
It seems to me the President is exceedingly more anxious—and 
T am not going beyond legitimate animadversion in this case—but 
he seems to me in this instance to have gone very much farther 
to please the negro vote, which holds the balance of power in IIli- 
nois, Ohio, Pennsylvania—no, [ will not say Pennsylvania, though 
there is a great negro vote there—but I will say New York, New 
Jersey, Delaware, West Virginia, and probably some other States. 
We do not consider him down South just now as the great Ame:i- 

can President. 

w It has been said also that this woman has been holding office 
| for a good many years and that she had the best bond that could 
be had. That is true. But does it indicate anything of lawless- 
ness in the people of Indianola that she has gone on for at least 
sixteen years, I believe somebody said, or twelve years, or some- 
thing like that? Why, Mr. President, when that woman was ap- 















for his high office—was brought into the Executive chair by the | 


President, a change seems to have come over the spirit of his | 


| a doctor and that he had left the place upon notice that his absence 
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pointed I went down to see her bond, because I was requested to 
do so by a leading lawyer of the place, to ascertain who gave the 
bond, because the people there did not believe it was a sufficient 
bond. I found on the bond the names of men I knew—the very 
best men in that part of the country. I found out afterwards 
that they went on this bond against the wishes of many of the 
people. I will say very frankly that they did not want a negro 
postmaster there; but they went on her bond to secure efficient 
service at that place, to preserve the post-office from disorder. It 
was the pressure of that bond made by two State senators, one 
now an ex-senator and one a senator at present, a leading banker, 
and a leading en that has produced the administration of the 
post-office which has been paraded here with great pride as an 
evidence of capacity and efficiency on her part. 

I want to say that I have no reflection whatever to make u 
the postmaster at that place. She would no doubt have made a 
good administration with this pressure, but it is believed by the 
people there, it was believed before the bond was made, and I 
believe here now, that good administration would have been im- 
possible but for the fact that she knew she would be thrown over 
by her bondsmen the moment there was disorder or irregularity 
in her office. If that same character of compulsion were used 
upon every postmaster, white as well as black, in this country, it 
would be very efficacious for the betterment of the postal service. 

There have been negro postmasters throughout the South and 
there has been no trouble made on account of them. I have 
helped to confirm them right here. In fact I stand here to-day, 
having served several years in the Senate, and say that I have 
never yet moved or signified any willingness to vote against the 
nomination of anybody who has been presented here for any office 
in any State, whether they have been white or black, Republican 
or Democrat. I have made that record because, in the first place, 
I think the Administration knows its business, and, in the next 
place, if the President wants to make the Republican party odious 
in Mississippi I shall give him liberty, so far as I am concerned, 
of doing it. I want to say of all the appointments ever made in 
the State of Mississippi none has given so much general disgust 
as some of those made by this Administration. 

Mr. President, it is true that there has been no disturbance, and 
I suppose it has disappointed some gentlemen that there have 
been no forays made upon post-offices and other offices held by 
black people down there; on the contrary, there has been nothing 
of the sort. Then they say, ‘* Why this ebullition of passion at 
this particular’ point at this time, with a woman in office, admin- 
istering the office satisfactorily; a woman of good character,”’ 
as I understand some one has said, ‘‘of stainless character, as 
good as that of anybody else in the world.” I will suppose that 
isso. Of course we are assuming it is so, and I have nothing to 
say against it. 

Mr. President, one reason why this thing occurred was because 
of the fact—and I say it here boldly, without intending to give 
offense to the President or to anyone else—that the question of 
social equality of the negro with the white man has been raised 
by the President of the United States, and that the people of my 
section do not like. 

It has been said by a political philosopher that when you lower 
the legal bar between two races living under the same govern- 
ment, immediately the social bar is raised. If there is anything 
on earth that God, I hope, will protect this country from, it is 
from the idea that there shall be, or ought to be, or ever can be 
possible any social equality between these two races. 

Now, Mr. President, we are down there in point of contact with 
the great bulk of the Africans in the United States. The scatter- 
ing few throughout the North are accorded no more privileges, 
nor half as many as are given to the negroes in the State of Mis- 
sissippi. They can do any sort of mechanical or other work they 
please there. I know there are several lawyers and doctors who 


| have not been disturbed, although one doctor was given notice to 


leave Indianola. I have never heard what the charge against him 
was, nor do I know whether there was any or not; but there was 
never any printed, and I never heard of his saying anything in 
his defense or inexculpation of himself. Ionly know that he was 


was more desirable than hiscompany. Another one left because, 
I understand, in this post-office he grossly insulted a young lady 
workinginastore. It is said the negro was talking unnecessarily 
loud and in an offensive way. But whatever may be said to the 
praise of the Indianola post-office and its conduct, it has been said 
to me by people who have been there that it had become a es 
place for the crap-shooting darkies of the town who congregate 
around there and discussed in pretty loud language all sorts of 
sabjects, to the displeasure and the keeping away from the office 
of ladies and children. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me a moment—— 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. It has not been said before that the lady 
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insulted by the colored man wasat the post-office, but that she was 
a white woman who was a clerk in a store. I¢ did not take place 


in the post-office. The man was a porter in the store in which 
this woman was a clerk, and it has been said that he made a very 
insulting proposition. 

Mr. MONEY. Iwill take the Senator’s statement as to that. 

Mr. SPOONER. But it has not been said that anything of that 
kind occurred in the post-office. 

Mr. MONEY. Then I will stand corrected on that. I think 
certainly the Senator will not think so poorly of me as to imagine 
that I would willingly misstate a fact. 

Mr. SPOONER. 1 knew the Senator would not. 

Mr. MONEY. I simply state what I heard. Of course the 
Senator has looked into these matters fully and is perhaps better 
informed about them than I am, andI will make the correction 


in the print. 
Mr. CARMACK, I think the Senator from Wisconsin is right 
about it. 


Mr. SPOONER. I was indorsed by the Senator’s colleague, 
who did not contend for any such thing. I believe the Senator 
from Mississippi would not want to put on record here an inac- 
curate statement. 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly not. 

Mr. CARMACK. As I have just said, the Senator from Wis- 
consin is right about that point. 

Mr. SPOONER. When I can have the indorsement of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. CaRMAcK] on a question of this kind, 
Iam very much pleased. 

Mr. MONEY. Itis disagreeable to me to talk about the race 
question. Itisa question I have thoroughly studied. I was born 
on a cotton plantation; I was nursed in the arms of an old black 
mammy, and I got the milk that nourished me from her breast. 
She died on my plantation years afterwards; she had a three 
days’ funeral, and every negro for many miles up and down the 
river was there. I have naturally the very kindest feeling for 
those who come in contact with me as my servants; but, never- 
theless, there is a race prejudice, and I thank God that there is, 
for it is more valuable to this country as a whole, it is more con- 
servative for the preservation of free institutions in America 
than the best principles that you can show on that side of the 
Chamber. 

De Tocqueville, perhaps the keenest inquirer into government 
that we have known, and second, perhaps, only to Thomas Jeffer- 
son as a political philosopher, said that the future of America 
was troubled by the presence of black men; that they could not 
commingle with the whites, and consequently there would be a 
war of extirpation. Thomas Jefferson, thirty years before that, 
said that there was nothing more certain written in the book of 
fate than that the blacks would be free, and that they could not 
live in the same territory with the whites in equality, political or 
any other sort. That sentiment was repeated by Mr. Lincoln in 
the great debates between him and Mr. Dougias. It is no new 
thing here, and it has been no new thing elsewhere until a very 
recent date. 

Mr. President, the Booker Washington incident is hardly 
worthy to be mentioned here at all, except simply as expressing 
the sentiment of the President of the United States as an official; 
and what he does is construed as official, no matter how personal 
the act may be. When he did that which touched the public 
sentiment it set everything agog in Mississippi, and it went all 
over the United States, and was construed as an official recogni- 
tion of the social equality of the black with the white man. 

When I am speaking to-day I want you to understand, Sena- 
tors, that I do not speak of classes. There is nosuch thing down 
there as a difference of classes; there is no such thing as a differ- 
ence of caste; it is a difference of race; and that race prejudice 
exists not only in the South, but greatly in the North, and in 
every country on this Peet in which an inferior and a superior 
race are mingled together under the saiae government, obeying 
the same law. 

I defy you to find a single exception to thisremark. When Wil- 
berforce, Clarkson, and their colaborers had secured the emanci- 
pation of the slaves in the West Indies in the English colony 
there, those ex-slaves were inducted into the privileges of citizen- 
ship, as they were here, and the history of that time states that 
every negro wanted to be a country squire, a justice of the peace, 
so that he could try cases; and they put on airs to suchanextent that 
at last it produced that celebrated revolt of Gordon, the mulatto, 
the hero of Cherry Hill, and Governor Eyre had to put it down with 
a good hard hand; in fact, he killed so many of them that he was 
himself recalled from his high office, because Exeter Hall and the 
philanthropic gentlemen associated with it did not like to do any- 
thing practical, but wanted government conducted under theo- 
ries which were impossible. 

How is it in India? In the number of tribes of people of the 
different regions in India there is there a great branch of the 
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Aryan family, the Indo-Germanic; and yet the English people 
resident in India—which has a population of 280,000,000, of every 
shade of color, from the pale Sikhs and Goorkhas of the hills down 
to almost black Mahrattas and the people of Deccan in the penin- 
sula leading down to Ceylon, and they are almost as black as 
negroes through there—and in that whole country no English- 
man, or any other white man, ever speaks of an Indian except as 
a “‘nigger.’’ Take the American troops out in the Philippines. 
Some of them are from the South, but most of them are from the 
North, because you have gota greater population in the North; 
but the Army is pretty well distributed. They are a brown peo- 
ple, who are at antipodes with Africa; they have no communica- 
tion with it, and yet the white people there composing the Ame:i- 
can element, to express their contempt for the Malay, who is a 
brown man, call hima “nigger.’”’” You can go to any country in 
the world where two peoples of aninferior and a superior race are 
mingled together, and the superior has always called the inferior 
anigger. Well, “ nigger” justsimply means “‘ black’’—** negro,”’ 
Spanish for “‘ black;’’ that is what it means—black. They are 
not black, but still the word “ nigger’’ goes beyond “‘ negro.’’ It 
is used everywhere to embrace the negroes and every other 
inferior race of people who are denominated by the epithet that 
encircles the globe. 

I mention this fact, Senators, to show you that the prejudice of 
the people of the South against social equality with the negro is 
not a local matter, but that it is a universal and world-wide sen- 


timent. 
Mr. FORAKER. Would the Senator object to me asking him 


a question? Of course, I do not like to interrupt the Senator. 
Mr. MONEY. It does not make any difference. I yield io the 
Senator. 


Mr. FORAKER. I certainly do not want to protract tho Sen- 
ator’s speech under the circumstances, yet I should like to ask 
him a question. 

Mr. MONEY. I shall be glad to hear it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand the Senator to say that the op- 
position which has developed in this case is but typical of the 
opposition throughout the South, and that it is all based on the 
fear of social equality; that the people of the South are opposed 
to social equality of the two races. 

Mr. MONEY. Not entirely. 

Mr. FORAKER. WhatI want to know—and I ask the ques- 
tion in good faith simply for information—is whether or not this 
opposition to this alleged social equality involves opposition to all 
kinds of political office holding by colored people in the South? 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator did not exactly understand me; but 
I will answer him by saying that there is in the South—and there 
is no use of making concealment about it, and I am not accus- 
tomed to making concealments—there is in the South nowhere a 
willingness to have the black man participate in the government 
of the white people. I hope that is plain. 

Mr. FORAKER. I asked for information. 

Mr. MONEY. And you haye got it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand the Senator to be contending 
that allowing a colored man to hold a post-oflfice anywhere in the 
country is to take a step in the direction of social equality, and 
therefore thereis opposition to any kind of officeholding on the 
part of colored people anywhere in the United States, but par- 
ticularly in the South, where this situation is more acute than it 
is elsewhere because of the greater colored population. I ask the 
Senator if that same opposition based on alleged social equality 
obtains as against the enlistment of colored mento serve in our 


Army? 

Mr. MONEY. I do not know that I ever heard any objection 
to a negro enlisting in the Army, but there would be objection to 
his serving as an officer. 

I want to say that the Senator did not exactly understand me. 
I did not say that the objection to the negro holding office arose 
entirely out of dislike for him or the fear of sociat equality, but 
it arose from a race prejudice. The social equality which has 
been manifested here lately and exemplified here lately in high 

laces has brought out this race prejudice to a point where, while 
in the South they had been tolerating negro postmasters, they 
have now got to that point where they do not want to do so any 
longer. I do not mean to say that there is going to be an attack 
upon any postmaster anywhere, nor should I approve of any such 
thing. I am speaking now philosophically about something I 
want the Senate to understand, and I do not want to quibble 
about it. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will pardon me for a moment 
longer—I have interrupted him because I know the frankness, 
candor, and sincerity of the Senator from Mississippi, and I have 
great respect for those qualities. I do not ask him the question 
in any controversial sense, but only in order to get the benefit of 
his opinion on this subject. At another time I shall perhaps ad- 
dress the Senate on the general proposition, but I want now only 
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to understand the Senator, and I want to understand whether or 
not he claims that to allow colored people to hold office leads to 
social equality, to which they are all opposed, and if so, whether 
or not that same opposition obtains when it comes to the utiliza- 
tion of colored men in other respects in the administration of the 
Government, and particularly when we allow them to become 
enlisted and organized into companies and regiments to serve the 
country and defend the Constitution and laws and institutions of 
the country. I understand the Senator to say he does not object 
to their serving as soldiers, but does object to them acting as ofii- 
cers and their holding civil office. 

Mr. MONEY. Ido not know what the Senator understands. 
I have endeavored to make myself plain. I will repeat that there 
is a race prejudice in the South against sharing the responsibilities 
of government with an inferior race, which is here not by their 
own will. That objection has existed without any violence, so 
far as I know. There may have been violence occasionally else- 
where, but none in my State. I believe there was in Mississippi 
at one time, not any violence, but some action which caused a 
change in the appointment of a postmaster without any such 
trouble as we are having now. But I do not say that that was 
the result of this feeling, but that other things which I have men- 
tioned brought it about. You may say it was setting out under 
a hothouse a sudden growth of this feeling that was manifested 
by the pe pla of Indianola. : 

I will say to the Senator from Ohio. that, so far as lam individually 
concerned, I would not have any black man or any inferior man, 
Chinese or Filipino, or anybody else to share in the responsibili- 
ties of self-government as we understand it in America; and I 
can give a reason for that which I think will address itself to the 
intelligence of my friend, even if I am unhappy enough not to 
have his assent. 

I will say further, that individually I did and do object to any 
negro being in the Army of the United States. I think, in other 
words, Mr. President, that this is*a white man’s country and a 


white man’s government. It was established by white men for | 


white men. It was carved out of the wilderness and conquered 
from the Indians not for the African, but for the white man. 

But in the course of time slaves were brought over here, insti- 
gated by the benevolence of one of the best men that ever lived, 
the priest Las Casas, who advised their use as slaves, not for any 
gain, but through that benevolence that saw a race perishing like 
snow beneath the summer’s sun, for 6,000,000 Indians perished in 
the first twenty-five yearsof Spanishdominion. Then, to mitigate 
their horrors, he urged the introduction of slaves, who could 
stand the climate and perform the work that was required. Then 
America began to receive in small installments her proportion of 
these negro slaves. 

The South made heroic efforts to prevent their importation. 
South Carolina laid a tax of £50 for every head broughtin. Vir- 
ginia laid a tax of £75 on the importation of each slave; both 
these statutes were annulled by order of King George. The 
traffic did notstop, because the people of New England found 
profit in the passage across the main, between decks, 18 inches 
apart, of a mass of suffering humanity, sweltering and dying, en- 
tirely neglected, and pushed overboard sometimes in mid sea; 
and sometimes a cargo of crops was bronght into Southern 

rts. So vast was the profit that the great city of Newport, in 

hode Island, engaged very largely in that nefarious traffic. 
It was not nefarious then, and I am not abusing those people, be- 
cause at that time the crowned heads of Europe had stock in 
almost every slave ship that sailed from the coast of Africa. 

Queen Elizabeth owned stock in a slave company, and the 
Spanish and Portuguese kings were especially engaged in the 
business. History tells us that a gentleman by the name of 
James D’ Wolf was the captain of a slave ship or four successive 
“slave ships that were owned,” to use the language—I am quot- 
ing it literally—‘‘ by the merchants who were the leading men 
commercially and socially of Newport.” I recollect the language 
because it was peculiar to me. If that had been written by a 
Southern man he would have said ‘‘men who were leading so- 
cially and commercially,’’ but there it was ‘‘commercially and 
socially,’’ and that makes a considerable difference. 

Mr. D’ Wolf then pursued the occupation of a privateersman 
and got enormously rich. When the Constitution limited the 
introduction of slaves to 1808, in the last two years of that time 
D’ Wolf brought into the port of Charleston 10 ships loaded with 
slavés, every ship and every slave owned by himself. Was he 
condemned? Notatall. His fellow-citizens even elected him to 
the United States Senate, and he sat here until he resigned, be- 
cause, he said, the business of the Senate was not congenial to 
his tastes and habits. ; 

I do not care anything about that. I am not trying to scold 
the people or abuse the people about that: but I want to say, as 
was said by a great man, that if slavery had been profitable in 
the North it would have been there to this day, but it was not, 


and it went to the South and was abolished. As to that preju- 
dice, I know gentlemen who left college when a negro was in- 
troduced into the college, because of their prejudice against asso- 
ciation with a colored youth in the same classes. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I have remained standing in 
order that I might ask the Senator another question, if I do not 
interrupt him too much. I want to say, by way of apology for 
interrupting him, that I regard this question with great solici- 
tude, and I am anxious to have the benefit of the sincere state- 
ment of the Senator from Mississippi. I want to ask him what, 
in the event of his denial of the right of the colored people to hold 
office in this country, becomes of their contitniitand: right to hold 
office as citizens of the United States? — 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir; I understand that. 

Mr. FORAKER. For they have such a constitutional right, 
and the Supreme Court has so held. ‘ 

Mr. MONEY. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. FORAKER. Reconstruction was based upon the confer- 
rence of that right. and I want to know whether the Senator goes 
to the extent of disregarding and wiping out—for that is what it 


| amounts to—that constitutional right, aright that belongs to every 





citizen, to the colored man as well as the white man? 

Mr. MONEY. Is the Senator done? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; and I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. MONEY. It is not necessary atall. I always yield to the 
Senator from Ohio with great pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Mississippi is just going 
to answer my question. 

Mr. SPOONER. I beg pardon. 

Mr. MONEY. I will goif necessary into a repetition of what 
I have said if anybody does not understand me. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. MONEY. And that is this: As I have said once, and will 
repeat again for the benefit of the Senator from Ohio, there is a 
sentiment in the South, in which I fully share, that if the black 


| man participates in the government of this country, which is a 


white man’s country and ordered by white men, I think it is 
dangerous to the country, and therefore I object. It is written 
in the Constitution—whether it is constitutionally written there 


| or not is a matter of doubt—and I deny that it was ever putthere 
| constitutionally, for I know,as other Senators do, that certain 








States in the South were dragooned into voting for those amend- 
ments; they acted under duress and they were told plainly by 
Congress then sitting and by the President of the United States 
that the circumstances of their renewal of Federal relations de- 
pended upon how they voted upon those amendments. I know 
also that the vote of Indiana was not fairly given for it, although 
it was certified by a gentleman afterwards a Democrat and gov- 
ernor of the State and minister abroad. I am talking about Mr. 
Isaac P. Gray, president pro tempore of the Indiana senate, who 
certified here that the amendment had passed the Indiana State 
senate by the requisite two-thirds vote, when as a matter of fact 
known to everybody two-thirds of the senate were not in the city 
of Indianapolis at that time. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator makes me desirous of asking 
him another question, and that is, whether or not there is any 
serious disposition to attack the validity of the constitutional 
amendments, to overturn or disregard them by reason of the facts, 
if they are such, he is now stating. 

Mr. MONEY. I wish the Senator would take note of what I 
say, because he continually anticipates what I am going to say. 

Mr. FORAKER. I can not take note of anything until the 
Senator does say it. 

Mr. MONEY. I think I will say enough to satisfy the Senator 
from Ohio, and if I shall not have done so and he wants me to 
say something a little more outrageous, according to his views, he 
can ask me and I will tell him. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not want the Senator to say anything 
except only what I know he will say, the absolute truth, accord- 
ing to his point of view, with respect to the question under con- 
sideration, and I am directing his attention to certain matters 
only to get information. I want to know whether this right of 
citizenship under the Constitution is to be disregarded? Whether 
the Senator’s answer shall be outrageous is for him to determine, 

Mr. MONEY. These questions, of course, are not impertinent, 
by any means, but they prolong the debate, and, as I said, I was 
getting along to the very question the Senator suggests, and am 
only anticipated by the Senator asking these questions. 

ow, I do not want the Senator to understand for one thing 
that I favor any action that is violent or in violation of the Con- 
stitution or law of the United States. I profess to be a law-abid- 
ing citizen, and I think the people I represent, who are as gallant 
and law-abiding a people as I know of, are also willing to be law- 
abiding. But I want to say what a great philosopher once 
said—it was Alexander Hamilton, the great chief whom you are 
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following: ‘‘ How unequal are parchment provisions to struggle 


with public necessity?’’ ‘The public necessity seems to have arisen 
in this country, and it is just exactly like the Constitution in that 
respect, or like the laws to which my learned and scholarly friend 
the Senator from Massachnsetts [Mr. Hoar], once called my at- 
tention, still on the English statute books, obsolete, not carried 
out, but not repealed. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me for a moment? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I participated in the debate on the Indianola 
case with the Senator’s colleague, who made later an additional 
speech, and the Senator from South Carolina |Mr. TiLLMan} 
also spoke. I prepared myself and desired to reply to them, but 
as they are both absent I can not do it and shall not doit. I 
realize perfectly the propriety of: the speech which the Senator 
from Mississippi is making. He is from that State, and it is 
perfectly natural that he should desire to be heard on the subject. 

I should like to ask hima question. I think I realize something 
of the difficulties and complications of this whole question. You 
can not reason with prejudice, whether it is race prejudice or any 
other sort of prejudice. But the Senator says, speaking as I 
understand him for the South, that they are not willing that the 
colored man—and he states the proposition generally—shall par- 
= in any way in the government of the white people of the 

south. 

There is the citizenship of the United States and the citizenship 
of the State, the one contradistinguished from the other, as held 
by the Supreme Court of the United States in the Slaughter- 
house cases. There isa State standpoint and a Federal stand- 
point. So far as the States are concerned and their local govern- 
ment and all that, I do not know that anyone is challenging their 
right, from their standpoint, to say who shall or shall not exercise 
the franchise and participate in local government. But does the 
Senator mean to be understood as saying from the Federal stand- 


point that it is the demand of the South that no one of the | 


9.000.000 colored people of the United States, largely of course in 


the South, just as much citizens of the United States as Iam, | ho 
| izens of the United States of the privileges and immunities which, 


shall be permitted, no matter how thoroughly educated, how 


honorable, how courteous, and how fit in every way, to hold a | 


Federal office in the South? 

Mr. MONEY. Is that the end of the question? 

Mir. SPOONER. That is the end of the question. 

Mr. MONEY. I do not understand that the people of Missis- 
sippi, or elsewhere in the South, are acting either as citizens of 
Mississippi or as citizens of the United States when they arise 
and protest against these appointments of colored people. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it—— 

Mr. MONEY. Iwill gofurther. I am not through. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it the demand of the South—for I recog- 
nize the Senator’s representative character, and his ability and 
frankness and manliness—is it really the demand of the South 
that the President of the United States shall in no case appoint a 
colored man to a Federal office in the South? 

Mr. MONEY. I will say this in reply, that while there is no 
demand made and no authority for it, that is the feeling, as I 
understand it of the South, whatever the qualifications of any 
colored mafi may be, and I do not deny or wish to disparage in 
any respect the colored men who have attained eminence in pro- 
fessions, in scholarship, and in oratory, for which they are par- 
ticularly adapted on account of their emotional natures. 1 do 
not want to disparage them at all. What I want to say is that 
there is a general purpose beyond that, and that is that the free 
institutions which our forefathers, in their wisdom and in their 
valor, cermented with their blood and consecrated with their 
tears and handed down to us shall, without diminution, untar- 
nished in their luster or unimpaired in their efficiency, be pre- 
served to coming generations. 

I say, speaking for the South, if I may assume that position, 
that we honestly believe, and the whole proof of history from the 
earliest annals of mankind shows, that that race is utterly in- 
en for self-government. We say that is demonstrated 
by all the experiments that history has afforded—the lamentable 
failures, the wrecks of nations along the shores of time, of repub- 
lics that have lost their freedom and who loved it better than 
we do, that made greater sacrifices for the state than we will 
ever make, that made maxims we could never frame, for they 
could not crystallize from the sentiment of American citizens, 
intent for the dollar, saturated and supersaturated with the com- 
mercial spirit. We have lost sight of sentiment and of every- 
thing but money. 

You —_ about the excellence and the qualifications of an indi- 
vidual; Iam speaking of a race. It is only as a race that I speak 
of them, and as a race ae incompetent for the duties of citi- 
zenship. I donot deny what one man may do, but I say as a race 
they are incapable. Now, with our own weakness in carrying 
out this system of self-government—and we have lived only one 
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hundred and twenty-five years in national history and it is still 
an experiment and, in my opinion, I am sorry to say, an experi- 
ment that threatens to fail—we are now to introduce into the 
body politic—I mean into the legislative and executive and judi- 
cial power of a great pae~en absolutely inferior and acknowl- 
edged incapable people. 

Mr. President, if every colored man in the South 21 years of 
age had been graduated from the finest university in Europe or 
America he would not be fit for the obligations or duties of 
American citizenship. It isnot in the strain of blood. Look at 
Africa, the oldest country in the world, according to geology. 
There never has been the exhibition of a power, a sustained pur- 

ose and energy, and a civic and public spirit sufficient to estab- 
ish there any government other than the strong arm and the 
heavy club. 

Mr. SPOONER, I do not intend to reply to the Senator or to 
take any time at this session of Congress in discussing this ques- 
tion. Of course nobody has proposed that the offices of this 
country shall be given to any one race, and it will not do for the 
Senator to say that he is opposed to distributing these offices 
throughout the South among the colored race. That was not my 
question. But the Senator has said that no matter what the 
qualifications of a black man may be, no matter how learned, no 
matter how eloquent, no matter how honest, no matter how 
patriotic, no matter how fit in every way he may be to discharge 
the duties of an important office—— 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator does not want to make a speech in 
my time. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I do not want to make a speech. 

Mr. MONEY. Thatis what you are about to do, and a very 
good one. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; although [ know it is a good one. 

Mr. MONEY. But itis the wrong place. 

Mr. SPOONER. That he shall not be, with the consent of the 
people of the South, appointed to an office. What would the Sen- 
ator think of a President of the United States, of any party, who 
would agree to that proposition, who would agree to deprive cit- 


under the Constitution of the United States, they possess? It is 
said here by the Supreme Court that the citizen of the United 
States—— 

Mr. MONEY. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Only a moment. 

Mr. MONEY. I protest against the Senator making a speech 
and reading authorities. I have not yet cited that case. 

Mr. SPOONER. You can comment on it after I have cited it. 

Mr. MONEY. I prefer that you should comment and I will 
cite. Let me iotie the text and you the commentaries and we 
will labor together in that way. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will not interrupt the Senator again. 

The Supreme Court has said: 

It is said to be the right of the citizen of this great country, protected ty 


implied guaranties of its Constitution, ‘‘to come to the seat of government 
to assert any claim he may have upon that Government, to transact any 


| business he may have with it, to seek its protection, to share its offices, to 


engage in administering its functions.” 


I want to say here now that, notwithstanding whatever preju- 
dice may exist in any part of the country, a President of the 
United States who would yield to the demand of any section that 
the rights of citizenship of the United States should be surren- 
dered would show himself unfit to hold the office and quite will- 
ing to violate his oath as President. 

Mr. MONEY. Now, Mr. President, just as I said, the Senator 


| did not ask me a question, but he interjected a speech into mine 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose of 
making a speech, but to make a statement, if the Senator will 
allow me. I do not want to interfere with his speech, but I want 
to say—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kran in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Mississippi yield to the Senator from [linois? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to say that the impression prevailed 
yesterday that the special session might be closed to-day, and 
many Senators expected to go home this evening. I appeal to the 
Senator from Mississippi and to all other Senators to be as brief 
as possible, so that we can get at the executive work and not dis- 
appoint more Senators than is necessary. I simply throw this 
out as © suggestion, and do so with embarrassment, because I 
know the Senator from Mississippi desires to go on. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I was disinclined to take the 
time of the Senate at all, but if Iam to be interrupted by speeches 
made by other Senators I can not be responsible for the lateness 
of adjournment. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
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Mr. MONEY. Oh, yes. Iam going to yield all the time and 
to everybody. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
Mississippi. 
markable speech. 
been made in this body since I became a member of it, measured 
by its far-reaching consequences, if what he says is to be seriously 


I rise to the defense of the Senator from 
The Senator from Mississippi is making a most re- 
It is the most remarkable speech that has 


insisted upon. And while I do not want to protract the speech, I 
think the Senator ought to be allowed to conclude it, and that 
those of us who will have no opportunity to reply ought to be 
allowed, without any evidence of impatience, now and then to 
ask a question. I want to ask only one more question and then I 
will quit. 

Mr. MONEY. Iwill indulge the Senator as long as he pleases. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me? 
I do not want to incur his impatience or ill will. 

Mr. MONEY. Iam not impatient and have no ill will. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understood him to say that the feeling in 
the South is that the colored people ought to be decitizenized so 
far as officeholding is concerned. I want to know whether he 
thinks they should also be decitizenized as to voting, and if so, 
whether he thinks they ought or ought not to be taken into ac- 
count in fixing the basis of representation in the National House 
of Congress? 

Mr. MONEY. So far as that is concerned, as Rudyard Kipling 
frequently says, ‘‘ That is another story.”’ I am not in favor of 
violating the law, I will say to the Senator. Butif he asks me 
about disfranchising the colored voter, I will say to him that the 
Southern States, at least some of them, my State taking the lead, 
as it always does in matters of reform, especially judicial reform, 
have disfranchised some, not because they are negroes, you under- 
stand, but because they could not read or write or could not un- 
derstand what was read to them or who did not pay a tax. Asa 
matter of fact, the understanding clause, which was to soften 
and modify the illiteracy clause, has never been operative; but 
the tax clause has worked to a charm, and the result is we have 
very few negro voters in Mississippi, it being not understandable 
by the negro mind that $2 paid at one time of the year is a good 
investment to secure the right of voting at another time. He 
might pay it, but notso far in advance. There is no complaint, 
and the Supreme Court has said it is all right. 

Mr. FORAKER. In asking that question I had no reference to 
what had been done in any State. I was speaking of what I un- 
derstood the Senator to say is the feelng in the South, that the 
negroes should not be allowed to hold office. I want to know 
if the feeling is also that they should not be allowed to vote, and 
if that be the case, as I understand it to be—— 

Mr. MONEY. Very well. 

. Mr. FORAKER. Whether they ought to be represented 
Clean 

Mr. MONEY. I will certainly answer the Senator—— 

Mr. FORAKER. The way they are. 

Mr. MONEY. When he permits me, I will say that I believe 
the feeling in the South generally is that the clause in the Con- 
stitution that made the negro a voter was a tremendous mistake, 
and I also firmly believe that there are a vast number of people 
in the North = be hold to the same belief. I was told by a dis- 
tinguished gentleman, lately a Senator of this body, a Republican, 
a Northern man, who gave all he could to carry on the war to 
preserve the integrity ef the Union and to reduce the seceding 
States, as he called them, that if he had known that the negro 
would have been made a voter in consequence he would not have 
given a penny, and he said, ‘‘ To-day I would rather see the Con- 
federacy come to itself and take its negroes with it than to have 
a negro voter in the United States.’’ 

I want to say also to the Senator from Ohio that when these 
amendments were submitted by Congress to the States, such men 
as Roscoe Conkling stood up in this body and declared that ~ 
haps the negro suffrage would do for the rebellious States, but 
that the people of the sovereign State of New York would never 
tolerate it there. 

I want to say to him that Mr. Oliver P. Morton, the great gov- 
ernor of Indiana, the war governor, and afterwards a distinguished 
member of this body, said in his seat here, in opposition to con- 
ferring suffrage on the black men, to free whom he had contributed 
as much as any other man in the United States, that if it was done, 
it was a compliment paid to the institution of slavery which had 
been denied to it by every opponent of it up to that date. 

Mr. STEWART. Isuppose—— 

Mr. MONEY. There stands the originator of the thirteenth 
amendment of the Constitution, and the trouble he has had on 
account of it has caused him to become gray. 

Mr.STEWART. I suppose the Senator from Mississippi wants 
to be accurate as a matter of history? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Roscoe Conkling was one of the conference 
committee who reported the fifteenth amendment as it passed. 


Mr. MONEY. I am not saying what was done in conference 
committee. I speak of the speech delivered here, which can be 
read by the Senator from Nevada or anybody else. I can quote 
any number of people who said the same thing. 

Mr. Garfield, from the State of the Senator of Ohio, a distin- 
guished member of the House for a great many years, afterwards 
elected to the Senate, but before he could take the oath as Senator 
was elected President of the United States, and was then slain by 
the hand of an assassin, made a speech in the other House in 
which he spoke of those amendments of the Constitution which 
the South were compelled to take as punitive, and he made use 
of this expression, that the State of Florida, because she had re- 
jected a clause which had been sent to her, had blindly rnshed 
upon her ruin, and let her take it. That is found in the Recorp 
also. 

Now, I could go through Mr. Stevens’s speeches, a great leader 
of the House. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator refers to Mr. Garfield’s speech. 
I wish to ask the Senator whether he means to be understood 
as saying that Mr. Garfield was opposed to the fourteenth 
amendment? 

Mr. MONEY. No; on the contrary, Mr. Garfield was the most 
vindictive member of that body. He wanted even the homes of 
the South to be confiscated and given to the negroes. 

Mr. FORAKER. Why did the Senator quote from Mr. Gar- 
field, then? 

Mr. MONEY. I was showing that Mr. Garfield was vindictive 
in his feeling toward the South, and imposed this as a punish- 
ment, which argues in my mind that he did not consider it a 
thing that ought to be done for any other reason whatever. In 
that way I used the expression. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MONEY. I want to say to the Senator that these are rec- 
ollections of mine, that I have not read these things in a long 
time, but Iam sure I am not mistaken, and I invite any Senator 
who has a doubt about their correctness to look up the speeches. 

Mr. CARMACK. Ido not know whether or not the Senator 
from Mississippi referred to it, but I will simply call his attention 
to the fact that the Republican platform of 1868 declared in favor, 
substantially, of enforcing negro suffrage in the Southern States 
while leaving to the States not in the secession movement, or 
north of the Mason and Dixon line, the loyal States, as they were 
called, the right to make their own laws regulating it. 

Mr. MONEY. I recollect it very well, though I am much 
obliged to the Senator for calling my attention to it. 

Mr. CARMACK. Theargument that prevailed, and which per- 
suaded the Northern States to accept the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments, was that the negroes would remain in the South; 
that they would not go to the Northern States, and consequently 
those States would not suffer any trouble on that account. 

Mr. MONEY. Yes; I understand. 

Mr. CARMACK. In spite of that, I think there were several 
Northern States that rejected these amendments, and I think the 
State of Ohio did. 

Mr. MONEY. The State of New York did once. 
took it back. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MONEY. Now, if I can go on—— 

Mr. FORAKER. May I ask the Senator another question? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir; I will yield, of course. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want the Senator to allow me to remind 
him that by the fourteenth amendment the whole subject of 
suffrage is left with each State. 

Mr. MONEY. I understand. 

Mr. FORAKER. Therefore, the State of Mississippi could 
allow colored people to vote or deny them the right to vote as 
that State might see fit. Does it not seem to the Senator, in the 
light of subsequent experience, as well as in the light of the then 
existing circumstances, that that was a pretty fair proposition 
as a settlement on this point of a great war such as we had just 
passed through? 

Mr. MONEY. I will say that the whole Constitution origi- 
nally left it with the States. The United States Government never 
pretended at any time in its history to say what the qualifications 
of the electors of a State legislature should be, and they elected 
the Senators of the United States, or what should be the qualifi- 
cations of the electors in any State whatever. It is old. It did 
not come in on the fourteenth amendment. It isin the original 
draft of the Constitution. It never has been out of it for a mo- 
ment. And the people of Mississippi have exercised the privi- 
lege, as he has stated, with satisfactory results, and I am not 
complaining nor is anybody else complaining, except the politi- 
cians who belong to the Republican party. I do not find that the 
colored men as a mass care a snap about the vote or anything 
else except their daily bread. 

Now, I said that this race prejudice will forever prevent the 
Southern people from assenting to the giving of offices to a black 


One of them 











1903. 





man or a black woman in their midst. They may not protest, 
but the feeling is there, and that feeling, as I said a while ago, 
has been aroused to extreme activity recently because of the ex- 
hibitions of social equality with white le in the Executive 
Mansion—I may as well state—and at some other places besides. 

Now, the people understand that. The poor people of the coun- 
try—in your country, in the North—are to-day more resentful at 
the proximity of the negro than are the people in the South. 
You can not get your unions to admit negroes to work with their 
members. A line of draymen will fall out if a negro comes in. 
A line of hackmen will fall out if a negro will come. Where are 
the negro paperhangers or blacksmiths or horseshoers? Where 
is the coal mine where the negro can work except surrounded by 
bayonets, especially in the State of Illinois, as is suggested to me 
by my friend the Senator from Tennessee {[Mr. Bare]? In the 
South the black man can work at anything he chooses, not only 
without any let or hindrance, but to the satisfaction of every- 
body. They work our mines and white ple work in mines 
with them. They work upon our houses. ey are brick masons; 
they are everything; they are artisans of every sort and charac- 
ter. They are the porters in hotels and about the railroads, and 
all that sort of thing, and so far as I know nobody in the South 
has ever yet objec to ane working. They may object to 
his voting; they may object to his holding office, but I have never 

t heard of them killing a negro for wanting to work. It has 
ed in Illinois and in Pennsylvania, I believe but lately, 
and probably in some other State, about which I do not recollect. 

Mr. President, it is these late attempts to put upon the public 
mind the fact that the negro and the whites are social equals 
which have excited the present ebullition, you may say, of resent- 
ment and the temper of the South which has been latent all the 
time. There is no use to disavow it. "We do not believeinit and 
we have said so, although we never have, as a general thing, 
made any objection to negro officeholders down there. 

Now, Mr. President, Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
may not anticipate any danger from the close contact of the two 
races in a social way. How much the idea of social equality is 
despised in the South is manifested by a common saying, that 
when a white man does not think he is socially any better than the 
negro he isnothalf sogood. Thatisa common saying down there. 
That is harsh to some Northern ears and to some people who do 
not know anything about negroes, and who probably do know one 
or two good negroes. I know plenty of them whom I like. 

That is the way the pom of the South feel. I say a wise 
Executive, whether he the authority or not, will take into 
account the feeling and sentiment of the people when he is estab- 
lishing an office or appointing an officer, and especially ought he 
not to forget that a post-office, established and maintained by tax- 
ation, is for the benefit of the people to whom the mail is served 
and not for the benefit of the postmaster whom he may choose to 
place over it. There would be no post-office there if there were 
nothing but a postmaster and his salary to be considered. There 
is a nice judgment to be exercised there, and it ought to be the 
intent and purpose and desire of the Executive of this country 
not to provoke the a of any section of it, especially by 
the imposition of an authority that comes in opposition to their 
known deep-rooted sentiments. 

Mr. President, I @ there are very few Senators on the 
other side of the Chamber, and not many on my side, who have 
taken the trouble to investigate the question of equality in civic 
or social life between the two races in the South. I havestudied 
it for a great many years, and I once began a book on it and half 
finished it. I had to discontinue it, and the manuscript is gone. 
I do not know where it is. 

I want to call your attention to the fact that the negro in the 
South is in his habitat. According toa medical phrase, it is a 
good cult for him to eae and multiply exceedingly. He 

. now fills the whole of est Indies. It will astonish you, per- 

‘ haps, when I say that the West Indies are to-day more African 
than Africa. ite people were there once—the Spaniard and 
the Dane, the Frenchman and the Portuguese and the English. 
The English and the Spanish especially are tenacious of territory. 
Who ever heard of England giving up a rock on a barren islet in 
the sea? Yet to-day these magnificent portions of the globe, fitted 
for the habitation, happiness, and prosperity of untold millions of 
people, are the home of the negro race. 

I hope it will not be considered out of relation if I give just a 
few figures. These are not the latest data, however, because I 
could not get them. The Bahamas have 11,003 whites and 32,521 


blacks. There is - white population there on account of 
its near neighborhood to the United States, and a great many are 


citizens of the United States. 

Barbados has a population of 195,000. No whites are given, 
from the fact that there are none there. Barbados is probably 
the most fertile spot on earth. It is one of those islands of inex- 
haustible fertility, where there is not the waste of a single acre. 
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There are no mountains, no morasses, and no swamps. It is one 
general table-land, filled with every tropical fruit, and they yield 
with abundance. It was cultivated to the last square foot when 
it was in slavery, and now there are a few plantations owned by 
people who live in the borderland between Scotland and England 
or in Scotland, and they hire a few factors who represent their 
interests there. The balance has lapsed into the Sudan. It has 
one into the center of Africa. A hammock, a cigarette, and a 
ana constitute the wants of the average man in Barbados, 
and it is the most densely populated country in the world. 

Jamaica was once said to be the finest island in the world, and 
we have all read the splendid novel of Marryatt which gives a 
picturesque description of life in Jamaica in the old time of 
slavery. Jamaica has 14,692 whites and 610,579 blacks. 

Where are the whites gone? In 1832, I believe, probably in 
1838, when the riot occurred, after emancipation of the slaves, the 
island was invested with what the British people call ‘‘ respensi- 
ble’’ government; that is, a government with a legislature of 
their own, chosen by themselves. They surrendered it because 
they said it was impossible to maintain public order with the 
blacks voting with the whites. The Crown took back the grant 
and it became one of the Crown colonies. 

The Imperial Government pro responsible government for 
Natal, a magnificent country in South Africa. These people met 
and in convention said, “‘ If the Kaffirs vote we do not want inde- 
pendence, because we know what would be the result if we shared 
with them the sovereignty.” _ 

And I want to say that Great Britain, the greatest colonizing 
country on this earth, holding more territory and more people, 
and with greater variety and number of tribes and peoples, have 
never yet shared the responsibilities of government with one of 
them, except with the Maoris, and they did not do that except 
for certain turbulence that gave great trouble and the fact that 
the Maoris were fast vanishing from the face of the earth and they 
expect soon to get rid of them. In no other country has it been 
shared, except by the Latin races. It is a peculiar history of 
colonization that the French people and the Spanish people 
readily intermingle with the inferior races. But the Germanic 
people, of whose blood we are, refuse that, and in all the coloni- 
zation of the world, whether in Asia, Africa, or America, by 
England or Germany, we do not have the miscegenation which 
can be found when French and Spaniards become conquerors 
and colonizers. 

Now, take the Leeward Islands. In Barbuda and Redonda, 
Virgin Islands, Dominica, St. Kitts, Anguilla, and Montserrat 
the total whites were 5,070 and the blacks were 122,653. ‘The white 
people here are general storekeepers and factors for planters who 
live in Great Britain or elsewhere. 

The Danish West India Islands, which we were about to pur- 
chase, had about two to thirty-two. I have not the figures here, 
but I know what that is. 

In Martinique—that is the island recently devastated by Mount 
Pelee—the population in 1895 was 187,692, of which only 1,307 
were born in France. A statement of races is not given. I in- 
terrogated the American consul, Mr. Bailey, at Port au Prince, 
and he told me that only 3 per cent of the people of Martinique 
claimed to be white, and the same would apply to Guadeloupe, 
which is another French island. All the others are black. 

Now, suppose, Senators, that we tolerated this thing in the 
South. That country is just as favorable as the West Indies in 
some particulars, and they have the protection of the Government 
and it sees that they are not molested by any other tribe or peo- 
=. How long will it take the negro to absorb the Southern 

states? Itisafecundrace. Would notthe white man gradually 
edge away from him by degrees and get out and go North, so that 
we would have a black and a white section of the country? 

Does anybody desire that sort of a thing? Does anybody desire 
to weaken the capacity for self-government, which is tried to its 
utmost to-day? With no war cloud over us, with no war banner 
fiung to the breeze, with no suspicion of danger from any quar- 
ter, yet to-day the United States is in greater danger than it ever 
has been from without. We are straining to bestrenuous. We 
are getting into the condition of the Roman Empire when it lost 
its public virtue and had a nominal republic and a real Cmwsar. 
It has not heen long ago since the sovereign of France said, ‘‘I 
am the State.’’ How long willit be before we will have a President 
who will think, whatever you may say, he is the State? And then 
an arbitrary will must be set up against the rights, inalienable 
and inherent and constitutional, of a great section of the country. 

Now, the Senator asked me whether I deny the President the 
right to appoint this negro. I say no. I say that everybody is 
familiar with the law read by the Senator from Wisconsin. I do 
not suppose there is a man here who did not know of that law be- 
fore he read it. But the question is about the exercise of the 
power. The question is, Will the Senator from Wisconsin rec- 
ommend a negro from Wisconsin to an important place, and does 
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the President appoint and do you Senators recommend the ap- 


pointment of black people in your State to places of — and 
honor? That is not the case. It is just as Roscoe Conkling said 
here. The negro is good enough for the South, but the North 
does not want him and will not stand him. 

You will stand him as a voter as long as he holds the balance 
of power between you and the Democratic party and casts his 
ballot in your favor, and my impression is that if he changes his 
mind about that you will be just about as anxious to deprive him 
of the ballot as anybody else is; for I notice in all the contentions 
from the foundation of the Government to this day, beginning 
four years after the organization of this country under the Con- 
stitution, the contest has been for political power, and there can 
not be found a trace of benevolence in any transactions between 
the North and the South. The question has always been who can 
get the power. The greatest statesmen in New England stood u 
in the Senate and said the acquisition of territory in the South 
would send two more men here, and that it was a violation of the 
Constitution; that it was a compact agreed upon to have an equi- 
librium of power, and it would be a just cause of secession. They 
said it here. It isa matter of record. It can not be denied. 

Now, gentlemen, whatever you deem necessary for your good 
you have it. When the Pacific coast Senators come here and teil 
the Southern Senators, ‘‘ We need your assistance to prevent our 
coast from being inundated with an inferior race, that will under- 
work and underlive our ple,’’ we use our votes for your good. 
We will go with you. We will not examine into the question; 
we do not want to have any debate about it; but we will permit 
you to do as you please with your own section of the country. 

I say there is as much difference between the Chinaman and 
the negro, in point of intelligence, as between the white man and 
the Chinaman. I suppose there is more, because for five-or six 
thousand years the Chinese have preserved and maintained a civi- 
lization when the negroes were in the depths of barbarism. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to ask the Senator a question 
which I think is pertinent. In the opinion of the Senator from | 
Mississippi, does he think that the people of Mississippi would 
object to the appointment of negroes to office in the State of Ohio 
or in the State of Wisconsin, should the people of that State so 
desire? 

Mr. MONEY. I donot think the people in mass meeting would 
file a formal objection with the department to the appointment, 
but I believe they would think very poor judgment was being ex- 
ercised by the appointing power. They do not believe there that | 
he ought to come into participation of the Government. 

Now, we are doing something more here than legislating for 
the present. Weare laying down lines of policy that must ex- 
tend into the future, if this Republic is to have government. 
Whether it is to have a future or not is exceedingly problematical. 
What form of government we may have or how many govern- 
ments we may have is a question that is in the womb of the | 
future. Already seven States, as I understand it, through their 
legislatures, have called for a convention of States. For what? 
To make a new Constitution. That means that this one is simply 
to be laid aside, and, as far as I know, instead of the Government 
that we are familiar with, we may have a council of States, an 
imperator, or any other contrivance that may suit the temper of 
the majority of that convention. Who can predicate an opinion? 
We witness the rapid transmission of thought and of sentiment 
that heretofore demanded that we should not only respect, but 
that we should promote, maintain, and defend, as is said in one | 
- —_— treaties we have just passed, the sovereignty of our sister 

epublic. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not mean to detain the Senate more than a 
moment, but as the Senator referred to appointments in Northern | 
States I think it is only right I should say that a colored man has 
been recently appointed assistant district attorney of the United 
States in Massachusetts—a very important position. 

Mr. MONEY. Lheard of that—of that one in the whole North. 

Mr. LODGE. Nobodyin my State, so far as I am aware, made 
the slightest objection to it or thought that their social position 
was endangered or impaired by his being appointed. 

Mr. MONEY. Oh, I do not think the appointment entered in | 
the social question. 

Mr. LODGE. I merely called attention to the fact that one 
important appointment had been made. 

Mr. MONEY. I recollect that it was done, but it was sup- 
posed in my part of the country that it was done because of the 
excitement over such appointments in the South, and we had | 
some doubts whether he would have been appointed if attention 
had not been brought to the subject. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. MONEY. In one moment—I should like to finish my sen- 
tence. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts that, so far | 
as the social part of the question is concerned, I do not under- | 
stand that the appointment of a negro to office has anything to | 
do with social equality. 
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Mr. SPOONER. It does not. You do not have to invite a 
man to dinner. 

Mr. MONEY. Not at all; or drink with him or sleep with him 
or do an —— else with him. 

Mr. SPOO ER. Itis all nonsense to suppose so. But there 
has been an assistant State’s attorney in Chicago, and a very 
able one. 

Mr. MONEY. I have known able men among them. 

Mr. SPOONER. He has won from the courts and everybody 
there commendation for his ability. 

Mr. MONEY. I will say to the Senator that I am perfectly 
acquainted with some very able colored men, and some I like 
very much. I served in the House of Representatives with a very 
able colored man, now a paymaster in the Army. We had here 
two Senators, respectable men—not gi , but who conducted 
themselves with propriety. As I said in the beginning, it will 
not do for you to argue this upon the individual. I am arguing 
it upon the race. It is not an individual question. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what I complain of. To those who 
develop ability, honor, a sense of responsibility, and possession of 

ifts I want to give a chance without regard to the race. 

Mr. MONEY. I understand your position, I think. I do not 
agree with the Senator about that. Of course the President can 
do this thing. By the law he is abletodoit. Caligula appointed 
his horse a Roman consul, as far as that is concerned, and I never 
heard that anybody grumbled about that particularly, whatever 
they may have thought. Some sharp satirist wrote about it, but 
I never heard that the Roman Empire made any particular kick 


on that horse being a Roman consul. We can ——- anybody _ 


we please, under the law, who is a citizen of the United States; 


| and I say there are men of some attainments among them which 
| would justify an appointment. But what I am talking about is 


the good of the whole, and whether it is wise to do it when there 


is an intense feeling that is totally ineradicable, and instead of 
| weakening strengthens with occasions that give it food against the 


holding of office by the colored people, against the sharing in the 
responsibility of the Government with people whom all history 
everywhere has shown to be totally incompetent for the task. In 
other words, the question is whether we shall voluntarily handi- 
cap ourselves—whether we shall take the burden upon our backs, 


| That is the question. It is not what shall be done to the negro, 
| but what shall be done to the white people of the country. 


That is the question for us to consider. There are 8,000.000 
colored people. There are 72,000,000 white people here. Yet all 
this row is made about promoting the colored race—giving them 
an opportunity—opening the door of hope and aspiration, I be- 
lieve the President said, for him. When we do that we open the 
door to a few who have risen from the dead monotony of inca- 
pacity in their race to get the honors and place, and trouble must 
be thrown over the whole land like a net and sections wrought 
up, at least-mine, to pitches of impatience and indignation and 
resentment which they ought not to be forced into by the act of 
the President. 

The President should consider the conditions of the South when 
he comes to make these appointments, There are plenty of white 
people there of his party just as good as any negro he ever ap- 
pointed. Why did he not take one of them? I do not undertake 
to say that the President is limited in power. I am —— of 
his judgment. I am speaking of the Administration that profes- 
sedly was American—professedly no North, no South, East, nor 
West, and yet does everything that that Administration must 
enone is most obnoxious and repugnant to one section of this 

nion. ; 

Now, Senators, it is impossible for any man who was reared 
north of Mason and Dixon’s line to know anything at all about 


| the negro. Unless you have been born in the South, been reared 


with him and have studied him, you do not know him. When- 
ever in any country the negro has floated, as he is to-day floating, 


| upon the tide of white enlightenment, and that tide has sudde % 


ebbed and left him in possession of the country, he has been le 
stranded and helpless and has gone steadily downward—facilis 
descensus Averni—reverting back to his original type of savagery 
and barbarism. I challenge any Senator on the other side to 
show me a case in contradiction of this statement. 

The island of Haiti is one of the finest in the world, more fertile 
soil, beautiful streams, verdure-clad mountains, coffee growing 
all through the island, sugar cane raised—everything of that 
sort. The French had it. They spent millions of meee: in im- 
proving it; had the finest quays and docks in the world; had the 
finest plantations, the finest sugar refineries. They reticulated 
the whole island with the old Roman paved roads, and then when 
the f of equality, fraternity, and liberty seized the French 
people they voluntarily rel the slaves. Napoleon came into 
power, saw the unfitness of the negro for self-government, and 
sent an army under Leclerc with 30,000 men to bring them back 
to subjection. 

I have seen books written in praise of Toussaint, comparing 


| 
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him with the greatest captain of any age in the world; and yet it 
was the fever that conquered the French troops; it was the fever 


that decimated the ra of Leclerc. Fever drove them from the 
island; and when they had gained ssion of the island, with 
the advantage high civilization in Europe or elsewhere had given 
them, with the Christian religion, with every power of civiliza- 
tion in their hands, left to themselves, what did they do? Ina 
few years the negroes said they did not want any mulattoes, and 
they killed them off; and they have had nothing but revolution 
after revolution. A man who rises to power and kills all of his 
antagonists is a man who is considered astrong man. The only 
holiday ever instituted in that island for the people has been in 
honor of Dessalines, the murderer and assassin of thousands of 
his fellow-negroes; and nobody said anything about Toussaint 
l’Ouverture, who seemed to be the ideal creature of a great many 
writers of Northern books. 

What is the island now? It has gone back to barbarism worse 
than the Sudan. From the public records of the United States, 
from the sacred and secular newspapers of the island, from the 
reports of ministers, and consuls, and others to their Govern- 
ments, we know they have gone back to snake worship, Obeah 
worship, and to cannibalism, and one case is too horrible to men- 
tion. I will not mention it. 

Now, that is the opportunity which they have. A great English 
historian, Froude, could not believe the fact that there had been 
such a degeneracy, with such opportunities, and the man made 
an investigation of the condition of that island, and then of all 
the West Indies, presuming that perhaps the French civilization 
and the Roman Catholic religion was not as conservative and 
free an institution as the Protestant religion under English civili- 
zation. When he had investigated these matters he said of the 
negro in the West Indies that he is like ‘* the beast of the field, 
who sinned without shame because he knew not the law,’’ when 
neg 9 of the social vice. It was Emerson, I believe, who said 

at the negro of the time of Plato is the negro of to-day. 

As I said, it is not a pleasant thing to mention these things, but 
some reason must be given why the Southern people stand solid 
against the rule of the negroes in white communities or in their 
participation in governnment. The Republican party has the 
=e to impose them upon us. We have no power to resist. 

e do hold and we have held free public meetings to express our 
dissent, our disapprobation, and sometimes the language has not 
been conservative or proper for a drawing-room, but it expresses 
the intense emotion and feeling of a gallant people who are keenly 
sensitive because they think that they are in a state of apology, 
which they have, however, failed to make yet, toward the North- 
ern and triumphant part of this Union. 

Mr. President, at the outset I said the judgment of the Post- 
master-General, in charge of this authority of depriving a com- 
munity of great privileges, should be exercised with great nicety. | 
It should be founded upon the most accurate and circumstantial 
evidence. Theoccasion demands the exercise of that power. Now, | 
I do not know anything except what appears in this little pam- | 
phlet of letters published by the authority of the House. I do 
understand, however, that my colleague, in the discharge of his 
duty, went to see the Postmaster-General and asked him to let 
him see certain letters which were fundamentally concerned in 
this matter, and the Postmaster-General declined to let him see 
them. 

Whether he has shown them to anyone else I do not know, but 
the Postmaster-General read him some scraps and passages here | 
and there from one letter, and from those scraps and other mat- | 
ters i have had come to me I have a theory about all this trouble | 
over there. It is that it was not begun with the intention of | 
creating any disturbance whatever; that it was begun with the 
idea that the public meeting, apprising this woman of their 
wishes. would lead to her resignation without any further trou- 
ble, and that it was begun at first by a lot of people who wanted 
the post-office themselves. It is not very creditable to them, but | 
I think it quite likely that it had its origin in a gentleman to 
whom the patronage on this question has been generally remanded 
in Mississippi. That gentleman made appointments of postmas- | 
ters throughout the State. I was informed,as was my colleague, 
by the President himself that all the patronage was referred to | 
him. Consequently I have never made an effort since January | 
@ year ago to have any voice whatever in the patronage of 
Mississippi. 

I knew I was entitled to nothing there in opposition, and I have | 
no requests to ask, no favors whatever. I especially requested 
the President, however, that in case I indorsed any applicant for 

‘ plase as to character and capacity, accompanied by no request 
whatever, the indorsement I sent to him should not be subjected 
to the review or revision of his general referee, because I did not 

care to have that gentleman to supervise anything that I had 
or any recommendation that I made. 

Now, I do not know that there is any intention of depriving the 
people of Indianola of a post-office, and I do not believe the peo- 


ple of Indianola ever expect to make a single demand for a post- 
office. But I know that the proposition of the Postmaster- 
General has a false predicate. I know he is relying, as he told 
me, upon a safe guaranty, or a satisfactory guaranty, from the 
sheriff and the mayor, the two peace officers present, that this 
woman would be protected. He had noright to demand any such 
security. They had no right to respond favorably to such a de- 
mand. They are simply peace officers. Their business is to en- 
force the law, to arrest trespassers and lawbreakers and to bring 
them to justice, and they have the right to-day, so far as that is 
concerned, to keep the peace everywhere, not with reference to any 
particular persons. 

Chief Justice Marshall said that the United States did not need 
any instrumentality whatever except that given by the Constitu- 
tion to carry out her law anywhere and enforce obedience in any 
State of this Union. Where was the marshal of that district? 
At Indianola trying to work up testimony in disregard of the 
wishes of the people of that town, insisting thai the President 
shall not let go this woman, but that he shall ** stand by Minnie.’’ 
The Federal court was in session in three hours’ run of the town, 
and the marshal, leaving the court, was at that place. Wasthere 
any arrest made? Has there ever been a singie charge made 
against a single person that they had broken the law in any re- 
spect whatever? otone. There has been no charge, no indict- 
ment by information, no trial anywhere, no mention of a single 
name in thecourts of the country, to carry out the Federal law. 
Nothing has been done. Why does not the present Postmaster- 
General use the instrumentality of the Constitution to enforce his 
regulations and orders to protect his officers? Why did he not 
order his marshal to carry his posse there if there was danger? 
What right has he got to call upon the officers of the State of 
Mississippi to carry out the Federal laws there? He has none 
whatever. 

The State officers at Indianola have the right to disregard the 
demand made upon them by the Postmaster-General. They have 
got a right to say to him ‘‘ we are responsible to the State; we 
will arrest lawbreakers; show us oneof them;’’ but they have not 
shown a single one. No man has pointed outa single citizen of 
Indianola who has violated any law whatever, unless it be an 
offense that people shall assemble together and express a wish— 
I do not care how violently it may be expressed so long as they do 
not proceed to any threat or to any act of violence—and it does 
not make any difference, so far as that is concerned, whether they 
meet to petition or whether they meet for an interchange of opin- 
ions to devise the remedy they themselves think necessary. They 
concluded there, I will not say with how much wisdom, that the 
best thing to do was to ask this postmaster to resign, and it oc- 
curred to them afterwards, I presume, that they had better go to 
the Postmaster-General or tothe President with that request, and 
they did it. 

Mr. President, I do not think I shall detain the Senate longer, 
not that I have finished with this subject by any means, because 
I have a great deal more to say upon this race question, and I will 
take occasion to say it next winter when we are in regular session. 
I know the impatience of my friend from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom}, 
and I recognize his good nature generally, so I am going to yield 
the floor for a motion for an executive session. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five hours and thirty- 
five minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. FORAKER presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Ponce, P. R., praying that an appropriation be made 
for the construction of a pier at that place; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Ponce, P. R., praying that a duty of one-half cent per pound be 
levied on all coffees imported into the United States: which was 


| referred to the Cominittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE CIRCUIT COURTS. 
On motion of Mr. ELKINS, it was 
Ordered, That 500 copies of 8. 3805, Fifty-second Congress, second session, 
“creating circuit courts of interstate commerce, and for other purpo ” be 


printed for the use of the Senate document room. 
HOUR OF MEETING. 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to: and (at 6 o’clock and 52 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, March 
9, 1903, at 11 o’clock a. m. 
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NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate March 18, 1903. 
ASSISTANT TREASURER AT NEW YORK. 
Hamilton Fish, of New York, to be assistant treasurer of the 


United States at New York, N. Y., in place of Conrad N. Jordan, 
deceased, 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Asa B. Thomson, of Oregon, to be receiver of public moneys at 
La Grande, Oreg., vice Samuel O. Swackhamer, term expired. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


J. Ernest Breda, of Louisiana, to be register of the land office | 


at me La., his term having expired. (Reappoint- 
ment. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
SIGNAL CORPS. 

Capt. Benjamin F. Montgomery, Signal Corps, to be chief of 
the telegraph and cipher bureau of the Executive Office, with the 
rank of major, March 18, 1903. 

QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be Quartermaster-General with the rank of brigadier-general. 

Col. Charlies F. Humphrey, assistant quartermaster-general, for 
a period of four years, vice Ludington, appointed major-general, 
United States Army. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Signal Corps. 

Capt. Frank Greene, Signal Corps, to be major, March 2, 1903, 
vice Thompson, promoted. 

Capt. Samuel Reber, Signal Corps, to be major, March 2, 1903, 
to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. George O. Squier, Signal Corps, to be major, March 2, 1903, 
to fill an original vacancy. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Passed assistant surgeons to be surgeons in the Navy with the | 


rank of lieutenant-commander from the 3d day of March, 1903, 

Joseph A. Guthrie. 

Charles M. De Valin. 

Charles P. Bagg. 

Carl De W. Brownell. 

Henry D. Wilson. 

Lewis Morris. 

John M. Moore. 

Edward M. Shipp. 

Charlies E. Riggs. 

James F. Leys. 

Frank C. Cook. 

Ammen Farenholt. 

Charles P. Kindleberger. 

Arthur W. Dunbar. 

oe = — 

Reginal . Smit. 

Moulton K. Johnson. 

William M. Wheeler. 

Middleton S. Elliott. 

Frank L. Pleadwell. 

Dudley N. Carpenter. 

Daniel H. Morgan. 

James C. Pryor. 

Washington B. Grove, 

Raymond Spear. 

Harold H. Haas. 

William H. Bucher. 

Edgar Thompson. 

Elon O. Huntington. 

John B. Dennis. 

Passed assistant surgeon to be surgeon. 

P. A. Surg. Ralph T. Orvis, to be a surgeon in the Navy from 
the 12th day of March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required 
by law), vice Surg. Frederick A. Hesler, deceased. 

POSTMASTERS, 
DELAWARE. 

William P. Carter, to be at Lewes, in the county of 
Bussex and State of Delaware, in of William P. Carter. 
Incumbent’s commission expired July 8, 1902. 

Thomas Jefferson, to be postmaster at Sm , in the county 
of Kent and State of Delaware, in place of Thomas B. Megear. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 

IDAHO. 

Thalia L. Owen, to be postmaster at Genesee, in the county of 

tah and State of Idaho, in place of John J. Owen. Incum- 

mt’s commission expired January 17, 1903. 





MARYLAND. 

William Pearre, to be postmaster at Cumberland, in the county 
of Allegany and State of Maryland, in place of John H. Holzshu, 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 28, 1903: 

MINNESOTA. 

John Crawford, to be postmaster at Lakefield, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Minnesota, in place of John Crawford. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 19, 1903. 

NEVADA. 

Charles F .. Littrell, to be postmaster at Austin, in the county of 
Lander and State of Nevada, in place of Leopold Steiner. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 21, 1902. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Fred B. Appleget, to be postmaster at Hightstown, in the coun 
of Mercer and State of New Jersey, in place of Washington I. 
Norton, removed. 

KEW MEXICO. 


Louis Garcia, to be r at Springer, in the county of 
Colfax and Territory of New Mexico, in place of James Corry, 
resigned, 

WORTH DAKOTA. 

George K. McEwan, to be postmaster at Park River, in the 
county of Walsh and State of North Dakota, in place of George 
K. McEwan. Incumbent’s commission expired March 381, 1902. 

OREGON. 

John B. Casey, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Oregon, in place of George Engle. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired January 14, 1902. 

John G. Eckman, to be postmaster at McMinnville, in the 
county of Yamhill and State of Oregon, in place of James McCain. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 16, 1902. 

James L. Page, to be postmaster at Eugene, in the county of 
Lane and State of Oregon, in place of Herbert F. McCornack. 


| Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1903. 


Thomas P. Randall, to be postmaster at Oregon City, in the 
county of Clackamas and State of Oregon, in place of Thomas B. 
Randall, to correct name. 

Samuel 8S. Train, to be postmaster at Albany, in the county of 
Linn and State of Oregon, in place of Samuel 8S. Train. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired December 15, 1902. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Christian T. Clymer, to be postmaster at Quakertown, in the 
county of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Charles F. 
Strawn. Incumbent’s commission expired March 3, 1903. 

C. Edwin Michael, to be postmaster at Nazareth, in the county 
of Northampton and State of Pennsylvania, in place of C. Edwin 


| Michael. Incumbent’s commission expired March 3, 1903. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Landrum Padgett, to be postmaster at Pelzer, in the county of 
Anderson and State of South Carolina, in place of Landrum 
Padgett. Incumbent’s commission expired May 6, 1900. 





WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn March 18, 1903. 


William Ptimley, to be assistant treasurer of the United States 
at New York, N. Y. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 18, 1908. 
ASSISTANT TREASURER AT NEW YORK. 

Hamilton Fish, of New York, to be assistant treasurer of the 

United States at New York, N. Y. 
CONSUL-GENERAL, 

Thomas Willing Peters, of the District of Columbia, now con- 
sul at Planen, to be consul-general of the United States at St. Gall, 
Switzerland, to take effect April 30, 1903. 

CONSUL. 

Hugo Muench, of Missouri, now consul at Zittau, to be consul 
of the United States at Plauen, Germany, to take effect April 30, 
1903. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Col. Charles F. Humphrey, assistant quartermaster-general, to 
be Quartermaster-General with rank of brigadier-general, for e 
period of four years. 

Signal Corps. 


TO BE MAJORS. 
Capt. Benjamin F. Montgomery. 
Capt, rk Greene. — 
Capt. Samuel Raber. 
Capt. George O. Squier. 











1903. 





Infantry Arm. 


Second Lieut. Charles 8. Frank, Twenty-first Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, January 27, 1903, vice Wheeler, Twenty-second 
Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Fred Bury, First Infantry, to be first lieutenant, 
January 28, 1908, vice Carroll, First Infantry, drowned at sea. 


ASSAYER, 


Llewellyn P. Jenkins, of South Dakota, to be assayer in charge 
of the United States assay office at Deadwood, S. Dak. 


MARSHAL, 


William R. Flinn, of Delaware, to be United States marshal 
for the district of Delaware. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Alexander Meggett, of Wisconsin, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Eau Claire, Wis. 
oo B. Thompson, to be receiver of public moneys at Legrande, 

g. 
ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 

Amos M. Knapp, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchepitiinn in the district of New York, in the State of New 

or 

George Robinson, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 
— in the district of New York, in the State of New 

ork. 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


J. Ernest Breda, to be register of the land office at Natchi- | 
toches, La. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Asst. Surg. Barton L. Wright, to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy, from the 13th day of May, 1902. 

Asst. Surg. Joseph A. Murphy, to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy, from the 3d day of January, 1903. 

Asst. Surg. John T. Kennedy, to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy, from the 15th day of January, 1903. 

Asst. Surg. Karl Ohnesorg, to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the Navy, from the 27th day of January, 1903. 

Lieut. Lewis J. Clark, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 10th day of January, 1903. 

Lieut. Theodore G. Dewey, to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy, from the 10th day of February, 1903. 

P. A. Surg. Ralph T. Orvis, to be a surgeon in the Navy. 


Surgeons to have the rank of lieutenant-commander, from the 3d 
day of March, 1908, 
Victor C. B. Means. 
Frederick J. B. Cordeiro, 
Francis W. F. Wieber. 
Oliver D. Norton. 
Frederick A. Hesler. 
Isaac W. Kite. 
Andrew R. Wentworth. 
Corbin J. Decker. 
Thomas A. Berryhill 
Eugene P. Stone. 
George Pickrell. 
Rand P. Crandall. 
Hatton N. T. Harris. 
John F, Urie. 
Albert M. D. McCormick, 
Will F. Arnold. 
George B. Wilson. 
Charles F. Stokes. 
Edward R. Stitt. 
Manley F. Gates. 
Charles H. T. Lowndes. 
George H. Barber. 
George Rothganger. 
George T. Smith. 
George A. Lung. 
Luther L. Von Wedekind, 
Edward 8. Bogert, jr. 
Leckinski W. Spratling. 
Robert M. Kennedy. 
Norman J. Blackwood. 
William C. Braisted. 
Sheldon G. Evans. 
Adrian R. Alfred. 
John E. Page. 
Middleton 8. Guest. 
Passed assistant surgeons to be surgeons in the Navy, from the $d 
day of March, 1903. 
Joseph A. Guthrie. 
Charles M. De Valin. 
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Charles P. Bagg. 

Carl De W. Brownell, 
Henry D. Wilson. 
Lewis Morris. 

John M. Moore. 
Edward M. Shipp. 
Charles E. Riggs. 
James F. Leys. 

Frank C. Cook. 
Ammen Farenholt. 
Charles P. Kindleberger. 
Arthur W. Dunbar. 
Theodore W. Richards. 
Reginald K. Smith. 
Moulton K. Johnson. 
William M. Wheeler. 
Middleton S. Elliott. 
Frank L. Pleadwell. 
Dudley N. Carpenter. 
Daniel H. Morgan. 
James C. Pryor. 
Washington B. Grove. 
Raymond Spear. 
Harold H. Haas. 
William H. Bucher: 
Edgar Thompson. 
Elon O. Huntington. 
John B. Dennis. 


Passed assistant surgeons in the Navy to have the rank of lieuten- 
ant, from the 3d day of March, 1903, 

Ralph T. Orvis. 
David B. Kerr. 
Eugene J. Grow. 
Alfred G. Grunwell. 
Cary D. Langhorne. 
Joseph C, Thompson. 
Frederick L. Benton. 
Will M. Garton. 
Frank E. McCullough, 
Francis M. Furlong. 
Granville L. Angeny. 
William H. Bell. 
Holton C. Curl. 
William L. Bell. 
Richmond C. Holcomb, 
Edward G. Parker. 
Barton L. Wright. 
Ralph W. Plummer. 
Henry E. Odell. 
James 8S. Taylor. 
Joseph A. Murphy, 
John T. Kennedy. 
Karl Ohnesorg. 


Lieutenants to be lieutenant-commanders tn the Navy, from the 
8d day of March, 1908. 
Hugh Rodman. 


John A. Hoogewerff. 
Edward E. Capehart, 
Henry B. Wilson. 
Gustav Kaemmerling, 
Kenneth McAlpine. 
Clarence H. Mathews. 


Lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieutenanis., 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Thomas T. Craven, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject to the exam- 
inations required by law). 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles L. Poor, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject to the exam- 
inations required by law). 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Daniel W. Wurtsbaugh, to be a lieu- 
tenant in the Navy, from the 8d day of March, 1903 (subject to 
the examinations required by law). 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Ralph Earle, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 8d day of March, 1908 (subject to the examina- 
tions required by > 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Gatewood 8S. Lincoln, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 8d day of March, 1903 (subject to the 
examinations required by law). 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edward T. Fitzgerald, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 8d day of March, 1903 (subject to the 
examinations required by law). 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) IvanC. Wettengel, tobe a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903 (subject to the examina- 
tions required by law). 
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Lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieutenants in the Navy, from 
the $d day of March, 1908. ™ 

Charles M. Tozer. 

Wat T. Cluverius, 

Duncan M. Wood. 

Leigh C. Palmer. 

Albert W. Marshall. 

Thomas A. Kearney. 

Arthur McArthur, jr. 

Charles E. Gilpin. 

Frank E. Ridgely. 

Dudley W. Knox. 

Charles P. Burt. 

Mark St. C. Ellis. 

Paymasters to be pay inspectors in the Navy, from the $d day of 

March, 1903. 
George W. Simpson. 
Harry R. Sullivan. 


Passed assistant paymasters to be paymasters in the Navy, from | 


the 8d day of March, 1903. 
George P. Dyer. 
Robert H. Woods. 
Robert H. Orr. 
William A. Merritt. ‘ 
Franklin W. Hart. 
Harrison L. Robins. 
Webb V. H. Rose. 
William H. Doherty. 
Charles Morris, jr. 
Frederick K. Perkins, 
George C. Schafer. 
Theodore J. Arms. 
George R. Venable. 
Howard P. Ash. 
Hugh R. Insley. 
George M. Stackhouse, 
Grey Skipwith. 
Trevor W. Leutze. 
McGill R. Goldsborough, 
David V. Chadwick. 
Eugene C. Tobey. 
Arthur H. Cathcart. 
Jonathan Brooks. 
Eugene F. Hall. 
Dexter Tiffany, jr. 
Franklin P. Sackett. 
David M. Addison. 
William T. Wallace. 
Victor 8S. Jackson. 
John R. Sanford. 
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Assistant Paymaster Rishworth Nicholson, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 
Assistant Paymaster John D. Barber, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 
Assistant Paymaster Edward T. Hoopes, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1908. 
Assistant Paymaster Walter A. Greer, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from March 38, 1903. 
Assistant Paymaster Cecil 8S. Baker, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1908. 
Assistant Paymaster Gustavus R. Madden, to be a passed as- 
sistant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 
Assistant Paymaster Donald W. Nesbit, to bea passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1908. 
Assistant Paymaster Arthur M. Pippin, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 
Assistant Paymaster John 8S. Higgins, to be a assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 
Assistant Paymaster Ignatius T. Hagner, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 
Assistant Paymaster George P. Auld, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 
Assistant Paymaster James 8S. Beecher, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 
Assistant Paymaster Henry A. Wise, jr., to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 
Assistant Paymaster Henry de F. Mel, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 
Assistant Paymaster John A. B. Smith, jr., to be a passed as- 
sistant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1908. 
Assistant Paymaster Felix R. Holt, to be a passed assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 
Assistant Paymaster Emmett C. Gudger, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 
Assistant Paymaster Stewart E. Barber, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Maj. Charles H. Lauchheimer, to be assistant adjutant and in- 
spector in the United States Marine Corps, with the rank of 
lieutenant-colonel, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 

Maj. Thomas C. Prince, to be assistant quartermaster in the 
United States Marine Corps, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 
from the 3d day of March, 1903. 

Maj. George Richards, to be assistant paymaster in the United 
States Marine Corps, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, from 
the 3d day of March, 1903. 

Capt. Cyrus 8. Radford, to be assistant quartermaster in the 
United States Marine Corps, with the rank of major, from the 
8d day of March, 1903. 

Lieut. Col. Mancil C. Goodrell, United States Marine Corps, to 


















































Assistant paymasters to be paymasters in the Navy, from the $d | be 4 colonel in the Marine Corps, from the 8d day of March, 1903. 


day of March, 1908. 

Herbert E. Stevens. 

Charles R. O’ Leary. 

Charles W. Eliason. 

Cuthbert J. Cleborne, 

Philip W. Delano. 

John D. Robnett. 

Stewart Rhodes. 

George W. Pigman, jr. 

Assistant paymasters to be passed assistant paymasters. 

Assistant Paymaster Perry G. Kennard, to be a passed assistant 
payimaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 

Assistant Paymaster George W. Reeves, jr., to be a passed | 
assistant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. | 

Assistant Paymaster Walter T. Camp, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 

Assistant Paymaster oe Spear, to be a passed assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 

Assistant Paymaster Christian J. Peoples, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 

Assistant Paymaster William B. Rogers, to bea passed assistant | 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 8d day of March, 1903. 

Assistant Pa ter Thomas D. Harris, to bea 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 38d day of March, 1903. 

Assistant Paymaster John F. Hatch, to be a —— assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 


assistant | 


paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 
Assistant Paymaster Frederick B. Colby, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 
Assistant Paymaster Edward E. Goodhue, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 
Assistant Paymaster William R. Bowne, to be a assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 





Lieut. Col. George F. Elliott, United States Marine Corps, an 
additional number in his grade, to be acolonel in the Marine 
Corps, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 

Maj. William P. Biddle, United States Marine Corps, to be a 
lieutenant-colonel in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 
1908. 

Maj. Littleton W. T. Waller, United States Marine Corps, to be 
a lieutenant-colonel in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of 
March, 1903. 

Capt. James E. Mahoney, Unites States Marine Corps, to be a 
major in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 

Capt. Con M. Perkins, United States Marine Corps, to be a 
major in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 1903, 
Captains to be majors in the Marine Corps, from the 8d day of 

March, 1908. 

Joseph H. Pendleton. 

John A. Lejeune. 

Eli K. Cole. 

Theodore P. Kane, 

Lewis C. Lucas. 

First lieutenants to be captains. 

First Lieut. Logan Feland, United States Marine Corps, to be a 
captain in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 

First Lieut. William H. Clifford, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a captain in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 


| 1903. 
Assistant Paymaster Frederick G. Pyne, to bea passed assistant 


First Lieut. John H. A. Day, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a captain in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 
First Lieut. John S. Bates, United States Marine Corps, to be 


| a captain in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 1903. 


First Lieut. James W. Broatch, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a captain in the Marine Corps, from the 38d day of March, 
1903. 


First Lieut. Benjamin B. Woog, United States Marine Corps, to 
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be a captain in the Marine Corps, from the 8d day of March, 1903. 
First Lieut. William Hopkins, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a captain in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 1908. 


First lieutenants to be captains in the Marine Corps, from the 3d 


day of March, 1903. 

Dickinson P. Hall. 
Arthur E. Harding. 
William W. Low. 
Charles H. Lyman. 
Charles C. Carpenter. 
Louis M. Little. 
Leof M. Harding. 
Frederic M. Wise. 
Richard M. Cutts, 
wie a C. Snyder. 

irt McCreary. 
Wade L. Jolly. 


Second lieutenants to be first lieutenants, 


Second Lieut. William G. Fay, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of 
March, 1908. 

Second Lieut. Robert Y. Rhea, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of 
March 1903. 

Second Lieut. Frank J. Schwable, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 8d day of 
March, 1903. 

Second Lieut. Eli T. Freyer, United States Marine Corps, to be 
- — lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, 

Second Lieut. Thomas Holcomb, jr., United States Marine 
Corps, to be a first lieutenant in the ine Corps, from the 34d | 
day of March, 1903. 

Second Lieut. John P. V. Gridley, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of 
March, 1903. 

Second Lieut. Rupert C. Dewey, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of 
March, 1903. 

Second Lieut. Edward A. Greene, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of 
March, 1903. 

Second Lieut. Edward B. Manwaring, United States Marine 
Corps, to a be first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d 
day of March, 1903. 

Second Lieut. William E. Smith, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of 
March, 1903. 

Second Lieut. Thomas M. Clinton, United States Marine Corps. 
to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of 
March, 1903. 

Second Lieut. Hamilton D. South, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps from the 3d day of 
March, 1903. 


William L. Redles. 

Fred A. Udell. 

Austin C. Rogers. 
Provence McCormick, jr, 
Woodell A, Pickering. 
Franklin S. Wiltse. 
Howard H. Kipp. 

John W. McClaskey, 
Fred A. Ramse 


: y: 
Hilary A. Herbert, jr. 
Walter E. Noa. 
Earl H. Ellis. 
John A. Hughes. 
Arthur McAllister, 
Alonzo C. Baker. 
Harvey C. Egan. 
Thomas C. Turner. 
POSTMASTERS. 
DELAWARE. 
William P. Carter, to be postmaster at Lewes, Del. 
Thomas Jefferson, to be postmaster at Smyrna, Del. 
IDAHO, 
Thalia L. Owen, to be postmaster at Genesee, Idaho. 
MARYLAND. 
William Pearre, to be postmaster at Cumberland, Md. 
MINNESOTA. 
John Crawford, to be postmaster at Lakefield, Minn. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Fred B. Appleget, to be postmaster at Hightstown, N. J. 
NEW MEXICO. 
Louis Garcia, to be postmaster at Springer, N. Mex. 
NORTH DAKOTA, 
George K. McEwan, to be postmaster at Park River, N. Dak. 
NEVADA. 
Charles F. Littrell, to be postmaster at Austin, Nev. 
OREGON, 
Samuel 8. Train, to be postmaster at Albany, Oreg. 
John R. Casey, to be postmaster at Ashland, Oreg. 
James L. Page, to be postmaster at Eugene, Oreg. 
John C. Eckman, to be postmaster at McMinnville, Oreg. 
Thomas B. Randall, to be postmaster at Oregon City, Oreg. 
7 PENNSYLVANIA. 
C. Edwin Michael, to be postmaster at Nazareth, Pa. 
Christian T. Clymer, to be postmaster at Quakertown, Pa, 
° SOUTH CAROLINA, 
Landrum Padgett, to be postmaster at Pelzer, 8. C, 
WASHINGTON. 


John F. Irby, to be postmaster at Ritzville, in the county of 


Adams and State of Washington. 


WISCONSIN. 


Frederick Reitz, to be postmaster at Neillsville, in the county 


Second Lieut. Theodore Monell, United States Marine Corps, | Of Clark and State of Wisconsin. 


to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps from the 3d day of | 
March, 1903. 

Second Lieut. Edgar Hayes, United States Marine Corps, to be | 
a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps from the 3d day of March, | 
1903. 

Second Lieut. James T. Buttrick, United States Marine Corps, | 
to be a first lientenant in the Marine Corps from the 3d day of | 
March, 1903. 

Second Lieut. Raymond B. Sullivan, United States Marine 
Corps, to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps from the 3 
day of March, 1903. 

Second Lieut. Giles Bishop, jr., United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of | 
March, 1903. 

Second Lieut. Frank Halford, United States Marine Corps, to | 
bea first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, | 
1903, 

Second Lieut. James K. Tracy, United States Marine Corps, to | 
be a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 3d day of March, | 
19038. 

Second lieutenants to be first lieutenants in the Marine Corps, 
Srom the 3d day of March, 1903, 

Ellis B. Miller. 

Arthur J. O'Leary. 

Berton W. Sibley. 

Frank F. Robards. 

Raymond W. Dikeman, 

Harold Colvocoresses. 

William Brackett. 
Chandler Campbell. 


SENATE. 
THuRsDAY, March 19, 1908. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. F. J. PretryMan, of the city of Washington. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved, 
ANTHRACITE COAL ARBITRATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the re- 
port of the investigation of the Anthracite Coai Arbitration, 
appointed by the President of the United States under authority 
of the act of Congress approved December 22, 1902; which was 
ordered to be printed, and extra copies not exceeding the cost 
of $500 were also ordered to be printed. 

INVESTIGATION OF AFFAIRS IN ALASKA, 


Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I reported yesterday, from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, a substitute for the resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] and referred to that committee. 
The proposed substitute was temporarily laid aside at the request 
of the Senator from Arkansas |Mr. Berry]. Iask for its present 
consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The proposed substitute will 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be, and they hereby are, au- 


thorized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to sit during the recess 
of the Senate, at such times and places as the committee or a subcommittee 
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may deem wise, to consider pro 


d bills or bills to be 
the district of Alaska; to send for persons and papers, 
employ a stenographer; and that the expenses incurred shall be pai m 
the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers to bew ed by the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 


relative to 
testim and 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the 
resolution? 

Mr. BURTON. May I ask the mover of the resolution a ques- 
tion? The chairman of the Committee on Public Lands was de- 
sirous to be present when the resolution was considered. Did the 
Senator have any talk with the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands in regard to the resolution? 

Mr. KEAN. I will say to the Senator from Kansas that I had, 
and I did not understand that he would desire te be present when 
the resolution should be considered. 

Mr. BURTON. Ido not want to oppose the resolution, but I 
understood that he desired to be present. I thought haps 
there was some understanding in regard to it, and that the reso- 
lution would probably be so changed as to embrace a member of 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the 
resolution? 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PROPOSED DECLARATION OF POLICY. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, in view of the importance of 
the work before us to-day, I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before that is done I desire to offer a resolu- 
tion, to go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. 1 will consent to that. 

Mr. MORGAN. I submit a resolution, which I desire to have 
printed and go over until to-morrow. Let it be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate the duties that now rest upon 
the Government of the United States with urgent demand for decisive action 


req uire— - 

i . That abuses of the powers of taxation by the United States shall cease. 

2. That our trade and commerce with all the insular possessions of the 
United States and between such ions should be as free and unre- 
stricted as it is between our States and Territories on this continent; and 
that the Republic ef Cuba should be invited to adopt.a like policy with ref. 
erence to all places withim the jurisdiction of the United States. ; 

3. That the Government of the United States should proceed with fixed 
and unchangeable purpose to use and apply its available resources to the ex- 
tinguishment of the interest-bearing national debt until that duty is fully 
completed, and that this should be a leading of the Goveri- 
ment. : 

4. That the powers of corporations chartered by the States or the United 
States, when employed for the purpose of monopoly or in restraint of the 

ust freedom of trade or production, are subject to the control of law, and 
hat Congress, within the Iimit of its powers, can exereise such control and 
owes to the country the vigoreus and effective use of such powers. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be printed 
and lie on the table. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After six hours spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed by the 

residing officer to wait upon the President of the United States and inform 

that unless he may have some further communi to make the Sen- 
ate is ready to adjourn without day. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. ALLISON and 
Mr. CocKRELL members of the committee. 


AFPAIRS DY COLOMBIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed: 


To the Senate: 


In compliance with the resolution of the Senate of February 18, 1903, re- 
questing the President, “if not incompatible with the public interesta, tosend 
te the Senate of all and of all in the Navy 
Department with naval or other officers of the United States om duty in the 
bays of Panama and Colon since April, 1902, which relate to the military oc- 
eupation of said bays and the regions between them and the cities of Colon 
and Panama by the forces of the United States; or that relate to the oper- 
ation of military or — farees of Colombia or of any insurgents that were 
fm arms inst the Government of Colombia in that region of country since 
April, 1902; or that relate to any measures of any officers of the United States 
to about the ion of that region or any intervention by such 
officers to that end; or that relate to the terms and conditions of the serrem- 
der of insurgent forces in that quarter to the forces or aw ities of the 
Republic of Colombia,” I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of the 
Navy, with secompanying papers. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Whitt Howse, March 19, 1903. 
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N OF LOTTERY TRAFFIC. 


On motion of Mr. HANSBROUGH, it was 


Ordered, That the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States 
arising on an | involving the constitutionality of the act of March 2, 
1895, for the suppression of lottery traflic through national and interstate 
commerce and the postal service, etc., be printed. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. ALLISON, from the committee appointed to wait upon 
the President of the United States and inform him that unless he 
may have some further communication to make the Senate is 
ready to adjourn without day, reported that they had performed 
the duty assigned them, and that the President had replied that 
he had no further communication to make. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn without day. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 18 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned without day. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 19, 1903. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL 
SERVICE. 


Asst. Surg. Leslie L. Lumsden, of Virginia, fo be a passed as 
sistant surgeon, to rank as such from March 14, 1903, in the Pub- 
lic Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Asst. Surg. Milton H. Foster, of Pennsylvania, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon, to rank as such from March 11, 1903, in the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

CONSULS. 

John E. Hopley, now consul at Southampton, to be consul of 
the United States at Montevideo, Uruguay, vice Albert W. 
Swalm, nominated to be consul at Southampton. 

Clarence Rice Slocum, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Warsaw, Russia, vice August Casimir Wolff, declined. 

Albert W. Swalm, now consul at Montevideo, to be consul of 
the United States at Southampton, England, vice John E. Hopley, 
nominated to be consul at. Montevideo, Uruguay. 


CIVIL ENGINEER IN THE NAVY. 

Archibald L. Parsons, a citizen of New Hampshire, to be a civil 
engineer in the Navy, from the 18th day of March, 1903, to fills 
vacancy existing in that grade. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Capt. Francis A. Cook. to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, from 
the 21st day of March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required 
by law), vice Rear-Admiral Arent 8. Crowninshield, retired. 

Capt. Purnell F. Harrington, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, 
from the 2ist day of March, 1903 (subject to the examinations re- 
quired by law), vice Rear-Admiral Francis A. Cook, an additional 
number in grade. 

Commander Adolph Marix, to be a aera in the Navy, from 
the 2tst day of March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required 
by law), vice Capt. Francis A. Cook, promoted. 

Commander Raymond P. Rodgers, to be a captain in the Navy, 
from the 21st day of March, 1903 (subject to the examinations re- 
quired by law), vice Capt. Adolph Marix, an additional number 
in grade. 

Commander William 8. Moore, to be a captain In the Navy, 
from the 2ist day of March, 1903 (subject to the examinations 
required by law), vice Capt. Raymond P. Rodgers, an additional 
number in grade. 

Commander Royal R. Ingersoll, to bea captain inthe Navy, from 
the 2ist day of March, 1903 (subject to the examinations required 
by law), vice Captain Purnell F. Harrington, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Frank H. Holmes, te be a commander in the 
Navy, from the 21st day of March, 1903 (subject to the examina- 
tions required by law), vice Commander Adolph Marix, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander John F. Parker, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the 2ist day of March, 1903 (subject to the examina- 
tions — by law), vice Commander Raymond P. Rodgers, 

romoted. 
. Lieut. Commander Hamilton Hutchins, to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the 2ist day of March, 1903 (subject to the exam- 
a by law), vice Commander William 8. Moore, 
oted. 
wld. Commander John M. Bowyer, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the 21st day of March, 1903 (subject to the examina- 
tions pee by law), vice Commander Royal R. Ingersoll, pro- 
moted. 

Lieut. William W. White, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 2ist day of March, 1903 (subject to the examina- 
tions a by law), vice Lieut. Commander Frank H. Holmes, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Bias C. B. Sampson, to be a lieutenant-commander in 
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the Navy, from the 21st day of March, 1903 (subject to the exami- Clarence Rice Slocum, of New York, to be consul of the United 
nations required by law), vice Lieut. Commander John F. Parker, | States at Warsaw, Russia. 

romoted. a leila lien —— ee 
Lieut. Solon Arnold, to be a lieutenant-commander inthe Navy, | "®0MOTON IN THE Po Pee ee 
from the 2ist day of March, 1903 (subject to the examinations ; : Te 7 , 
required by law), vice Lieut. Commander Hamilton Hutchins, Asst. Surg. Milton H. Foster, of Pennsylvania, to be a passed 


promoted. assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Lieut. Martin A. Anderson, to be a lieutenant-commander in | Service. 

the Navy, from the 21st day of March, 1903 (subject to the exami- PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY, 

nations required by law), vice Lieut. Commander John M. Bow- To be rear-admirals. 


yer, promoted. y 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Kenneth G. Castleman, to be a lieuten- | Capt. Francis A. Cook. 
ant in the Navy, from the 2ist day of March, 1903 (subject to the | Capt. Purnell F. Harrington. 
Sa required by law), vice Lieut. William W. White, To be captains. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William W. Littlefield, to be alieuten- | Commander Adolph Marix. 
ent in the Navy, from the 21st day of March, 1903 (subject to the | Commander Raymond P. Rodgers. 
examinations required by law), vice Lieut. Bias C. B. Sampson, | Commander William 8. Moore. 
promoted. Commander Royal R. Ingersoll. 

Lieut, (Junior Grade) Earl P. Jessop, to be a lieutenant in the i — 
Navy, from the 21st day of March, 1903 (subject to the examina- . au Oe oeneEre, 
tions required by law), vice Lieut. Solon Arnold, promoted. Lieut. Commander Frank H. Holmes, 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Pope Washington, to be a lieutenant in| Lieut. Commander John F, Parker. | 
the Navy, from the 2ist day of March, 1903 (subject to the ex- Lieut. Commander Hamilton Hutchins. 
aminations required by law), vice Lieut. Martin A. Anderson,| Lieut. Commander John M. Bowyer. 


promoted, To be lieutenant-commanders. 
POSTMASTERS. - see ihe 
. Lieut. William W. White. 


Si eee ae Lieut. Bias C. B. Sampson. 
J. J. Luchsinger, to be postmaster at Vallejo, in the county of Liews. Golon Arnold 
Solano and State of California, in place of William D. Penny- Sieok Martin A lice 
cook. Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1903. oe FS Pe : 
INDIANA. To be lieutenants. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Kenneth G. Castleman. 


George W. Van Alstine, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) William W. Littlefield. 


county of White and State of Indiana, in place of William W. 


McCulloch, deceased. Lieut. (Junior G rade) Earl P. Ji SSOP. 
NEBRASKA, | Lieut. (Junior Grade) Pope Washington. 
Edward G. Hall, to be postmaster at David City, in the county CIVIL ENGINEER IN THE NAVY 
of Butler and State of Nebraska, in place of Alice J. Steele. In- | : ar ‘is ad ae 
cumbent’s commission expired February 15, 1903. | Archibald L. Parsons, of New Hampshire, to be-a civil en 
pied neer in the Navy. 
alii ‘ POSTMASTERS, 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
CALIi INTA, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 19, 1908. | . pct. 
ee : "y . am"! J. J. Luchsinger, to be postmaster at Vallejo, Cal. 
CONSULS, INDIANA. 
y Ww t , Ss 1 3 Uni 5 < Sc P r : 4 / 7 
Albert w . Swalm, to be consul of the United States at South | George W. Van Alstine, to be naster at Monticello, Ind. 
ampton, England. 
oiitiiteman 


John E. Hopley, to be consul of the United States at Montevideo, on cae aitee? 
Uruguay. | Edward G. Hall, to be postmaster at David City, Nebr. 
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FIRST SESSION. 





| 20th day of October, in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundrei and 


SENATE. 
MonDaAy, November 9, 1903. 


The first session of the Fifty-eighth Congress commenced this 
day at the Capitol, in the city of Washington, in pursuance of the 
proclamation of the President of the United States of the 20th da; 
of October, 1903. 

The PRESIDENT | tempore (Mr. WiLL1Am P. Frys, a Sep- 
ator from the State of Maine) took the chair and called the Senate 
to order at 12 o’clock noon. 


PRAYER. 

Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington, offered the 
following prayer: 

Glory be to the Father, to the Son, and to the Holy Ghost, the 
only true and wise God. To Him be praise and glory and power 


and dominion forever and ever. Thou God of our fathers we | 


worship Thee. We bring to Thee our grateful tribute of praise, 
for Thou art still our God. Thou didst look upon us in our pov- 
erty and hast brought us into great possessions. Thou didst care 
for us in our weakness and hast given to us aname and place and 
ower in all the earth. Thou hast raised up men among us who 
ave embodied the forces of righteousness and truth. Thy hand 
has guided our national destiny to this good hour. 

Amidst the tremendous responsibilities of the hour we look to 
Thee for that wisdom which cometh from above, for the wisdom 
which is first pure, then peaceable, gentle, and easy to be entreated, 
full of mercy and of good fruits, without partiality, and without 
hypocrisy. 

Ve pray Thy blessing upon each member of this honorable Sen- 
ate, that having the fear of God with them they may bring all 
of their deliberations into accord with the eternal issues of the 
acts of this Assembly. We pray Thy blessing upon the citizen- 
ship of this land, that they may faithfully discharge their polit- 
ical duties as freemen with patriotic devotion to our free institu- 
tions. 

We pray that Thou wilt write all of the history of this Congress 
in the symbols of truth and righteousness, that it may stand 
among the councils of the nations as God’s latest deliverance of | 
peace and good will toward men. We ask it for Christ’s sake. 
Amen. 


THE PROCLAMATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
roclamation of the President of the United States convening | 
Sonnet in extraordinary session. 
The Secretary read the proclamation, as follows: 
BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 
A PROCLAMATION, 


Whereas by the resolution of the Senate of March 19, 1908, the approval by 
Congress of the reciprocal commercial convention between the United States 
and the Republic of Cuba, signed at Habana on December 11, 1902, is neces- 
sary before the said convention shall take effect; and 

Whereas it is important to the public interests of the United States that 
the said convention become operative as early as may be: 

Now, therefore, I, Theodore Roosevelt, President of the United States of 
America, by virtue of the power vested in me by the Constitution, do hereby 
proclaim and declare that an extraordinary occasion requires the convening 
ef both houses of the Congress of the United States at their respective Cham- 
bers in the city of Washington, on the 9th day of November next, at 120’clock 
noon, to the end that they may consider and determine whether the approval 
of the Congress shall be given to the said convention. ‘ 

All persons entitled to act as mombers of the Fifty-cighth Congress are 
required to take notice of this proclamation. 

iven under my hand and the seal of the United States, at Washington, the 


XXXVII——10 








three and of the Independence of the United States the one hundred and 
twenty-eighth. 

By the President: 

JOHN Hay, 
Secretary of State. 
SENATOR FROM FLORIDA. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, in the absence of the Senator 
from Florida {[Mr. TaLiareRRo], I beg leave to present the 
certificate of election of Hon. Stephen R. Mallory to the Senate, 
[ ask that the credentials may be read and placed on file. 

Mr. HOAR. Should not the roll be called before other business 
is transacted, to ascertain whether a quorum is present? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is under the 
impression that a Senator-elect who is present and desires to have 
the oath administered to him has aright to besworn. The Chair 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


The Secretary will read the credentials. 
The Secretary read the credentials of Stephen R. Mallory, chosen 
by the legislature of the State of Florida a Senator from that 


| State for the term beginning March 4, 1903. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The credentials will be placed 
on file. 

Mr. BACON. I ask that the oath of office be administered to 
the Senator-elect from Florida. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator-elect will present 
himself at the desk, and the Chair will administer the oath pré- 
scribed bv law. 

Mr. Mallory was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
Bacon; and the oath prescribed by law having been administered 
to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


SENATORS PRESENT. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will call the roll 


| of the Senate. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 

From the State of— 

Alabama—John T. Morgan and Edmund W. Pettus. 

Arkansas—James H. Berry and James P. Clarke. 

California—Thomas R. Bard and George C. Perkins. 

Colorado—Henry M. Teller. 

Connecticut—Orville H. Platt. 

Delaware—J. Frank Allee and L. Heisler Ball. 

Florida—Stephen R. Mallory. 

Georgia—Anugustus O. Bacon and Alexander S. Clay. 

Idaho—F¥red T. Dubois. 

Iilinois—Shelby M. Cullom and Albert J. Hopkins. 

Indiana—Albert J. Beveridge and Charles W. Fairbanks. 

Iowa—William B. Allison. 

Kansas—Joseph R. Burton and Chester I. Long. 

Kentucky—Joseph C. 5. Blackburn and James B. McCreary. 

Louisiana—Murphy J. Foster. 

Maine—William P. Frye and Engene Hale. 

Maryland—Arthur P. Gorman and Louis E. McComas. 

Massachusetts—George F. Hoar and Henry Cabot Lodge. 

Michigan—Russell A. Alger and Julius C. Burrows. 

Mississippi—H. D. Money. 

Missouri—Francis M. Cockrell and William J. Stone. 

Montana—William A. Clark and Paris Gibson. 

Nevada—William M. Stewart. 
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New Hampshire—Henry E. Burnham and Jacob H. Gallinger. 
New Jersey—John F. Dryden and John Kean. 

New York—Chauncey M. Depew and Thomas C. Platt. 

North Carolina—Lee S. Overman. 

North J akota—Henry C. Hansbrough and Porter J. McCumber. 
Ohio—Joseph B. Foraker and Marcus A. Hanna. 
Oreqon—Charles W. Fulton and John H. Mitchell. 
Pennsylvania—Boies Penrose. 

Rhode Island—Nelson W. Aldrich and George P. Wetmore. 
South Carolina—Asbury C. Latimer. 

South Dakota—Robert J. Gamble and A. B. Kittredge. 
Tennessee—Edward W. Carmack. 

Texas—Joseph W. Bailey and Charles A. Culberson. 
Utah—Thomas Kearns and Reed Smoot. 

Vermont—William P. Dillingham and Redfield Proctor. 
Virginia—Thomas 8. Martin. 

Washington—Levi Ankeny and Addison G. Foster. 

West Virginta—Stephen B. Elkins and Nathan B. Scott. 
Wisconsin—Joseph V. Quarles and John C. Spooner. 
Wyoming—Francis E. Warren. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Seventy-two Senators having | 


responded to their names, there is a quorum of the Senate pres- 
ent ready for the business of the session. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted the following resolution; | 


which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that a 
quorum of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready to proceed 
to business. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- | 


sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed by 
the Chair to join such committee as may be appointed by the House of Rep 
resentatives, to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him 


that a quorum of each House is assembled, and that Congress is ready to | 


receive any communication he may be pleased to make. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed as the committee Mr. 
Hoar and Mr. GORMAN. 
HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was | 


considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the hour of daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o’clock me- 
ridian until otherwise ordered. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 15 minutes | 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, November | 


10, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDay, November 9, 1908. 


At 12 o’clock m. the Members-elect of the House of Represent- | 
atives of the Fifty-eighth Congress assembled in their Hail in | 
extraordinary session in pursuance of a proclamation of the Presi- 


dent of the United States, and were called to order by Mr. ALEx- 
ANDER McDowWELL, Clerk of the last House of Representatives. 

The CLERK. Prayer will be offered by the Chaplain of the last 
House. 

Rev. Henry N. Couprn, Chaplain of the last House of Repre- 
sentatives, offered the following prayer: 

Infinite, all-pervading Spirit, God, our Heavenly Father, from 
whom proceedeth all things and from whom life and thought and 


action can not be apart, help us as individuals to show our grati- | 


tude for Thy goodness and wonderful works to the children of men 
by living to the highest conceptions of right and truth and duty, 
that Thy glory may be revealed in us and through us. 

That Thy will may be done, keep Thy servant, the President of 
the United States, his councilors, the lawmakers of the nation, 
and those who shal! pass judgment upon them ever in a receptive 
mood, that thus guided by Thyspirit we may move onas a nation 
harmoniously and in peace with all the world to greater achieve- 
ments and grander victories till all shall know Thee and worship 
Thee in spirit and in truth, and Thine be the glory through Jesus 
Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The CLerk. The Clerk will call the roll of Members-elect by 
States to ascertain whether a quorum df the House of Representa- 
tives is present. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named 


Members-elect answered: 

ALABAMA. 
John H. Bankhead. 
John L. Burnett. 
William Richardson. 
Oscar W. Underwood. 


George W. Taylor. 
Ariosto A. Wiley. 
Henry D. Clayton. 
Sydney J. Bowie. 
Charles W. Thompson. 





R. Bruce Macon. 
Hugh A. Dinsmore. 
John 8. Little. 


J.N. Gillett. 
Theodore A. Bell. 
Victor H. Metcalf. 
E. J. Livernash. 


Franklin E. Brooks. 
John F. Shafroth. 


George L. Lilley. 
E. Stevens Henry. 
Nehemiah D. Sperry. 


Stephen M. Sparkman. 
Robert W. Davis. 


Rufus E. Lester. 
James M. Griggs. 
Elijah B. Lewis. 
William C. Adamson. 


Leonidas F. Livingston. 


Charles L. Bartlett. 


Martin Emerich. 
James R. Mann 
William W. Wilson. 
George P. Foster. 
James McAndrews. 
William Lorimer. 
Philip Knopf. 
William F. Mahoney. 
Henry 8. Boutell. 
George E. Foss. 

H. M. Snapp. 
Charles E. fuller. 
Robert R. Hitt. 


James A. Hemenway. 
Robert W. Miers 
William T. Zenor. 
Francis M. Griffith. 
Elias 8. Holliday. 
James E. Watson. 
Jesse Overstreet. 


Thomas Hedge. 
Martin J. Wade. 
Benjamin P. Birdsall. 
Gilbert N. Haugen. 
Robert G. Cousins. 
John F. Lacey. 


Charles F. Scott. 
Charles Curtis. 
Justin D. Bowersock. 
P. P. Campbell. 


Ollie M. James. 
O. A. Stanley. 
John 8. Rhea. 
David H. Smith. 
Swanger Sheriley. 
D. Linn Gooch. 


Adolph Meyer. 
Robert C. Davey. 
Robert F. Broussard. 
Phanor Breazeale. 


Amos L. Allen. 
Charles E. Littlefield. 


William H. Jackson. 
J. F.C. Talbott. 
Frank C. Wachter. 


George P. Lawrence, 
Frederick H. Gillett. 
John R. Thayer. 
Charles Q. Tirrell. 
Butler Ames. 

A. P. Gardner. 
Ernest W. Roberts, 


Alfred Lucking. 
Charles E. Townsend. 
Washington Gardner. 
Edward L. Hamilton. 
William Alden Smith. 
Samuel W. Smith. 


James A. Tawney. 
James T. McCleary. 
C. R. Davis. 

Fred ©. Stevens. 
John Lind. 


AREANSAS. 


Joe T. Robinson, 
R. M. Wallace. 


CALIFORNIA, 


William J. Wynn. 
James C, Needham, 
James McLachian. 
M. J. Daniels. 


COLORADO. 
H. M. Hogg. 


CONNECTICUT. 
Frank B. Brandegee. 
Ebenezer J. Hill. 


DELAWARE. 
Henry M. Houston. 
FLORIDA, 
William B, Lamar, 


GEORGIA. 
John W. Maddox, 
William M. Howard. 
Farish C. Tate. 
T. W. Hardwick. 
William G. Brantley. 


IDAHO. 
Burton L. French. 


ILLINOIS. 


Benjamin F. Marsh. 
George W. Prince. 
Joseph V. Graff. 
John A. Sterling. 
Joseph G. Cannon. 
Vespasian Warner. 
Henry T. Rainey. 
Ben fF. Caldwell, 
William A. Rodenberg. 
Joseph B. Crowley. 
James R. Williams, 
George W. Smith. 


INDIANA, 


George W. Cromer, 
Charles B. Landis. 
Edgar D. Crumpacker, 
Frederick Landis. 
James M. Robinson, 
Abraham L. Brick. 


IOWA. 


John A. T. Hull. 
William P. Hepburn. 
Walter I. Smith. 
James P. Conner. 
Lot Thomas. 


KANSAS. 


James M. Miller. 
William A. Culderhead. 
William A. Reeder. 
Victor Murdock. 

KENTUCKY. 

, South Trimble. 
George G. Gilbert. 
James N. Kehoe. 
F. A. Hopkins. 


LOUISIANA, 


Joseph E. Ransdell. 
Samuel M. Robertson. 
A. P. Pujo. 


MAINE. 


Edwin C. Burleigh. 
Llewellyn Powers. 


MARYLAND. 


J. W. Denny. 
Sydney E. Mudd. 
George E. Pearre, 


MASSACHUSETTS, 


Samuel W. McCall. 

J. A. Keliher. 

W.5S. McNary. 

John A. Sullivan. 

Samuel L. Powers. 

William C. Lovering. 

William 8. Greene. 
MICHIGAN, 


Henry McMorran. 
Joseph W. Fordney. 
Roswell P. Bishop. 
George A. Loud. 
Archibald B. Darragh, 
H. Olin Young. 


MINNESOTA, 
C. B. Buckman. 
Andrew J. Volstead, 
J. Adam Bede. 
Halvor Steenerson. 
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Ezekiel 8. Candler, jr. 
Thomas Spight. 

B. G. Humphreys. 
Wilson 8. Hill. 


James T. Lloyd. 
William W. Rucker. 
John Dougherty. 
Charles F. Cochran. 
William 8. Cowherd. 
David A. De Armond. 
Courtney W. Hamlin. 
Dorsey W. Shackleford. 


Elmer J. Burkett. 
G. M. Hitchcock, 
J.J. McCarthy. 


Cyrus A, Sulloway. 


Henry C. Loudenslager. 
John J. Gardner. 
Benjamin F. Howell. 
William M. Lanning. 
Charles N. Fowler. 


Townsend Scudder. 
George H. Lindsay. 
Charles T. Dunwell. 
Frank E. Wilson. 

E. M. Bassett. 
Robert Baker. 

John J. Fitzgerald. 
T. D. Sullivan. 
Henry M. Goldfogle. 
William Sulzer. 
William R. Hearst. 
George B. McClellan. 
F. B. Harrison. 

Ira E. Rider. 
William H. Douglas. 
Jacob Ruppert. 

F. E. Schober. 
Joseph A. Goulden. 


John H. Small. 
Charles R. Thomas, 
Edward W. Pou. 
William W. Kitchin. 
G. B. Patterson. 


Thomas F. Marshall. 


Nicholas Longworth. 
Herman P. Goebel. 
Harvey C. Garber. 
John §. Snook. 
Charles 2 Hildebrant. 
Thomas B. Kyle. 
William R. Warnock, 
James H. Southard. 
Stephen Morgan. 
Charles H. Grosvenor. 


Binger Hermann. 


Henry H. Bingham. 
Robert Adams, jr. 
Reuben O. Moon. 
Edward De V. Morrell. 
George D. McCreary. 
Thomas 8. Butler. 
Irving P. Wanger. 

H. Burd Cassel, 
George Howell. 

Henry W. Palmer. 
George R. Patterson. 
Marcus C. L. Kline. 
Charles F. Wright. 
Elias Deemer. 

Charles H. Dickerman. 
Thaddeus M. Mahon. 


D. L. D. Granger. 


George 8. Legare. 
George W. Croft. 
Wyatt Aiken. 
Joseph T, Johnson. 


Charles H. Burke. 


Walter P. Brownlow. 
Henry R. Gibson. 
John A. Moon. 
James D. Richardson. 
John W. Gaines. 
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MISSISSIPPI. 


A. M. Byrd. 

E. J. Bowers. 
Frank A. McLain. 
Jobn 8. Williams. 


MISSOURI. 


Champ Clark. 
Richard Bartholdt. 
John T. Hunt. 

James J. Butler. 
Edward Robb. 
Willard D. Vandiver. 
Mecenas E. Beaton. 
Robert Lamar. 


MONTANA. 
Joseph M. Dixon. 
NEBRASKA. 


E. H. Hinshaw. 
George W. Norris. 
M. P. Kinkaid. 


NEVADA. 
C. D. Van Duzer. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Frank D. Currier. 


NEW JERSEY. 


William Hughes 

R. Wayne Parker. 
William H. Wiley. 
Allan Benny. 

Allan L. McDermott. 


NEW YORK. 


Norton P. Otis. 
Thomas W. Bradley. 
John H. Ketcham. 
William H. Draper. 
George N. Southwick. 
Lucius N. Littauer. 
William H. Flack. 
James 8. Sherman. 
Charles L. Knapp. 
Michael E. Driscoll. 
John W. Dwight. 
Sereno E. Payne. 
James Breck Perkins. 
Charles W. Gillet. 
James W. Wadsworth. 
William H. Ryan. 

De Alva S. Alexander, 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


Robert N. Page. 
Theodore F. Kluttz. 
E. Y. Webb. 

J. M. Gudger, jr. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


OHIO. 


B. F. Spalding. 


De Witt C. Badger. 

A. H. Jackson. 
William W. Skiles. 
er Van Voorhis, 
John W. Cassingham, 
James Kennedy. 
Charles Dick. 

Jacob A. Beidler. 
Theodore E. Burton, 


OREGON, 


J. N. Williamson. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Marlin E. Olmsted. 
Alvin Evans. 
Daniel F. Lafean. 
S. R. Dresser. 
George F. Huff. 
Allen F. Cooper. 
Ernest F. Acheson, 
Arthur L. Bates. 
J. H. Shull. 

W. O. Smith. 
qonee C. Sibley. 
G. Shiras, IT. 
John Dalzell. 

H. Kirke Porter. 
James W. Brown. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


Adin B. Capron. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


David E. Finley. 
Robert B. Scarborough, 
A. F. Lever. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Eben W. Martin. 


TENNESSEE. 


Lemuel P. Padgett. 
Thetus W. Sims. 

Rice A. Pierce. 
Malcolm R. Patterson. 


| bership of the House since the last regular election, which, if 








Morris Sheppard. 
Sam B. Cooper. 
Gordon Russell. 
Choice B. Randell. 
Jack Beall. 

Scott Field. 

A. W. Gregg. 





TEXAS. 


Albert 8. Burleson, 
Robert L. Henry. 
O. W. Gillespie. 
John H. Stephens. 
James L. Slayden. 
John N. Garner. 
W. R. Smith. 
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George F. Burgess. 
UTAH. 


Joseph Howell. 
VERMONT. 
Kittredge Haskins. 
VIRGINIA. 
Carter Glass. 
James Hay. 
John F. Rixey. 
Campbell Sere 
Henry D. Flood. 
WASHINGTON. 
William E. Humphrey. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
Harry C. Woodyard. 
James A. Hughes. 


David J. Foster. 


William A. Jones. 
Harry L. Maynard. 
John Lamb. 

R. G. Southall. 
Claude A. Swanson. 


Wesley L. Jones. 


Blackburn B. Dovener. 
Alston G. Dayton. 
Joseph Holt Gaines. 
WISCONSIN. 
John J. Esch. 
James H. Davidson. 
Edward S. Minor. 
Webster E. Brown, 
John J. Jenkins. 


Henry 4. Cooper. 

H. C. Adams. 

Joseph W. Babcock. 

Theobald Otjen. 

William H. Stafford. 

C. H. Weisse. 
WYOMING. 


Frank W. Mondell. 
ARIZONA. 

J. F. Wilson. 
NEW MEXICO. 
Bernard 8. Rodey. 
OKLAHOMA. 
Bird 8S. Maguire. 
HAWAII. 
Jonah Kalauiauoale. 


The CLERK. On the call of the roll, 375 Members have an- 


swered to their names. A quorum of the House is present. 
The Clerk has prepared a statement of the changes in the mem- 


there be no objection, will be printed in the REcorpb. 
The statement is as follows: 





| Date of va- | Nameof succes- 





District. Name. 





| caney. sor, 
Seventh Kansas. ...... Chester I. Long¢ ...| Mar. 4,1908 | Victor Murdock. 
Eleventh Kentucky ---| Vincent Boreing > ..| Sept. 16, 1903 | 
Sixteenth Ohio ........ Joseph J. Gillea __... Oct. 31,1903 | Capell Weems. 
First Oregon........... Thomas H. Tongue? Jan. 11,198 BingerHermann. 


Fourth Pennsylvania. | R. H. Foerderer °. -+| July 26,1903 | Reuben O. Moon. 





@ Resigned. b Died. 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 


The CLeRK. Nominations for Speaker are now in order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Clerk, I nominate as a candidate for 
Speaker of the House of Representatives Hon. JoserpH G. CANNon, 
a Representative-elect from the State of Illinois. [Applauzse. ] 

Mr. HAY. I nominate for Speaker Hon. JoHN SHarP Wu- 
LIAMS, a Member-elect from the State of Mississippi. [Applause. } 

The CLERK. Are there any other nominations? [A pause.] If 
not, the Clerk designates.as tellers Mr. HoLuipay of Indiana, 
Mr. ScuppER of New York, Mr. Bowers of Mississippi, and Mr. 
PorteER of Pennsylvania. The tellers will please take their 
places. The roll will be called; and Members, as their names are 
called, will announce for whom they vote as Speaker. 

The tellers having taken their places, the Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll, at the conclusion of which the following was an- 
nounced as the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Joseph G. Cannon, of Illinois—198, 


Acheson, Brown, Pa. Curtis Fordney, 


Adams, Pa. Brown, Wis. Dalzell, Foss, 

Adams, Wis. Brownlow, Daniels, Foster, Vt. 
Alexandege, Buckman, Darragh, French, 

Allen, Burke, 8S. Dak. Davidson, Fuller, 

Ames, Burkett, Davis, Minn. Gaines, W. Va. 
Babcock, Burleigh, Dayton, Gardner, Mass. 
Bartholdt, Burton, Deemer, Gardner, Mich. 
Bates, Butler, Pa. Dick, Gardner, N. J. 
Bede, Calderhead, Dixon, Gibson 
Beidler, Campbell, Douglas, Gillet, N. y. 
Bingham, Capron, Dovenor, Gillett, Cal. 
Birdsall, Cassel, Draper, Gillett. Maas. 
Bishop, Conner, Dresser, Goebel, 
Boutell, Cooper, Pa. Driscoll Graff, 
Bowersock, Cooper, Wis. Dunwell, Greene, 
Bradley, Cousins, Dwight, Grosvenor, 
Brandegee, Cromer, Esch, Hamilton, 
Brick, Crumpacker, Evans, Haskins, 
Brooks, Currier, Flack, Haugen, 
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Hedge, Lanning, Needham, Snapp, 
Hemenway, Lawrence, Norris, Southard, 
Henry, Conn. Lilley, Olmsted, Southwick, 
He; “n, Littauer, Otis, Spalding, 
Hern L, Littlefield Otjen, Sperry, 
Hildebrant, Longworth, Overstreet, Stafford, 

Hill, Conn. Lorimer, Palmer, Steenerson, 
Hinshaw, Loud, Parker, Sterling, 

Hitt, Loudenslager, Patterson, Pa. Stevens, Minn. 
Hogg, Lovering, Payne, Sulloway, 
Holliday, McCall, Pearre, Tawney, 
Howell, N. J. McCarthy, Perkins, Thomas, Iowa 
Howell, Utah, McCleary, Minn. Porter, Tirrell, 


Huff, 
Hughes, W. Va. 


McCreary, Pa. 
McLachlan, 


Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 


Townsend, 
Van Voorhis, 


Huil, McMorran, Prince, Volstead, 
Humphrey, Wash. Mahon, Reeder, Wachter, 
Jackson, Md. Mann, Roberts, Wadsworth, 
Jackson, Ohio Marsh, Rodenberg, Wanger, 
Jenkins, Marshail, Scott, Warner, 
Jones, Wash. Martin, Sherman, Warnock, 
Kennedy, Meicalf, Shiras, Watson, 
Ketcham, Miller, Sibley, Wiley, N. J. 
Kinkaid, Minor, Skiles, Williamson, 
Knapp, Mondell, meng Wilson, Ill. 

Cnopf, Moon, Pa. Smith, Ml. Woodyard, 
Lacey, Morgan, Smith, Iowa, Wright, 
Lafean, Morrell, Sinith, Samuel W. Young. 
Landis, Chas.B. Mudd, Smith, Wm. Alden 





Lar 








| 
| 
| 
' 
Adamson, Foster, Til. Lever, Ryan, . 
Aiken, Gaines, Tenn. Lewis, Scarborough, 
Garber, Lind, Scudder, 
Garner, Lindsay, Shackleford, 
Gilbert, Little, Shafroth, 
Gillespie, Livernash, Sheppard, 
Glass, Livingston, Sherley, 
Goldfogle, Lloyd, Shober, 
Gooch, Lucking, Shull, 
Benny, Goulden, McAndrews, Sims, 
Benton, Granger, McClellan, Slayden, 
Bowers, Gregg. McDermott, Small, 
Bowie, Griffith, McLain, Smith, Ky. 
Brantley, Griggs, McNary, Smith, Tex. 
sreazeale, Gudger, Macon, Snook, 
3roussard, Hamlin, Maddox, Southall, 
Burgess, Hardwick, Mahoney, Sparkman, | 
Burleson, Harrison, Maynard, Spight, 
Burnett, Hay, Meyer, La. Stanley, 
Butler, Mo. Hearst, Miers, Ind. Stephens, Tex. 
Caldwell, Henry, Tex. Moon, Tenn. Sullivan, Mass. | 
Candler, Hill, Miss. Padgett, Sullivan, N. Y. 
Cassingham, Hitchcock, Page, Sulzer, 
Clark, Hopkins, Patterson, N.C. Swanson, | 
Clayton, Houston, Patterson, Tenn. Talbott, 
Cochran, Howard Pierce, Tate, 
Cooper, Tex. Howell, Pa. Pou, Taylor, 
Cowherd, Hughes, N. J. Pujo, Thayer, | 
Croft, Humphreys, Miss. Rainey, Thomas, N. C. 
Crowley, Hunt, Randell, Tex. Trimble, 
Davey, James, ea, Underwood, 
Davis, Fla. Jones, Va. Richardson, Ala. Vandiver, 
De Armond, Kehoe, Richardson, Tenn. Van Duzer, 
Denny, Keliher, Rider, Wade, 
Dickerman, Kitchin, Wm. W. Rixey, Webb 
Dinsmore, Kline, Robb, Weisse 
Dougherty, Kiuttz, Robertson, La. Wiley, Ala. 
Emerich, Lamar, Fla. Robinson, Ark. Williams, Ml. 
Field, Lamar, Mo. Robinson, Ind. Wilson, N. Y. 
Finley, 4, a. pate, zm 
Fitzgerak gare, uppert, mor. 
Flood, Lester, Russell, 
Not voting—19. 
Ball, Fitzpatrick, Nevin, Vreeland, 
Brundidge, Fowler, Ransdell, La. Wallace, 
Burk, Pa. Johnson, Reid Weems, 
Byrd. Kitchin, Claude Smith, N. Y. Williams, Miss, 


Cushman, 
The CLERK. 


lis, Frederick Murdock, 


For Mr. John 8S 


Kyle, 


JoszpH G. Cannon, of Illinois, has received 198 


Smith, Pa. 


Thompson, 


. Williams, of Mississippi—167. 


votes; Jonn S. WriiaMms, of Mississippi, 167 votes. Joszpns G. | 
Cannon, having received a majority of the votes cast, is duly | 
elected Speaker of the House of Representatives for the Fifty- | 
eighth Congress. [Loud applause.] Mr. Witiiams of Missis- | 
sippi and Mr. Grosvenor of Ohio are named as a committee to | 
present the Speaker-elect to the House. 

After a pause Mr. CANNON appeared at the main entrance of the 
Hall, accompanied by Mr. WILLIAMs of Mississippi and Mr. Gros- | 
VENOR, who conducted him to the chair amid loud applause. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Gentlemen of the House of | 
Representatives, it is alwaysa high honor to present a Speaker— | 
any Speaker—to any American House of Representatives—the 
greatest parliamentary body on the face of the earth. It is espe- 
cially an honor to present to this particular House of Representa- 
tives this particular Speaker. Of him I think the majority can 
well say that they have selected their best type, and I am satisfied 
that the minority will receive, under his administration, a full 
measure of fairness and impartiality. [Applause.] I have the 
honor to present your Speaker, Hon. JosepH G. Cannon, of Illi- 
nois. [Renewed applause. ]} 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen, Members of the House: I appreci- 
ate the honor you confer in choosing me as the presiding officer of 
the House. After twenty-eight years’ service in the House such an 
expression of your confidence touches me profoundly. Ithank you. 





In the performance of the duties of the office I bring to the serv- 
ice a sincere desire to acquit myself with courtesy, efficiency, and 
fairness. If I err, it will be an error of the head, not of the heart. 
The contests on the floor touching policies that abound in parti- 
sanship will be spirited and earnest. The majority determines. 

I am quite sure that in the consideration of the people’s busi- 
ness, however sharp may be our differences, we will not forget 
that courtesy and demeanor which should always obtain between 
manly opponents who honestly differ. Inthe performance of the 
duties of Speaker I bespeak the kindly cooperation of each Member 
of the House. [Loud applause. | 

I am ready to take the oath of office. 

The oath of office prescribed by law was then administered by 
Mr. BINGHAM. 

SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER then proceeded to administer to the Members 
in attendance the oath of office. 

The Members presented themselves as their names were called 
by States, and took, respectively, the oath of office provided by 
the law. 

ELECTION OF CLERK AND OTHER OFFICERS. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Alexander McDowell, of the State of Pennsylvania, be, and 
he is hereby, chosen Clerk of the House of Representatives; 

That Henry Casson, of the State of Wisconsin, be, and he is hereby, chosen 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives; 

That Frank B. Lyon, of the State of New York, be, and heis hereby, chosen 
Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives; 

That Joseph C. McElroy, of the State of Ohio, be, and he is hereby, chosen 
Postmaster of the House of Representatives: 

That Henry N. Couden, of the State of Michigan, be, and he is hereby, 
chosen Chaplain of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. HAY. Mr.Speaker, I offer the following as a substitute 
to the resolution: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Charles A. Edwards, of Texas, be elected Clerk of the House 
of Representatives; x 

That E. V. Brookshire, of Indiana, be elected Sergeant-at-Arms of the 
House of Representatives; . . ; 

That A. J. Julian, of Georgia, be elected Doorkeeper of the House of Rep- 
resentatives; 

That James K. Jackson, of Alabama, be elected Postmaster of the House of 


| Representatives; 


hat E. B. Bagby, of Virginia, be elected Chaplain of the House of Repre- 

sentatives. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was taken, and the substitute was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the resolution agreed to. 

SWEARING IN OF OFFICERS-ELECT. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen named in the resolution just 
agreed to will come forward and take the oath of office. 

The oath of office was then administered by the Speaker to the 
officers-elect of the House. 


MEMBERS-ELECT FROM THE SIXTEENTH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF 
OHIO AND THE FOURTH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF SOUTH 
CAROLINA, 

Mr. DICK. Mr. Speaker, at a special election held in the Six- 
teenth district of Ohio on November 3, 1903, Mr. C. L. Weems 
was elected by a plurality exceeding fifty-eight hundred, to suc- 
ceed Hon. J. J. Gill, resigned. His certificate of election has not 
been received, but I ask unanimous consent of the House that he 
be now sworn in as a Member of this Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that Mr. Weems, of the State of Ohio, be permitted to 
take the oath as a Member of this House. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say 
that I understand there is no contest in that district and no 
doubt as to the election of Mr. Weems. There will, therefore, be 
no objection on this side. 

The SPEAKER. There is no objection, and the gentleman 


| will please come forward and take the oath. 


The oath of office was then administered by the Speaker to the 
Member-elect. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. 5S <er, at the general election held last 
year, Hon. Joseph L. Johnson was elected a Representative from 


| South Carolina to represent the Fourth Congressional district of 
| that State. In some way his certificate has failed to reach the 


Clerk. There is no question as to his election. There is no con- 
test; and I therefore ask unanimous consent of the House that my 
colleague, Mr. Johnson, be permitted to take the oath of office. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that Mr. Johnson, of South Carolina, be per- 
mitted to take the oath of office as a member of this House. Is 
there objection? 


4 
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Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman if the 
gentleman referred to was elected a year ago? 
Mr. FINLEY. He was. 


Mr. PAYNE. At the regular election? 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes; but in some way his certificate has failed 
to come. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the gentle- 
man will please step forward and take the oath. 

The oath of office was then administered by the Speaker to the 
Member-elect. 

NOTIFICATION OF THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the resolu- 
tion which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to inform the President of the 


United States that the House of Representatives has elected JosEPH G. CAN- 
NON, a Representative from the State of Illinois, as Speaker, and ALEXANDER 


McDowELt, a citizen of the State of Pennsylvania, as Clerk of the House of | 


Representatives of the Fifty-eighth Congress. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to, 
NOTIFICATION OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the reso- 
lution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That a message be sent to the Senate to inform that body thata 
quorum of the House of Representatives has assembled; that JosEpH G.CAN- 
NON, a Representative from the State of Illinois, has been elected Speaker; 
that ALEXANDER MCDOWELL, a citizen of the State of Pennsylvania, has 
been elected Clerk, and that the House is ready for business. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE TO NOTIFY THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed by the Speaker on the 
part of the House of Representatives, to join the committee on the part of the 
Senate to wait on the President of the United States and notify him thata 
quorum of the two Houses has assembled. and that Congress is ready to re- 
ceive any communication he may be pleased to make. 

The SPEAKER. The questionis on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as 
such committee on the part of the House Mr. Tawney, Mr. 
Capron, and Mr. Wi.1aMs of Mississippi. 


RULES OF THE HOUSE, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the rulesof the House of neve of the Fifty-sev- 
enth Congress be adopted as the rules of the House of Representatives of the 
Fifty-eighth Congress, including the standing orders of March 8 and March 
14, 1900 (relating to consideration of pension and claim bills on Fridays), which 
are hereby continued in force during this Fifty-eighth Congress; and with 
following addition: 

That the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions is hereby 
constituted a standing committee, to consist of fifteen Members, and having 
the same jurisdiction which appertained to the said select committee in the 
Fifty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, just a word of explanation. 
Those Members of this House who have been Members of previous 
Houses will recollect that for many ey it has been the practice 
to have a session on Friday night for the consideration of pen- 
sion bills. 

During the last Congress two orders were adopted changing the 
practice, so that we had the consideration of private pension bills 
on Fridays in the daytime, alternately with claim bills. The pur- 
pose of this resolution, if adopted, will be to preserve those two 
orders during the life of the Fifty-eighth Congress. 

The only change suggested in the rulesis a change in the num- 
ber of the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions, and 
making that committee a standing committee instead of a select 
committee. 

I am now ready to ask for a vote, unless the gentleman from 
Mississippi wishes to say something. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker—— 


to the gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman. 
does the gentleman want? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
utes. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield five minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, it goes without 
saying that we on this side of the House have a very great num- 
ber of objections to the rules of the House, and for that reason we 
shall demand the yeas and nays upon the motion which the gen- 
tleman has submitted. I want to say here, however, for the pur- 
yoee of calling the attention of the Republican Members of the 

ouse to it, that we think in all fairness—and we hope that you 
of the majority will recognize that fact after a while—that the 


How much time 


Oh, three or four or five min- 
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Democracy, the minority in the House, ought to have a larger 
representation upon certain important committees, where a re- 
duction took place at the beginning of the last Congress. That 
reduction was made because, as the Speaker stated, the Repub- 
lican party had gained so much and the Democratic party had lost 
so much that he couid not well make his assignments go arcund 
amongst his party followers without a decrease of Democratic 
membership and achange of the proportion which the two parties 
had upon these committees. Now we have reinstated ourselves 
as far as those losses are concerned, and I want to express the hope 
and, I may add, the confidence that the Republican party will 
have the fairness, at a proper time, to cause an increased mem- 
bership of one Democrat each upon the Committee on Ways and 
Means, the Committee on Appropriations, and these other im- 
portant committees where a reduction took place. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I shall call for the yeas and nays upon 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DALZELL. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I would like to make a few remarks on 
the resolution. 

Mr. DALZELL. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Only a few minutes—five minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. [yield five minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I think it would be ample for 
the purposes of this extra session, and that it would be sufficient 
action for the House at this time, to adopt the rules for the extra 
session, and not adopt rules that will stand during the entire 
Congress. 

Those of us who have been here a little while know, and those 
who have not been here will soon learn, that under the code of 
rules of the last Congress, if adopted, times will come, and come 
often, when it will be in the power of a few men in the House to 
prevent action which a majority of the Members would really like 
to take, and when that is done, in order to accomplish that which 
a majority of the Members wish to have done it will be necessary 
repeatedly to override the rules; and failing to do that, the House 
will be unable to express its real judgment upon many important 
questions. It seems to me that it would be enough to test and try 
these rules in this extraordinary session. The gentlemen upon 
the other side have the votes to adopt them without change at any 
time they see fit, and it seems to me that in justice to the major- 
ity, in justice to the minority, in justice to the country, these 
rules ought to be tested and tried in a temporary way in the ex- 
traordinary session. Then if the majority are satisfied to adopt 
them as they are it is within the power of that majority so to 
adopt them. 

If the experience of the House in this extraordinary session should 
lead the thoughtful, independent men of the majority, after con- 
sideration of the matter, to the conclusion that these rules are too 
drastic and too arbitrary, it will then be in their power, before 
their hands are tied, to have such changes made as in their judg- 
ment ought to be made, and give the House and the membership 
of the House some opportunity to exercise here, in a free, inde- 
pendent, and untrammeled way, the rights which are theirs and 
to perform the duties which are theirs also. 

Another objection which [ have to the adoption of these rules out 
tally 
unfair to the minority in the assignment of membership upon ih 
various committees. Any gentleman looking over the roll of the 
House, and seeing how large, or rather how small, is the major- 
ity, must, in fairness and justice, say that not only upon the im- 


| portant committees, but upon all the committees of the House, 


this side ought to have a larger representation than it had in the 
last Congress. 

It is within the power of the majority, of course, to deny us 
thatrepresentation. If we are denied that representation a wrong 
will be done us individually and a wrong will be done our con- 


| stituents at the outset of the proceedings of this Congress, a wrong 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield | 


that will not inure to the benefit of any party orof the country at 
large. It is conducive to good legislation, to thoughtful consid- 
eration of measures, to a proper disposition of things which will 
come before committees and later before the House, that there 
be a reasonably fair distribution of the Members upon commit- 
tees, in proportion to the membership upon the respective sides 
of the House. Some of the great committees of the last House 
had a membership of seventeen, eleven Republicans and six Dem- 
ocrats. There is no justice and no fairness in such disproportion. 
It does not give us the representation which we ought to have. 
We know very well that we have no power whatever to change 
or modify in any degree the will of the majority; but now, at the 
outset—before there is anything done—I wish to say to those who 
have the good fortune to be new to this House that the time will 
come, and it will come repeatedly, when, if these rules are adopted 
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without consideration and blindly, individual members, and many 
of them, will regret their hasty action. 

I wish to say also, asa Member of the House upon this side, 
that it is not justice to us nor justice to the people who sent us 
here, it is not fair to the people of the country, it is not for good 
legislation, it is not wise and patriotic action, to limit us in our 
membership in committees—great and small alike—to the small 
portion of power which we had in the Fifty-seventh Congress. It 
will be better for your own legislation, it will be more satisfac- 
tory in results, it will be better for us and better for the country, 
to give us a larger committee membership. That is all I desire 
to say. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, so far as the increased repre- 
sentation of the Democratic party on the committees is concerned, 
I just wish to say a word. That can not be disposed of now. If 
the claim upon the other side shall have merit, I have no doubt 
tl at_it will be recognized and can be rectified later. So far as con- 
fining the use of the rules, experimentally, to the extra session is 
concerned, the gentleman from Missouri knows, as well as the 
rest of us, that these have been the rules of every Republican Con- 
gress since the Fifty-first Congress and substantially the rules of 
the Fifty-second and Fifty-third Democratic Congresses. I now 
ask for the previous question. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. How, if we are to have a larger member- 
ship, can the wrong be righted or the error be rectified after the 
committees are made up? 

Mr. DALZELL. There is no question of making up the com- | 
mittees involved in this. It involves the adoption of rules for the 
House, and the committees will be made up later on. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Why not omit the number of Members on 
the committees? 

Mr. DALZELL. That amendment can be made atany time. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Why not leave the matter open, then? 

Mr. DALZELL. We want the House organized, and we want 
it organized with rules to go by. I ask for the previous question. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Division. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 176, noes 163. 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 192, nays 168, 
not voting 24, as follows: 


Upon that, Mr. Speaker, I 


Adamson, 
Aiken, 
Badger, 
Baker, 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Bassett, 
Beall, 
Bell, 
Benny, 
Benton, 
Bowers, 
Bowie, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Broussard, 
Burgess, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Butler, Mo. 
Byrd, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cochran, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cow herd, 
Croft, 
Crowley, 
Davey. 


| Davis, Fla. 


De Armond, 
Dickerman, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty. 
Emerich, 
Field, 
Finley, 
Fitzgerald, 
Flood, 


| Ball, 


| Brundidge, 


Cooper, Wis. 
Cushman, 
Denny, 
Fitzpatrick, 


NAYS—168. 


Foster, Il. 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Garber, 
Garner, 
Gilbert, 
Gillespie, 
Glass, 
Goldfogle, 
Gooch, 
Goulden, 
Granger, 
Gregg, 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Gudger, 
Hamlin, 
Herdwick, 
Harrison, 
Hay, 
Hearst, 
Henry, Tex. 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitcheock, 
Hopkins, 
Houston, 
Howard, 
Howell, Pa. 
Hughes, N. J. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Hunt, 
James, 
Johnson, 
Jones, Va. 
Kehoe, 
Kelliher, 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kline, 
Kluttz, 
Lamar, Mo. 
Lamb, 
Legare, 
Lester, 


Lever, 
Lewis, 
i 

zinasay, 
Little. 
Livernash, 
Livingston, 
Lloyd, 
Lucking, 
McAndrews, 
McClellan, 
McDermott, 
McLain, 
McNary, 
Macon, 
Maddox, 
Mahoney, 
Maynard, 
Meyer, La. 
Miers, Ind. 
Moon, Tenn. 
Overstreet, 
Padgett, 
Page, 
Patterson, N. C. 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pierce, 
Pou, 
Pujo, 

Rainey, 
Randell, Tex. 
Rhea, 
Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Tenn 
Rider, 
Rixey, 
Robb, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ark. 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 
Ruppert, 


NOT VOTING—24. 


Foster, Vt. 
Fowler, 

Hitt, 

Huff, 

Jackson, Ohio. 
Kitchin, Claude 


Kyle, 
Lamar, Fla. 
Mondell, 
Nevin, 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid, 


So the resolution was agreed to. 4 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. ' 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed to 
join such committee as may be appointed by the House of Representatives 


Russell, 
Ryan, 
Scarborough, 
Scudder, 
Shackleford, 
Shafroth 
Sheppard, 
Sherley, 
Shober, 
Shull, 

Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Ky. 
Smith, Tex. 
Snook, 
Southall, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Stanley, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sullivan, Mass. 
Sullivan, N. Y. 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Talbott, 

Tate, 

Taylor, 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Van Duzer, 

. Wallace, 
Webb, 
Weisse, 
Wiley, Ala. 
Williams, Ill. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wynn, 

Zenor. 


Smith, N. Y. 
Thompson, 
Vandiver, 
Vreeland, 
Wade, 
Wadsworth. 


to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him that a quorum 


of each 


munication he may be pieased to make. 
And that in compliance with the foregoing the President pro 


ouse is assembled and that Congress is ready to receive any com- 


YEAS—192. 


Acheson, Dick, Jones, Wash. Pearre, 
Adams, Pa. Dixon, Kennedy, Perkins, 
Adams, Wis. Douglas, Ketcham, Porter, 
Alexander, Dovener, Kinkaid, Powers, Me. 
Allen, Draper, Knapp, Powers, Mass. 
Ames, Dresser, Knopf, Prince, 
Babcock, Driscoll, Lacey, Reeder, 
Bartholdt, Dunwell, Lafean, Roberts, 
Bates, Dwight, Landis, Chas.B. Rodenberg, 
Bede, Esch, Landis, Frederick Scott, 
Beidler, Evans, Lanning, Sherman, 
Bingham, Flack, Lawrence, Shiras, 
Birdsall, Fordney, Lilley, Sibley, 
Bishop, Foss, Littauer, Skiles, 
Boutell, French, Littlefield, Slemp, 
Bowersock, Fuller, Longworth, Smith: Tl. 
Bradley, Gaines, W. Va. Lorimer, Smith, Iowa. 
Brandegee, Gardner, Mass. Loud, Smith, Samuel W. 
Brick, Gardner, Mich. Loudenslager, Smith,Wm. Alden 
Brooks, Gardner, N. J. Lovering, Smith, Pa. 
Brown, Pa. Gibson, McCall, , Snapp, 
Brown, Wis. Gillet, N. Y. McCarthy, Southard. 
Brownlow, Gillett, Cal. McCleary, Minn. Southwick, 
Buckman, Gillett, Mass. McCreary, Pa. Spalding, 
Burk, Pa. Goebel, McLachlan, Sperry, 
Burke, 8S. Dak. Graff, McMorran, Stafford, 
Burkett, Greene, Mabon, Steenerson, 
Burleigh, Grosvenor, Mann, Sterling, 
Burton, Hamilton, Marsh, Stevens, Minn. 
Butler, Pa. Haskins, Marshall, Sulloway, 
Calderhead, Haugen, Martin, Tawney, 
Campbell, Hedge, Metcalf, Thomas, Iowa. 
Capron, Hemenway, Miller, Tirrell, 

; Henry, Conn. Minor, Townsend, 
Conner, Hepburn, Moon. Pa. Van Voorhis, 
Cooper, Pa. Hermann, Morgan, Volstead, 
Cousins, Hildebrant, Morrell, Wachter, 
Cromer, Hill, Conn. Mudd, Wanger, 
Crumpacker, Hinshaw, Murdock, Warner, 
Currier, Hogg, Needham, Warnock, 
Curtis, Holliday, Norris, Watson, 
Dalzelk Howell, N. J. Olmsted, Weems, 
Daniels, Howell, Utah Otis, Wiley, N. J. 
Darragh, Hughes, W.Va. Otjen, Williamson, 
Davidson, Hull, Palmer, Wilson, Il. 
Davis, Minn. Humphrey, Wash. Parker, Woodyard, 

yton, Jackson, Md. Patterson, Pa. Wright, 
mer, Jenkins, Payne, Young 


| tempore had appointed as said committee Mr. Hoar and Mr. 
GORMAN. 
Also— 


Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that a 
quorum of the Senate is assembled and that the Senate is ready to proceed to 
business. 


DAILY HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. GROSVENOR offered the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That until otherwise ordered the daily hour of meeting of the 
House of Representatives shall be 12 0’clock meridian. 

PRINTING OF DIGEST AND MANUAL. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia offered the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed 2,000 copies of the Digest and Manual of the 
Rulesand Practice of the Bouse of Representatives for the first session of 
the Fifty-eighth Congress, the same to be bound and distributed under the 
direction of the Speaker and Clerk of the House. 

DRAWING OF SEATS, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk, and after its adoption and pending its 
| execution I desire to ask a unanimous consent. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House do now proceed to draw seats for Members and 
Delegates of the present Congress, in pursuance of Rule XXXII, and when 
names of Members absent from the city or on account of sickness are called 
that seats be selected for them by their colleagues. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unanimous consent 
that before the execution of that order the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. BincHaM, the senior Member in service upon the 
Republican side; the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. RicHarp- 
SON, the senior Member in service upon the Democratic side; the 
gentleman from New York, Mr. Payne, the leader of the ma- 
jority, and the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. WurL.iams, the 
leader of the minority, be accorded the privilege of first choosing 
their seats. [Applause. } 

The SPEAKER. The House has heard the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 





The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The question is now 
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on agrecing to the resolution offered by the gentleman from New 
York. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Fitzpatrick, of 
Tennessee, was not present when the oath was administered to 
the Members from that State. I ask that he be now allowed to 
take the oath of office. 

There being no objection, Mr. Fitzpatrick appeared at the bar of 
the House and took the oath prescribed by law. 


DRAWING OF SEATS, 


The SPEAKER. TheClerk will read the rule in relation tothe | 


drawing of seats. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RULE XXXII. 

1. At the commencement of each Congress, immediately after the Mem- 
bers and Delegates are sworn in, the Clerk shall place in a box, prepared for 
that purpose, a number of small balls of marble or other material! equal to 
the number of Members and Delegates, which balls shall be consecutively 
numbered and thoroughly intermingled, and at such hour as shall be fixed 


by the House for that purpose, by the hands of a page, draw said balls one | 


by ons from the box and announce the number as it is drawn, upon which 
announcement the Member or Delegate whose name on a numbered alpha- 
betical list shall correspond with the number on the ball shall advance and 
choose his seat for the term for which he is elected. 

2. Before said drawing shall commence each seat shall be vacated and so 
remain until selected under this rule, and any seat havin 
be deemed forfeited if left unoccupied before the call of 
and whenever the seats of Members and Delegates shall have been drawn, no 
proposition for a second drawing shall be in order during that Congress. 


The drawing of seats was then proceeded with and completed. 
MINORITY OFFICERS. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I offer the fol- 
lowing resolution, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That during the Fifty-eighth Congress, and until the organiza- 
tion of the Fifty-ninth Congress, Isaac R. Hill be authorized to act as special 
employe? of the House of Representatives and receive the compensation at 
the rate of $1,500 per annum. 


That Felton B. Knight and Joseph J. Sinnott be authorized to act as spe- | 


cial messengers of the House of Representatives, each to receive a Somageee 
sation at the rate of $1,200 per annum; and that James F. English be aut 


of $900 per annum and $50 additional for services as pair clerk. 

Said ofiicers shall at all times be under the direction and control of the 
Speaker of the House, and they shall be subject to removal for cause at any 
time by him. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi if this is the usual resolution for the mi- 
nority officers? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is. 

Mr. PAYNE. And the compensation is the same? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was considered, and agreed to. 


JOHN T, CHANCEY. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I was instructed by the Repub- | 
lican caucus to ask unanimous consent to present the resolution | 


which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That John T. Chancey be continued, until otherwise provided, 
in the position he now holds as special employee of the House. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the resolution? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none, 
The resolution was agreed to. 


REVOLUTION ON THE ISTHMUS OF PANAMA, 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask the unanimous consent of the | 


House for the present consideration of the resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk, and ask to have it read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the President _is requested 
to communicate to the House, if not in his judgment incompatible with the 
interests of the public service, all correspondence and other official docu- 
ments relating to the recent revolution on the Isthmus of Panama. 


The SPEAKER. 
of the resolution? ; 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was considered, and agreed to. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. CusHMAN, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite leave 
of absence, on account of important business. 


And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 3.35 p. m.), the House | 


adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. ~ 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 


~ 


munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 
A leiter from Hon. B. F. Ropry, Delegate from New Mexico, 





been selected shall | 
the roll is finished, | 


10r- | 
ized to act as special chief page of the House of Representatives, at the rate | 


Is there objection to the present consideration | 
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transmitting a copy of the acts of the thirty-fifth legislative 
assembly of the Territory of New Mexico—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the “ollowing titles were introduced and severally referred as 
| follows: 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 1) to enable the people of New 
Mexico to form a constitution and State government and be 
admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 2) to repeal an act entitled 
*‘An act to increase the efficiency of the permanent military estab- 
lishment of the United States,”’ approved February 2, 1901—tothe 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 3) for the protection of 
| the President of the United States, and for other purp: 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 4) to prevent discrimina- 
tion against members of Indian tribes attending religious or pri- 
vate schools—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 5) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Lawrenceburg, Ky.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 
| By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 6) to amend section 3394 of 
| the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to tobacco—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 
| By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 7) to establish a national mil- 
| itary park at Valley Forge, Pa.—-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8) to limit the juris- 
| diction of the district and circuit courts of the United States—to 
| the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 9) to open for settlement 505.000 acres of land 
in the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indian reservations in 
| Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10) to authorize the President of the United 

States, in conjunction with the State of Texas, to run and mark 
| the boundary lines between the Territories of Oklahoma and New 
| Mexicoand the State of Texas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 11) to refund to the State of Texas the sum 
of $50,875.53, the same being the amount due the State of Texas 
in the adjustment of claims relating to the transfer of Greer 
| County. Oklahoma Territory, from the State of Texas to the 
| United States—to the Committee on Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 12) to provide for the equitable distribution 
| of the waters of the Rio Grande between the United States of 
America and the United States of Mexico—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13) to establish a mint of the United States 
at El Paso, in the State of Texas—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14) requiring the United States Government 
to furnish post-office boxes permanently to all citizens paying the 
first cost of their box in all post-offices now renting boxes to citi- 
zens, and to repeal all laws inconsistent with this act—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15) to amend section 4386 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, striking out ‘‘ twenty-eight consecu- 
tive hours”’ and “twenty-eight hours ’’ and inserting ‘‘ forty con- 
secutive hours’? and ‘forty hours’’—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16) requiring mail carriers on star routes to 
| take all mail deposited in roadside boxes and mail it in the near- 
est post-office along the route—to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R.17) to amend the act relating to Indian dep- 
redations—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.18) authorizing the members of the tribes of 
| Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians to grant mineral leases, and for 
| other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 19) establishing a United States court at 
| 
| 


3eS—to 





} 
| 
} 


Marietta, Ind. T.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20) establishing a United States court at 
Duncan, Ind. T.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also a bill (H. R. 21) providing for appeal of one case from the 
| citizenship court of the Indian Territory to the Supreme Court of 
| the United States—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22) regulating the practice of medicine and 


surgery in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23) in relation to pharmacy in the Indian 
Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24) to provide for the union of Oklahoma 
Territory and the Indian Territory, and to enable the people thereof 
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to form a constitution and State government, and to be admitted 
into the Union as the State of Oklahoma, on an equal footing with 
the original States, and to make donations of public lands to said 
State—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25) providing for the lease of the public graz- 
ing lands in the arid States and Territories of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26) setting aside certain lands within the 
Mescalero Indian Reservation, in New Mexico, for the use of the | 
Indians thereon, and providing for the sale of the residue of the | 
lands therein for the benefit of said tribe of Indians—to the Com- | 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 27) to subject the mineral lands on the In- 
dian reservations in the United States and Territories to location, 
operation, development, and entry, and for other purposes—to | 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28) to amend and construct existing pension 
laws—to the Committee on Invalid Perisions. 

3y Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 29) to provide for the erection 
of a bronze statue to the memory of the late Samuel J. Tilden at 
Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 30) to create the Territory of Alaska and to 
ae for the government of the same—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 31) to encourage salmon culture in Alaska | 
and for the protection of persons engaged in the production there- | 
of—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 32) in relation to contempts of court—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 33) limiting the hours of daily service of | 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed upon the public 
works of or work done for the United States or any Territory or 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 34) to regulate commerce with foreign na- 
tions, to make preference for the use of American vessels, to ex- 
tend the postal service by sea, and to promote American com- 
merce—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 





By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 35) to provide for the construc- | 
tion of the Maryland and Delaware Free Ship Canal as a means 
of military and naval defense and for commercial purposes—to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 36) authorizing the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to enter into a contract or contracts for the 
dredging and improvement of the Anacostia River and the recla- 
mation and improvement of its flats from the line of the District 
of Columbia to the Pennsylvanie Avenue Bridge—to the Commit- | 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 37) toincrease the salaries of 
rural free-delivery carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office | 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 38) granting pensions to all | 
pensioners of not less than $12 per month—to the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 39) for a light-house and fog 
signal on Rock of Ages, Lake Superior—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 40) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Beloit, Wis.—to the Committee on | 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 41) for the erection of a public building at | 
Kenosha, Wis.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and | 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 42) to increase the pay of mail carriers on 
rural free-delivery routes—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JONESof Washington: A bill (H. R. 48) providing for 
the erection of a public building at the city of Olympia, in the 
State of Washington—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 44) authorizing and directing the S cretary 
of War to construct a bridge across the Spokane River,and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 45) to provide for the opening of the remain- 





ing portion of the Colville Reservation, in the State of Washing- 
ton, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 46) providing a Territorial form of govern- 
ment for Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 47) providing for the erection of a public build- 
ing at the city of North Yakima, in the State of Washington— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 48) to prevent the locating of placer-mining 
claims in the district of Alaska by powers of attorney—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 49) providing for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Everett, in the State of Washington—to | 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, | 





By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 50) to ratify 
and amend an agreement with the Sioux tribe of Indians of the 
Rosebud Reservation in South Dakota, and making appropriation 
and provision to carry the same into effect—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 51) to ratify an agreement with the Lower 
Brulé band of the Sioux tribe of Indians in South Dakota, and 
making appropriation to carry the same into effect—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 52) for the restoration of annuities to the 
Mdewakanton and Wahpakoota (Santee) Sioux Indians, declared 
forfeited by the act of February 16, 1863—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 53) to ratify an agreement with the Yank- 
ton Sioux Indians of South Dakota, and making appropriation to 
carry the same into effect—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 54) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to pro- 
vide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from In- 
dian depredations,’’ approved March 3, 1891—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 55) regulating the settlement of the accounts 
between the United States and the several States relative to the 
disposition of the public lands, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 56) to authorize the State of South Dakota 
to select school and indemnity lands in the ceded portion of the 
Great Sioux Reservation—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 57) for the extension of Eighth 


| street NE.. otherwise known as Railroad avenue—to the Com- 


mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 58) to increase pay of mail car- 
riers on rural free-delivery mail routes—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R.59) to establish a permanent 
military camp ground in the vicinity of Fort Sam Houston, Tex.— 


| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 60) to make goods, wares, and merchandise, 
made in whole or in part by convicts, or in reformatories, subject 


| to the laws of the State or Territory into which they may be 


transported—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 61) to amend the act of 
August 27, 1888, to provide aid to State and Territorial Homes for 
the support of disabled soldiers and sailors of the United States, 
soas to provide aid to such Homes for the support of wives, widows, 
and mothers of such soldiers and sailors—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 62) for the erection of a mon- 
ument to the memory of Commodore John Barry—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 63) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Denver, in the State of Colorado—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 64) to provide for Fed- 
eral inspection and taxation of mixed goods and the proper mark- 
ing of the same—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 65) to authorize the sale 
of a part of what is known as the Red Lake Indian Reservation in 
the State of Minnesota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 66) to provide for the organi- 
zation of corporations to engage in commerce with foreign na- 
tions and among the several States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 67) to provide a site and 
erect a public building in Covington, Ga.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 68) to establish at Atlanta, Ga., a subtreas- 
ury—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 69) establishing the Atlanta National Mili- 
tary Park—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 70) granting pensions to 


| soldiers, sailors, and marines confined in so-called Confederate 


prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 71) granting pensions to soldiers, sailors, and 
marines confined in so-called Confederate prisons—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 72) amending the act of August 4, 1886, 
granting an increase of pension to soldiers and sailors who shall 
have lost an arm or leg in the service—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 73) amendatory of the pension law in the act 
of June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 74) permitting the payment of the value of 
public lands to persons entitled to make entry upon such lands in 
certain cases—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 75) to provide for the pur- 
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chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Hudson, in the State of New York—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 76) authorizing the Sec- 


retary of War to provide condemned cannon and carriages for | 


ornamentation purposes in the national cemetery at Knoxville, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 77) to empower the Secretary of War to al- 
low burial of wives of deceased enlisted men in national ceme- 
teries in the same graves as deceased soldiers—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 78) to provide a home for aged and infirm 
colored people—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 79) to reorganize the corps of dental surgeons 
attached to the Medical Department of the Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 80) granting an appropriation to the trus- 
tees of the Woman’s National Industrial Exhibit of the city of 
Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 81) to add a corps of dental surgeons to the 
Bureau of Medicine and Surgery of the Navy—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 82) to authorize the Delaware Indians in the 
Cherokee Nation to bring suit in the Court of Claims against the 
United States, and the Mississippi Choctaws to sue the Choctaw 
Nation, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 83) granting a pension to certain East Ten- 
nesseans engaged in the secret service of the United States dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 84) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 85) to provide for a United States Reform | 


School, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 86) to amend joint resolution entitled ‘‘ Joint 
resolution authorizing Members to certify monthly the amount 
paid by them for clerk hire and directing the same to be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House,’’ approved March 3, 1893— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

Also, (by request) a bill (H. R. 87) to give longevity pay to em- 
ployees in the classified civil service—to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 88) toauthorize the appointment of a United 
States commissioner for central judicial district of Indian Terri- 
tory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 89) to limit the meaning | 
of the word “ conspiracy ’’ and the use of ‘‘ restraining orders and | 


injunctions’’ in certain cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 90) to pension all soldiers 


or sailors who served in the military or naval service of the United | 


States at least ninety days in the war of the rebellion, and who 
were honorably discharged therefrom, at the rate of $12 per month, 
and also placing upon the pension roll of the United States the 
widows of such soldiers and sailors who were married prior to 
June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 91) providing for the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Red River of the North at Fargo, 
N. Dak.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 92) for the erection of a public 
building at Syracuse, N. Y.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 93) to adopt the weights and 
measures of the metric system as the standard weights and meas- 
ures in the United States—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 


By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 94) to provide for a pension of $24 | 


per month for soldiers and sailors who have attained the age of 
70 years—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 95) to provide for the further improvement 
of the harbor of Erie, Pa.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 96) to provide for site and public building 
at on Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 


By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 97) to amend section 3394 of the | 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to tobacco—to the | 


Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 98) to amend an act entitled “‘An act in 
amendment of sections 2 and 3 of an act entitled ‘An act grant- 
ing pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the 
performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to wid- 
ows, minor children, and dependent parents,’ approved June 27, 
1890,’’ approved May 9, 1900—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 99) to provide for the purchase of additional 
ground and the enlargement and improvement of the public 


building at South Bend, Ind.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 100) to create a commission to investigate 
the expediency and practicability of establishing public rifle 
ranges throughout the United States, and to report a feasible 
plan or method for establishing such rifle ranges—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 101) toauthorize the employ- 
ment of additional special agents in the rural free-delivery divi- 
sion of the Post-Office Department—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 102) for the improvement of the Chattahoo- 
chee River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 103) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Newman, in the State 
of Georgia, and appropriating money therefor—to the Commitice 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 104) for the erection of a public building at 
the city of Lagrange, Ga., and appropriating money therefor— 
| to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 105) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Carrollton, Ga.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 106) to provide for the exten- 
sion and enlargement of the public building at Lancaster, Pa.— 
| to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 107) to provide for the erection of a monu- 
ment to Thaddeus Stevens—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 108) for the relief of parties from whom 
cigars were seized on account of bearing counterfeit stamps—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 109) to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, to induce the preferable employment of 
American ships, to extend the postal service by mail and naval 
| steamers, and to promote intercourse with foreign coutitries—ito 
| the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 110) to declare February 
the 12th a national holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, 4 bill (H. R. 111) to extend the provisions of the pension 
act of June 27, 1890, to Missouri Enrolled State Militia and other 
organizations—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 112) for the erection of a monument to the 
memory of Brig. Gen. Nathaniel Lyon at St. Louis, Mo,—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 113) to establish a national 
military park at Perryville—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 114) for the establishment of a 
| light-house depot at or near the city of Milwaukee, Wis.—to the 
| Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 115) for the establishment of a third-order 
flash light and fog signal upon south end of breakwater, harbor 
| of refuge, Milwaukee, Wis.—to the Committee on Interstate and 
| Foreign Commerce. 
| By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R.797) for the recognition of the 
| military service of the officers and enlisted men of certain State 

military organizations—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

| By Mr.STEPHENS of Texas: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 1) 
| proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
authorizing the levy of atax on incomes and inheritances—to the 
| Committee on the Judiciary. 

| Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 2) setting aside certain-lands 
| 

| 





within the Mescalero Indian Reservation, in New Mexico, for the 

use of the Indians thereon, and providing for the sale of the residue 
| of the lands therein forthe benefit of said tribe of Indians—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 3) to prevent the lease of 
certain Indian lands in Oklahoma Territory for a longer period 
than one year—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
| By Mr. SULZER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 4) proposing 
| an amendment to the Constitution providing for the election of 
| Senators of the United States—to the Committee on Election of 
| President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. MUDD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 5) authorizing 
the President of the United States to appoint a commission to ex- 
amine and report upon a route for the construction of a free and 
open waterway to connect the waters of the Chesapeake and Dela- 
ware bays—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. WANGER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) relating to 
the badge of the Army and Navy Union—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 7) for an ex- 
amination and survey of the shore of Lake Superior in the vicin- 
ity of Keweenaw Point—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

By Mr. WANGER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 8) to pro- 
vide for the printing of 8,000 copies of the consolidated reports of 
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the Gettysburg National Park Commission, 1898 to 1904, inclu- 
sive—to the Committee on Printing. 


3y Mr. BROWNLOW: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 9) pro- | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 184) granting a pension to Wilhelmina Mil- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H.R. 135) granting an increase of pen- 


viding for the publication of 200,000 copies of the Special Report | sion to Daniel 8. Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


on the Diseases of Cattle—to the Committee on Printing. 
Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 10) providing for the pub- 


lication of 200,000 copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of | 


Sheep—to the Committee on Printing. 


Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 11) authorizing the payment | 


of $500 by the Secretary of Agriculture to T. H. Reeves, State sta- 


tistical agent of the Department of Agriculture during the calen- | 


dar year 1901—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J, Res. 12) providing for a survey 
of the Isthmus of Darien for canal purposes—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. SULZER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 13) making ap- 
propriation for site and the erection of a pedestal for a bronze | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 136) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. 
| Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 187) granting an increase of pension to James 
| A. Giles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 138) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
| Hale—to the Committse on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 139) granting a pension to Harvey R. Backus— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 140) granting an increase of pension to James 


| M. Heminger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 141) granting an increase of pension to George 
M. Veach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 142) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


statue in Washington, D. C.,in memory of the late Hon. Amos J, | liam Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Cummings—to the Committee on the Library. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 143) granting an increase of pension to George 


By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A concurrent resolution (H.C. Res.1) | H. Gaskill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


providing for a survey of Indiana Harbor, in the State of Indiana— | 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. OTJEN: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 2) re- 


questing certain information from the Surgeon-General relating | 
to the claim of Dr. Eugene H. Wood—to the Committee on Inter- | 


state and Foreign Commerce. ; 
By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 3) request- 


ing the Secretary of the Interior to furnish information relating | 


to the Comanche and Kiowa Indian Reservation in Oklahoma 
Territory—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 4) directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to report to the House of Representatives what money 
has been derived from the sale of town lots of Lawton. Anadarko. 
and Hobart, in Oklahoma Territory, under act of Congress of 
March 3, 1901, and what amount of money has been paid out, and 
to whom, etc.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RODEY: A memorial of the legislature of the Territory 
of New Mexico, relating to the proposed legislation for the im- 


provement of public highways—to the Committee on Agriculture. | 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 116) granting a pension to 
Baley R. Gill—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 117) granting an increase of pension to James 
Longstreet—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 118) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of W. L. Gordon, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Aiso, a bill (H. R. 119) for the relief of H. T. Cunningham—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 

Also.’a bill (H. R. 120) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of F. M. T. Brannan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 121) for the relief of Sidney T. 
Impuy and George R. Dupuy—to the Committee on War Claims. 


\lso, a bill (H. R.122) for the relief of the heirs of S. H. Hill, | 


de:eased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H.R. 123) for the relief of N. N. Lowry—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 124) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of T. L. Walker, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 125) for the relief of Edward Haile—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 126) to compensate the legal representatives 
of Henry 8. Castellau for stock and provisions taken for the use of 
the Army of the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 127) to compensate W. T. Godwin for trans- 
portation, rent, and supplies furnished United States authorities 
engaged in suppressing a riot in Harris County, Ga., in 1867—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 128) to pay Hewlette A. Hall balance due for 
services rendered in connection with the Paris Exposition—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 129) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Byron H. Phelps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 130) granting an increase of pension to Wash- 
ington I. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 131) granting an increase of pension to David 
‘W oods—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 132) granting an increase of pension to James 
P. Griffith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 133) granting an increase of pension to Capt. | 


James W. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensious, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 144) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Morrissey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 145) granting an increase of pen.:on to Emil 
Schincke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 146) granting an increase of pension to Alex 
McLaughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 147) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Frasier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 148) granting an increase of pension to Jere- 
miah S. Wyland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 149) granting a pension to Martha Oliver— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 150) granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
| ham E. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 151) granting a pension George Heminger— 
| tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 152) to restore to the pension roll Sarah J. 
Ayers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 153) granting a pension to Harriet Snyder— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 154) granting a pension to William B. Jenk- 
ins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 155) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Charles E. Bentley, and to grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 156) granting a pension to Thomas McDon- 
ald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 157) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of George W. Philpott, and to grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 158) to remove the charge of desertion from . 
the military record of Joseph Stallter, and to grant him an hon- 
orable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 159) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Jacob Curry, and to grant him an honorable 


| discharge—tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 160) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Charles Rankert, and to grant him an hon- 
orable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 161) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Andrew Matheny, and to grant him an hon- 
orable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 162) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Godfrey Bestle, and to grant him an hon- 


| orable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also. a bill (H. R. 163) to remove the charge of desertion from 


| the military record of Albert B. Ketterman, and to grant him an 


honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 164) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Thomas F. Lindersmith, and to grant him 
an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 165) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Adelsperger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 166) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 167) for the relief of Levi C. Smith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 168) granting an increase of pension to New- 
man 8S. Snow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 169) to remove the charge of desertion from 
| the military record of Jonas Albert—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H.R.170) for the relief of Martin D. Puckett—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.171) to correct the military record of Second 





Lieut. Joseph Smolinsxi—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 172) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Carey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 173) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of William C. Horner, and to grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 174) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Ely M. De Weese, and to grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 175) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Snurr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 176) for the relief of Charles B. Bentley—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 177) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Mock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 178) granting anincrease of pension to Charles 
W. Ramsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 179) granting anincrease of pension to Alfred 
B. Lowry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 180) granting an increase of pension to James 
C. Dill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 181) granting an increase of pension to Eli 
O. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 182) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 183) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Carey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 184) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 


liam H. Knepple—to the Committee on InvalJid Pensions. 

B 
J < R. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 186) granting a pension to Amalia C. Young— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 187) granting a pension to Clarissa Wol- 
cott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 188) granting a pension to Alexander Brad- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H.-R. 190) for the relief of William T. Crump—to 
the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 191) granting an honorable discharge to 


Isaac P. Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 192) placing upon the military rolis the names 
of Jackson M. Leland =i others—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 193) granting 
a pension to John Swenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 194) granting a pension to Mary J. Brad- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 195) granting a pension to Michael J. Landy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 195) granting a pension to Grace E. Carson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 197) granting an increase of pension to John 
Latta—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 198) granting a pension to Emmett Cole—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 199) for the relief of John H. McLaughlin— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 200) to reward certain Sioux Indians for the 
rescue of white captives and their compensatory payment of 
ponies—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H.R. 201) for the relief of the 
contractor or his legal representatives for the construction of the 
light-draft monitor Etlah—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 202) granting a pension to 
George W. Walls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 203) granting an increase 
of pension to Alwilda A. Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 204) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Caseday—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 205) granting an increase of pension to Tim- 
othy Sivils—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 206) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam M. Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 207) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
W. Ellis, Company B, Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 208) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam F. Akerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 209) granting a pension to Zachariah Wil- 
liams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 210) granting a pension to Hartwell B. Whit- 
tle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 185) granting a pension to | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 211) granting a pension to Pleasant C. Wil- 
liams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 212) granting a pension to Oliver L. Burnett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 213) granting a pension to John B. Walker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 214) granting a pension to John G. Burch- 
field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 215) granting a pension to Sarah Bowers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 216) granting a pension to Samuel Ball—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 217) granting a pension to Joseph Branscom— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 218) granting a pension to Pleasant P. Bates, 
Company F, First Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 219) granting a pension to M. J. Burton, 


| widow of Thomas Burton—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H.R. 220) granting a pension to William Braas- 
com—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also. a bill (H. R. 221) granting a pension to J. Lavenia Childs— 


| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 222) granting a pension to Adella C. Chandler, 


| widow of Bartley M. Chandler—te the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 223) granting a pension to Sarah Cupp—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 224) granting a pension to William H. Cham- 
bers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 225) granting a pension to John A. Collett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 226) granting a pension to Martin Click and 
four others—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 227) granting a pension to Margaret Cotter, 


widow of John A. Cotter, Company B, Second Tennessee Volun- 
| teer Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 189) granting an increase of pension to John | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 228) granting a pension to James Conant—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 229) granting a pension to John D. Cary—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 230) to grant a pension to Nancy Dillard— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 231) granting a pension to Isaac Daniei—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 232) granting a pension to William K. 
Daniel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 233) granting a pension to Thomas Dalton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 234) granting a pension to Daniel Fugate— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 235) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan 
Fields—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 236) granting a pension to Mary Gilbert— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 237) granting a pension to J. 8S. Grubb—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 238) granting a pension to George W. Gabey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 239) granting a pension to Peter Guinn—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 240) granting 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 241) granting a pension to John B. Graves— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 242) granting a pension to Madison Grimsby— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 243) granting a pension to J. W. Hughes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 244) granting a pension to William Hale— 


a pension to Mary Green—to 


| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 245) granting a pension to Samuel M. John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 246) to grant pensions to the East Tennessee 
Bridge Burners—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 247) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth 
Herron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 248) granting a pension to Mrs. Bettie Mil- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 249) granting a pension to May Shields 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 250) granting a pension to Ruetha Moran— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 251) granting a pension to David A. Patton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 252) granting a pension to David A. Patter- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 253) granting a pension to William H. 
Pierre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


























































ver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 257) granting a pension to William Riddle— 
to the Committee on Inv: lid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 258) to grant a pension to Mrs. Lucinda Rob- 
erts—to the Committee on Pensions. 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 260) granting a pension to Rebecca Prichard— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


son—to the (¢ ommitte eon Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 262) granting a pension to Leonard B. Mer- 
ritt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 263) granting a pension to William See—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 265) granting a pension to James E. Shehan 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 266) to grant a pension to Strawberry B. 
Thomas—to the Con mmnit tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 267) granting a pension to Morris McIntosh, 
father of John McIntosh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 268) granting a pension to Thomas R. Trent— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 269) granting a pension to William C, Tilley— 
to the Committee on Inv alid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 





sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 271) for the relief of William Vance—to the 
Committee on Milits ry Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 272) for the relief of John G. Williams—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 275) for the relief of John Wells—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 276) for the relief of George W. Webster— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 277) for the relief of John Wells—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 279) for the relief of Stephen Wilbourne—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 280) for the relief of Joseph West—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 281) for the relief of George W. Webster— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 282) for the relief of Wiley Wolf—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 283) for the relief of Marion F., Wolfe—to | 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 284) for the relief of George Washington 
Wallace—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 285) for the relief of Emma H. Worley, 
widow, and the heirs at law of Nathaniel T. Worley, deceased— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 286) for the relief of Lewis White—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 287) for the relief of Levi Viles—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 288) for the relief of John Walker—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 289) for the relief of J. G. Odell—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 290) for the relief of James Nicholes—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 291) for the relief of John M. Morrison—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 292) for the relief of Samuel B. Moore—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 298) for the relief of Mrs. Emily Miller—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 294) for the relief of C. C. Speers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 





Also, a bill (H. R, 254) granting a pension to George W. Oli- | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 255) granting a pension to Jackson Stokely— | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 256) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Ray— | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 295) for the relief of Henry Spurgeon—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 296) for the relief of George Shults—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 297) for the relief of Lewis F. Self—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 298) for the relief of Thomas Sutton—to the 


| Committee on Military Affairs. 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 


Aiso, a*bill (H. R. 259) granting a pension to Martha L. Reams— | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 299) for the relief of Mary A. Shufeldt— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 300) for the relief of Henry Smith—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 301) for the relief of Alfred Sellers—to the 


| Committee on Military Affairs. 


| Committee 
Also, a bill (H. R. 261) granting a pension to Nathan B. Simp- | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 264) granting a pension to Peter Spurgeon— | 


| 


270) granting a pension to Monroe Trent, of | 
the Tenth Tennessee Cav alr ry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 302) for the relief of W. R. Sentell—to the 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 303) for the relief of Thomas Saylor—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 304) for the relief of William B. Sorsby—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 305) for the relief of Homer Sheldon—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 806) for the relief of W. A. Spears—to the 


| Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 307) for the relief of Elbert S. Shanks—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 308) for the relief of Reuben R. Sea—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 309) for the relief of Clara L. Sheffield—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 310) for the relief of D. M. Simerly—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 311) for the relief of Ruben S. Sea 
Committee on Military “Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 312) for the relief of J. J. Starnes—to the 


—to the 


Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 313) for the relief of Jesse I 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 314) for the relief of Joshua Richardson—to 


Rhea—to the Com- 


| the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 273) for the relief of James Vandergriff—to 
274) for the relief of John Ward—to the | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 315) for thé relief of certain persons who 
volunteered to serve as members of the Tenth Regiment of Ten- 
nessee Cavalry ommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 316) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Church of Prospect, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 317) for the relief of the estate of David L. 





| Ripley—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 318) for the relief of R. R. Robinson—to the 


| Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 278) for the relief of Robert Williams—to | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 319) for the relief of the estate of Alexander 
Reeder, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 320) for the relief of David Roberts—to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 321) for the relief of William Ridens—to the 


| Committee on War Claims. 


Aliso, a bill (H. R. 322) for the relief of Matilda A. Runions— 


| to the Committee on Inv alid Pensions. 


| 


| 








Also, a bill (H. R. 323) for the relief of Louis B. Quillan—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 324) for the relief of Thomas J. Powell—to 

the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 325) for the relief of Isaac Phipps—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 326) for the relief of Henry Poe—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 327) for the relief of E. 8. Parrott—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 328) for the relief of the heirs of M. J. Par- 
rott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 329) for the relief of Albert W. Perry—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 330) for the relief of the heirs of William M. 
Piper, late provost-marshal with the rank of captain—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 381) for the relief of W. E. Peirce—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 832) for the relief of estate of D. W. F. Peo- 
| ples, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 333) for the relief of John T, Phillips—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 334) for the relief of John Scott Payne—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 335) for the relief of William Moyers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 336) for the relief of the estate of William J. 


Middleton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 337) for the relief of Robert P. Moore—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 888) for the relief of William A. Morgan— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 889) for the relief of Henry J. Manis—to the | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 340) for the relief of James McDonald—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 841) for the relief of W. G. McKenzie—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 342) for the relief of Hester J. Mitchell—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 848) for the relief of James Mills—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 844) for the relief of Lizzie M. McDougal, 
daughter of private soldier who died as a prisoner of war—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 345) for the relief of Samuel A. Lady—to the | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 846) for the relief of Lewis H. Lee—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 347) for the relief of Solomon Lyons—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 348) for the relief of John B. Leedy—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 349) for the relief of the legal representa- 


tives of George J. Kinzel—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 350) for the relief of Willis M. Kent—to the | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 351) for the relief of George Killeen—to the | 


Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 352) for the relief of Mary Keithand Benny 
Keith—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


| 


| 


Also, a bill (H. R. 853) for the relief of the heirs of Margaret | 


Kennedy—to the Committee on Claims. 


| 
! 


Also, a bill (H. R. 354) for the relief of William Johnson—to the | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 855) for the relief of William Jones—to the | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 356) for the relief of Lincoln 8. Jones—to the | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 35 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


| 


7) for the relief of William B. Jenkins— | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 358) for the relief of Pleasant C. Jones—to | 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 359) for the relief of Richard M. Johnson— | 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


860) for the relief of Dulaney P. Harmon— | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 361) for the relief of William M. Henry— 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 36:5 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


2) for the relief of Calloway Horton—to | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 863) for the relief of Alexander Harmon— | 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 364) for the relief of F. M. Hilton—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 865) for the relief of Pleasant Hann—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 366) for the relief of Henry Hall—to the Com- 
miitee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 367) for the relief of Louisa Harwood—to | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| 


Also, a bill (H. R. 878) for the relief of Samuel Greenlee—to 
the Committee on Militar y Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 379) for the relief of Silas J. Grenade—to 
the Committee on Military A ffaérs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 380) for the relief of Joseph Goodman—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 381) for the relief of the heirs of James A. 
Gallreith—to the ——_ on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 382) for the relief of Arthur Y. 
the Committee on Militar y Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 383) for the relief of Newton Gray—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 284) for the relief of David Foster—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 885) for the relief of Robert M. Fox—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 386) for the relief of Mack Fulton—to the 


Green—to 


| Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 387) for the relief of W. H. Fitzzerald—to 
the Committee un Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 388) for the relief of Joseph Faw 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 389) for the relief of John H. Dickenson- 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 390) for the relief of Riley Day—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


ish—to 


-to 


Also, a bill (H.R. 391) for the relief of Solomon Q. Dugger—to 
the Solution on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 392) for the relief of Ezekiel T. Del; to 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 393) for the relief of Peter Dougherty—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 394) for the relief of Sarah M. Dove—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 395) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Mary Srninanots the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 396) for the relief of Thomas Colyer—to the 
Cc mmittes 2 on Military Affairs. 

Slso, a bill (H. R. 397) for the relief of Richard Crawf: 

the e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 398) for the relief of William 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 399) for the relief of Samuel S. Caldweill—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 400) for the relief of William S. Cloud—to 
| the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 401) for the relief of Andrew Cutsh 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 402) for the relief of Wiley 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 408) for the relief of James K. Bowman—to 
the Com Ad e on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 404) for the relief of Daniel B. Bowman—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 405) for the relief of Jacob Bark 
Committee on War Claims. 


ra—to 


M. Cox—to 


al—to the 


r Cazart—to the 


‘r—to the 


Also, a bill (H. R. 406) for the relief of George F. Brott—to the 
|G , ninittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 407) for the relief of John Butler—to the 


le ommittee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 408) for the relief of James M. Brown—to 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 368) for the relief of Jackson Harris—to the | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 409) for the relief of Richard Burton—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 410) for the relief of Walter 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 411) for the relief 


W. Baker-—t.) 


of Samuel Babb—to the 


Also, a bill (H. R. 369) for the relief of Jacob Hybarger—to | Committee on “Military Affairs. 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 370) for the relief of Gustav A. Hessel- 
berger—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Alsd, a bill (H.R. 371) for the relief of Edwin S. Harris—to the | | the Committee on Militar y Affairs. 


Committee on Claims. 


Also. a bill (H. R. 372) for the relief of Thomas Harvey—to the | late of Washington County, Tenn.—to the 


Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 378) for the relief of D. A. Harvey—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 874) for the relief of James H. Hall—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 875) for the relief of William Girdner—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 376) for the relief of Alfred Green—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 377) for the relief of J. W. Godsey—to the 
Committee on Military ‘Affaire, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 412) for the relief of William Bi 1ttery- 


| | the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (Hl. R. 413) for the relief of Hugh L. Bowlin—t» 


Also, a bill (H. R. 414) for the relief of = of Edith Beard, 
Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 415) for the relief of Allen Bruncr—to the 


| Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 416) for the relief of John G. Brown—to tha 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 417) for the relief of Jacob Barkley—to the 
Coumaitées on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 418) for the relief of George Bailey 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 419) for the relief of John E. Barrett—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


—to the 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 420) for the relief of Charles H. Adams—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 421) for the relief of Lewis Atkins—to the | 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 422) to correct the military record of W. J. 
Whitson and Sidney Whitson, and grant their dependent father, 
Isaac Whitson, a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 423) to correct the military record of George 
W. Wilson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 424) to correct the military record of Robert | 
B. Williams—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 425) to correct the military record of War- 
ren Wells—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 426) to correct the military record of James 
M. Mace—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 427) to correct the military record of Isaac 
McQuinn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 428) to correct the military record of Jesse | 
B. Mitchell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 429) to correct the military record of Madison 
Trent and others—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 430) to correct the military record of Nelson 
Stover—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 431) to correct the military record of Joseph 
Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 482) to correct the military record of Daniel | 


K. Self—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 433) tocorrect the military record of Charles | 


H. Piper—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 434) to correct the military record of Sam- 
uel Presley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 435) to correct the military record of Thomas 
Ownby —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 436) to correct the military record of Daniel | 


Telley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 437) to correct the military record of Joseph | 


W. Marley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 438) to correct the military record of J. K.P. | 


McNabb—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 489) to correct the military record of Mat 
Elliot McLain—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 440) to correct the military record of Jacob | 


Linebaugh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 441) to correct the military record of Wil- | 


liam Kelly—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 442) to correct the military record of John | 


Hickman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 448) to correct the military record of Robert 
Henson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 444) to correct the military record of Cleave- | | 


land Creech—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 445) to correct the military record of Ellis | 


Carter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 446) to correct the military record of John 
Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 447) to correct the military record of Henry | 
C. Coleman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 448) to correct the military record of William | 
Carder—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 449) to correct the military record of William | 


A. Cope—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 450) to correct the military record of Charles 
Birchfield—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 451) to correct the military record of Robert 
Birchfield—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 452) to correct the military record of Thomas 
Brackins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 453) to correct the military record of James | 
H. Beal—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 454) to remove the charge of desertion against | 


William H. Wheatley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 455) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against William A. Spears—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 456) to remove the charge of desertion against | 
William Mullins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 457) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Samuel Lane—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 458) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Jasper L. Bailey—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 459) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Thomas B. Wingfield—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 460) to grant an honorable discharge to 
Canada Peck—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 461) to pay to Jacob Yost the sum of $434— 
to the Comunittee on Claims. 
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| Also, a bill (H. R. 462) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
| Claims in the case of the estate of William Irwin, deceased—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 463) to amend the record of Capt. Thomas H, 
| Reeves, United States Army, retired—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 464) granting a pension to 

| James W. Perkins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 465) granting a pension to Erwin Fancher— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 466) granting a pension to Mrs, 
Mary Tarbit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also,a bill (H.R. 467) granting an increase of pension to W. D, 
Stauffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Christy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 469) granting an increase of pension to C. M. 
Epler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 470) for the relief of Ephraim Greenawalt— 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 471) toremove the charge of desertion against 
Henry ‘Demler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 472) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to try, adjudicate, and determine the claim of Clayton G. 
| Landis, administrator of David B. Landis, deceased—to the Com- 

mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 478) to reimburse the State of Pennsylvania 
for money expended in 1864 for militia called into the military 
service by the governor under the proclamation of the President 
of June 15, 1863—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 474) to remit the sentence of general comnrt- 
martial against Alvin C. Schum and grant him an honorable dis- 

| charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 475) to grant a pension to 
| Alfred C. Isachsen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 476) granting a pension to 
John N. Bayles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 477) for the relief of Madison 
County, ma .—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 478) for the relief of Joseph 
'M. Simms, captain, United States Revenue-Cutter Service (re- 
tired) —to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 479) granting a pension to 
William Behrmann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 480) granting a pension to Mary T. Wood— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 481) granting a pension to Aaron Woodruff— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 482) granting a pension to Mary E. Horton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 483) granting a pension to Catharine A. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also,a bill (H. R. 484) granting a pension to Mary E. Horton— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 485) granting a pension to Hattie Ellsworth— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 486) granting an increase of pension to W. M. 
Gaunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 487) granting a pension to Mary J. Waugh— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 488) granting a pension to Benjamin 8. Har- 

| ris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 489) granting a pension to Alanson H. Cogs- 
well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 490) granting a pension to Austin J. Loomis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 491) granting a pension to Horace Boyd—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 492) granting a pension to Hattie Ellsworth— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 493) granting a pension to Joseph A. Napier— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 494) granting a pension to Mary A. Randall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 495) granting a pension to A. Norwood—to 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 496) granting a pension to Mary Bell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 497) granting a pension to Electa Allen—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 498) granting a pension to Ladora C. Pease— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 499) granting a pension to Matilda Paxton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 500) granting a pension to Matthew B. Gard- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 501) granting a pension to Mary J. Secor— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 502) granting a pension to Albert C. Shel- 
don—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 503) granting a pension to Elmore Hardman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 504) granting a pension to Sarah Chappell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 505) granting a pension to John W. Lamb— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 506) granting a pension to Clara McNabb— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 507) granting a pension to Roderick R. Ack- 


ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 508) granting a pension to Augustus H. Wil- 
liams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 509) granting a pension to Cleona E. Gains— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 510) granting a pension to Daniel Leclear— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 511) granting a pension to Eliza K. Fikes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R.512) granting a pension to Joseph H. Failes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 513) granting a pension to Henry W. Rup- | 


right—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 514) granting a pension to Lorada Pierce— 
to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 515) granting a pension to Harriet Gail- | 


house—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 516) granting a pension to Sarah A. Miller— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 517) granting a pension to Rowland C. Har- | 


mon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 518) granting a pension to Elisha Straub— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 519) granting a pension to Ivy G. Ten | 


Broeck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 520) granting a pension to Fanny A. Crapo— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 521) granting a pension to James V. Burch— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A (H. R. 522) granting a pension to Eliza 
A. Burger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 523) granting a pension to 
Sarah K. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 524) granting a pension to Minnie H. Weeks— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 525) granting a pension to Isaiah H. Mitch- 
ell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 526) granting a pension to Perry Dunton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 527) granting a pension to Emily J. Stowell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 528) granting a pension to Louise 8. Thomas— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 529) granting a pension to Emma H. Hig- 
ley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 530) granting a pension to Abraham Geiser— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 531) granting a pension to John Houts—to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 532) ting a pension to George W. Fos- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 533) granting a pension to Margeret John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 534) granting a pension to Collins M. Ster- 
ling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 535) granting a pension to Susan Stevens— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 536) granting a pension to Alexander Purdy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 537) granting a pension to Rosetta Cross— | 


to the Coinmittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 588) granting a pension to Julia Ann Tag- | 


gart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 589) granting a pension to Martha Hender- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 540) granting a pension to William S. Dailey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 541) granting a pension to Mary Lamont—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 542) nting a pension to Frank Mead—to 
the Committee on iseatil Mmnelaan. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 548) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
H. Lynch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





RECORD—HOUSE. 159 


Also, a bill (H. R. 544) granting an increase of pension to Luther 
St: John—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 545) granting an increase of pension to Will 
H. S. Banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 546) granting an increase of pension to 
George N. Dutcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 547) granting an increase of pension to Delos 
W. Hare—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 548) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam P. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 549) granting an increase of pension to 
Angus Fraser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 550) granting an increase of pension to 
| Lewis H. Sanford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 551) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Thornton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 552) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 553) granting an increase of pension to John 
Sirrine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 554) granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Dillin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.555) granting an increase of pension to Cor- 
nelius C. Perry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 556) granting an increase of pension to Em- 
| ory A. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also,a bill (H. R. 557) granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin W. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 558) granting an increase of pension to James 
| W. Humphrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 559) granting an increase of pension to Har- 
| vey H. Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 560) granting an increase of pension to Julia 
Weeks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 561) granting an increase of pension to Eri 
| Summy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 562) granting an increase of pension to Jere- 
| miah Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 563) restoring pension to James A. Young— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 564) amending the record of James Troy, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 565) amending the record of John S. Thomas, 
deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 566) amending the record of John Terry, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 567) for the relief of Warren Wright-—-to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 568) for the relief of James Matthews—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 569) for the relief of J. H. Rector—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 570) for the religf of V. R. Hughner—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 571) for the relief of Jacob F. Banks—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 572) for the relief of Arulus C. Parkhurst— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 573) for the relief of Hiram Pegg—to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 574) for the relief of James and William 
| Crooks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 575) for the relief of Samuel Barrow—to the 
, Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 576) for the relief of Hudson M. Harris—to 

| the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 577) for the relief of Hiram W. Bays—to the 
| Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 578) for the relief of Abel Patrick—to the 
| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 579) for the relief of Timothy Ellsworth—to 
| the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 580) for the relief of Elias S. Breese—to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 581) forthe relief of Henry Ickes, alias William: 
H. Burkett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 582) for the relief of George B. Williams—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 588) for the relief of Jacob Cheout—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.584) for the relief of Joseph Staley—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 585) for the relief of Charles Geisler—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 586) for the relief of W. F. Johnston—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also. a bill (H. R. 587) for the relief of George B. Williams— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 588) for the relief of E. M. Chilson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 589) for the relief of Barrett Francisco—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 590) for the relief of Charles J. Gibbs—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 591) for the relief of John Hahn—to the 
Comittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 592) for the relief of John Reed, alias Mi- 
chael Flannigan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 593) for the relief of Joseph Johnson, alias 
Sidney McKizzie—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 594) for the relief of David A. Cornell—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 595) for the relief of Timothy Ellsworth—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 596) for the relief of Myron Powers—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 597) for the relief of George H. White—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 598) for the relief of Charles D. Wright—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 599) for the relief of Elias Minnich—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R.600) to pension Lawrence 
James—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.601) granting a pension to Melissa and La- 
vinia Pendock—to the Committee on Pensions. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 602) granting a pension to Henry 8. Foster— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 603) granting an increase of pension to 
George Kelly—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 604) granting an increase of pension to Jere- 
miah Painter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 605) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Frick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 606) granting an increase of pension to Vin- 
cent M. Cartwright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 607) granting an increase of pension to Sadie 
Krusenklaus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 608) granting an increase of pension to Pat- 
rick Clair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, abill (H. R. 609) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hendricks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 610) granting an increase of pension toSam- 
uel Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 611) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Ignatz Pfeifer—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 612) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Larkin T. Robinson, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 613) toextend the term of patent No. 314359— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 614) granting a pension ‘to 
Michael O’Brian—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 615) for the relief 
of J. J. L. Peel—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 616) granting a pension to | 


Sarah Chrysler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 617) for the relief of the estate 
of John W. Anderson, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 
3y Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 618) granting a pension 


to Ida V. Rhoad, of Hopeville, Ga.—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 619) granting a pension to Mary E. Rice— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 620) granting a pension to George D. Boyd— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 621) granting a pension to William Barrett— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 622) granting an increase of pension to John 
J. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 623) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Elizabeth Overby Williams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 624) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Markham, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 625) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
Banks, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 626) for the relief of Mrs. M. A. Cook—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. Rh. 627) for the relief of John M. Nace, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 628) for the relief of the estate of Frank H. 
Nichols—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 629) for the relief of George T. Reeves—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a’bill (H. R. 630) for the relief of Miss Honora Ryan—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 631) for the relief of Mira M. Harbin, admin- 
istratrix of Nathaniel P. Harbin, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 632) for the relief of Mark Miller—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 633) for the relief of Samuel I. Gustin—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 634) for the relief of Edman Green—to the 


Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 635) for the relief of Elsas, May & Co.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 636) for the relief of Benjamin F. Rogers— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 637) for the relief of Ambrose Chewning—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 638) for the relief of estate of Margaret 
Barge, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 639) for the relief of the St. Luke’s Protestant 
Episcopal Church of Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 640) for the relief of the Atlanta (Ga.) Fe- 
male Institute—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 641) for the relief of the trustees of St. 
Phillip’s Church of Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 642) for the relief of Benjamin Williams— 
to the Committee én Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H: R. 643) for the relief of Martha I. England—to 
| the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 644) for the relief of William Ellis—to the 
| Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 645) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. Young- 
| blood—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 646) for the relief of John J. Hart—to the 
| Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 647) for the relief of Mrs. Emily Evans—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 648) for the relief of Charles L. Bradwell— 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 649) for the relief of George W. Symmes—to 

the Committee on Military Affairs. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 650) for the relief of the heirs of H. W. Mc- 
| Arthor, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 651) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas W. 
| MeArthor, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 652) for the relief of George P. Howard—to 
| the Committee on Claims. 
| Also,a bill (H. R. 658) for relief of W. R. Harris—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 654) to amend the records of the War De- 
partment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 655) to amend the records of the War De- 
partment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R.656) to amend records of the War Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 657) to reimburse the State of Georgia 
money advanced in removal of the Creek and Cherokee Indians— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 658) to restore Charles H. Campbe!1 to the 
Army and transfer him to the retired list—to the Committee on 
| Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 659) correcting the 
record of Harris Graffen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 660) granting an increase of pension to John 
Sines—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 661) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth E. Meckly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 662) granting a pension to 
Robert Pattison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 663) granting an increase of pension to Rich- 
ard P. Nichauls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 664) granting a pension to Carl 
| W. Barroth—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 665) granting a pension to George Larson— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 666) granting an increase of pension to Eva 
M. Kingsbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 667) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
gar Parish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 668) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Walker--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 669) for the relief of the Good Shepherd In- 
dustrial School—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 670) for the relief of Eugene H. Wood—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 671) to correct the military record of August 
H. Krueger—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 672) to correct the military record of George 
F., Itzkin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 673) to correct the naval record of Michael 
Philbin—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 674) to pay claimants for goods and effects 
lost or destroyed by fire at Ellis Island, N. Y., on June 15, 1897— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 675) to refund certain taxes paid by the Fred 
Miller Brewing Company,of Milwaukee, Wis.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 676) to refund to city of Milwaukee money 
expended by said city in paving Wisconsin street in front of 
United States Government pre erty—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bil (HL. R. 677) for the relief of the heirs 
of Alfred H. Brooks—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 678) granting a pension to Ann 
S. Harvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 679) for the relief of John C. Newton, of 
Stafford County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 680) granting an increase of 
pension to L. M. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 681) granting an increase of pension to Ella 
P. Kerstetter—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 682) granting an increase of pension to George | 


W. Boal—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 683) granting an increase of pension to T. 8S. 
Strohecker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 684) granting an increase of pension to Frank | 


G. Hammond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 685) granting an increase of pension to Philip 
J. Harlow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 686) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
Harwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Aliso, a bill (H. R. 687) granting an increase of pension to James | 


Dunlap—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 688) granting an increase of pension to James | 


McMurtrie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 689) granting an increase of | 


pension to Edgar Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
810nNS. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 690) granting an increase of pension to Mark 
F. Holderman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 691) granting an increase of pension to Re- | 


becca C. Shurlock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 692) granting a | 
pension to Martha Helm, of Denton, Tex., widow of a Mexican | 


war veteran—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 693) granting a pension to 8. C. Roe—to the | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 694) granting a pension to Robert M. White— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 695) granting a pension to John Teague—to | 


the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 696) granting a pension to C. A. Brighton, 
alias Thomas Aufinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 697) granting a pension to M. Yell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 698) granting a pension to William M. Crow— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 699) granting a pension to B. F. Draper—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 700) granting a pension to Felix Linsay—to | 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 701) granting a pension to W. C. Montgom- 
ery—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 702) granting a pension to Francis M. Burke— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 703) granting a pension to Robert P. Baker— 


_ to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 704) granting an increase of pension to Mis- 
souri F, Morton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 705) granting an increase of pension to Chris- 
topher C. McGinnis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 706) for the relief of the heirs of Simeon 
Hart—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 707) for the relief of W.R. McGuire—to the 
Committee on War Claims. } 
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Also, a bill (H.R.708) for the relief of the estate of William 
H. Edrington, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 709) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Andrew J. Joyce, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 710) for the relief of the estate of Sidney 
Markham, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 711) for the relief of William Chilton—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 712) for the relief of John C. Lynch—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 713) for the relief of Calvin T. Hazelwood — 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 714) for the relief of Elijah Crudgington—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 715) for the relief of Mrs. Jennie Miller—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 716) to protect the rights of Ronchali C. 
Barron, Almeda O. White, Josie L. Literal, and the children of 
Thomas Jefferson Barron and Travis Barron—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 717) to protect the rights of Sylvester D. 
Gaines and his children—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 718) to allot 160 acres of land to Bianco L. 

Bell, of Clay County, Tex., out of the Comanche, Kiowa, and 
| Apache reservations, in Oklahoma—to the Committee on the 
| Public Lands. 

| By Mr.SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 719) granting anincrease of 
| pension to John H. Willey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also,a bill (H.R. 720) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
| L. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 721) granting an increase of pension to John 
| Ryan, alias John Connell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 722) granting an increase of pension to Zech- 
| ariah B. Stuart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. H. 723) granting an increase of pension to 
| Thomas Smart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 724) granting an increase of pension to 
| James Meagher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 725) granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
| ander M. Ballou—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 726) granting an increase of pension to Mer- 
| rill Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 727) granting an increase of pension to James 
| K. Blye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 728) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 729) granting an increase of pension to Free- 

man O. Hodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 730) granting an increase of pension to Marga- 
ret Bonynge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 731) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
S. Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 732) granting an increuse of pension to John 

| L. B. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 733) granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
R. Barnard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 734) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
| S$. McAlister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 73%) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
| liam O. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 736) granting an increase of pension to 
| Stephen B. Tarlton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 737) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Hemenway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 738) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Harvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 739) granting an increase of pension to 
| Joseph W. Stockman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 740) granting an increase of pension to Ira 
| Meserve—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 741) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 

| mond G. Carey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 742) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Darrah—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 743) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 744) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Carr-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 745) granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
| tus Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 746) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Gilman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 747) granting an increase of pension to George 
D. Totman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 748) granting an increase of pension to Eben 
H. Meader—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 749) granting an increase of pension to Hum- 
phrey M. Glines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 750) nting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Avery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 751) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Fi. Cate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 752) granting an increase of pension to John 
Franklin Hobbs, alias John Franklin—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 753) granting a pension to Sarah F. Hooper— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 754) granting a pension to 
John M. Lawton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 755) for the relief of Pain’s Fireworks Com- 
pany—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 756) for the relief of Frederick See—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 757) to correct military record of Michael 
Mullet—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 758) to reappoint Warren C. Beach a captain 
in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 759) granting a pension | 


to Aaron Haines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 760) granting a pension to Charles F. Hamme— 
to the Commitice on Invalid Pensions. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 761) granting a pension to Olivia E. Naylor, 
now Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 762) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 763) granting a pension to Sarah McClel- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 764) granting a pension to Mary B. Evans— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 765) granting a pension to Charles M. Brook- 
over—to the Committee on Invalid Senteia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 766) granting a pension to Susan Mercer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 767) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Layton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 768) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas McLees—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 769) granting an increase of pension to H. C. 
Roush—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 770) granting an increase of pension to Zede- 
kiah Wiseman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 771) for the relief of Columbus F. Hay- 
ward and the executor of Charlotte G. Hayward—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 772) for the relief of James McElroy—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 773) for the relief of Theodore D, McCad- 
don—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 774) for the relief of Benjamin D. Fortney— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 775) for the relief of D. M. Sprague and 
William Tilton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 776) for the relief of Cicero McCamick, alias 
William Rone—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 777) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John Porcella—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 778) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Nicholas Swingle—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 779) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of William L. Grieves—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 780) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Alfred Hall—to the Committee on Military 


Also, a bill (H. R. 781) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the mili record of Christopher Parish—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 782) granting an honorable discharge to 
John W. Harris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 783) granting an increase of 

nsion to Nicholas Reinhart—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 784) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Vactor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 785) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Bobst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 786) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph V. Howell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 787) granting an increase of pension to James 
Barr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 788) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam B. Worthington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 789) granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Lachman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 790) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
A. Fillman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 791) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Callahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 792) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda W. Ritchie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 793) granting an increase of pension to 
Taylor Wanamaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 794) granting an increase of pension to John 
| Roop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 795) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

A. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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| Also, a bill (H. R. 796) for the relief of the owners of the barge 
| Charlie—to the Committee on War Claims. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 798) to recognize the military services of 
| George R. Burnett, late first lieutenant, Ninth United States Cay- 
| alry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 799) to grant jurisdiction and authority to 
| the Court of Claims in the case of Southern Railway Lighter 
areca Ten, her cargoes, and so forth—to the Committee on 
| Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 800) to continue the pension of Ione B. For- 
| nance, daughter of James Fornance, late captain in the Thirteenth 
Infantry, United States Army—to the Committee on Pensions. 
| By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 801) granting a pension to 
| Anna M. Hawes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 802) granting a pension to Jacquess Roelinger, 
| alias Jacquess Cerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 803) granting a pension to John A. Eaton— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 804) granting a pension to J. Stebbins 
| King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 805) granting an increase of pension to 
| George W. McConkey—to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 806) granting an increase of pension to 
| Samuel Woodworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 807) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
| liam F. Benefiel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 808) granting an increase of pension to 
George Deland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 809) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Johnson, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 810) granting an increase of pension to George 
Gaylord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 811) granting ah increase of pension to Thomas 
E. Tilloston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 812) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. Emery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 813) for the relief of William H. Dotson—to 
the Committee on oe Affairs. 

Also, a bill (Hi, R. 814) for the relief of W. 8. Carpenter—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 815) to correct the military record of James 
Houselman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 816) to correct the military record of William 
C. Keys—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 817) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Frank Gaffney, late of the gunboat Crusader, 
in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 818) to correct the naval record by inserting 
the name of Jacob A. Krieg for that of Charles Hart and to 
remove the charge of desertion against said Jacob A. Krieg—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 819) to quitclaim all interest of 
the United States of America in and to all of square 1131 in the 
city of Washington, D. C., to Sidney Bieber—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of the heirs of James McVickers, 
deceased, late of Fayette County, Ga., praying reference of war 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, memorial of Local Branch No. 40, of Macon, Ga., of the 
International United Brotherhood of Leather Workers, asking 

ge of an anti-injunction law and eight-hour bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions and memorial of the board of directors of the 
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Atlanta Freight Bureau, of the city of Atlanta, Ga., asking for 
legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission so as to regulate tariff rates between sections and locali- 
ties—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of citizens of Flora, Ill., favoring 
the enactment of 1s-post legislation—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Resolution of the board of directors of the 
Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, urging upon the Govern- 
ment the necessity of a 35-foot channel for the port of Philadel- 
phia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. e 

Also, resolution of the joint executive committee on the im- 

rovement of Philadelphia Harbor and the Delaware and Schuy!l- 
kin rivers, urging upon the Government the necessity of a 35-foot 
channel for the port of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Trades League of Philadelphia, urging 
upon the Government the necessity of a 35-foot channel for the 
port of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Produce Exchange, urging 
upon the Government the necessity of a 35-foot channel for the 
port of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolution of the Wisconsin Association of 
Postmasters, favoring a modification of the rules governing the 
appointment of rural free-delivery carriers—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RODEY: Resolution favoring immediate admission to 
statehood of New Mexico, Arizona, and Oklahoma—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WARNER: Resolutions of Frank Reed Post, No. 409, 
Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the ery protesting 
against placing a statue of Gen. R. E. Lee in the Memorial Hall 
in the Capitol at Washington—to the Committee on the Library. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, November 10, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. E. LAWRENCE Hunt, of the i lahereone aR 
Moses E. CLapp, a Senator from the State of Minnesota; Jona- 
THAN P. DOLLIVER, a Senator from the State of Iowa; SaMuEL D. 
McENERY, a Senator from the State of Louisiana, and FuURNIFOLD 
MoL. Summons, a Senator from the State of North Carolina, 

appeared in their seats to-day. 
he Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


Mr. Wir1114mM J. BrowninG, the Chief Clerk of the House of 
Representatives, appeared below the bar of the Senate and de- 
livered the following message: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the House of Representatives 
to inform the Senate that a quorum of the House of Representa- 
tives has assembled; that JoszpH G. CANNON, a Representative 
from the State of Illinois, has been elected Speaker; that ALEx- 
ANDER McDOowWELL, a citizen of the State of Pennsylvania, has 
been elected Clerk, and that the House is ready to proceed to busi- 


ness. 

Also, that a committee of three has been appointed by the Speaker 
on the part of the House of Re tatives to join the committee 
appointed on the part of the Senate to wait on the President of 
the United States and to notify him that a quorum of each of the 
two Houses has assembled and that Congress is ready to receive 
any communication he may be pleased to make, and that Mr. 
TAWNEY of Minnesota, Mr. Capron of Rhode Island, and Mr. 
Wiu1AMs of Mississippi have been appointed such committee on 
the part of the House. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HOAR and Mr. GORMAN, the committee appointed in con- 
junction with a similar committee of the House of Representa- 
tives to wait upon the President of the United States, appeared 
at the bar, and 

Mr. HOAR said: Mr. President, the committee appointed by 
the Senate in conjunction with the one appointed by the House 
to wait upon the President and inform that the two Houses 
are organized and ready to receive oe that he 
may see fit to make have re t duty, and are author- 
‘gol hy the President to say that e@ will send a message in writ- 
™ to the two Houses of Congress in the course of the day. 

Several messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were delivered by Mr. B. F. Barnzs, one of his secretaries. ] 


TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
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was read, and, on motion of Mr. Cuttom, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I have convened the Congress that it may consider the legislation neces- 
sary to put into operation the commercial treaty with Cuba, which was 
ratified by the Senate at its last session, and subsequently by the Cuban 
Government. Ideemsuch legislation demanded not only ty our interest, but 
by our honor. We can not with propriety abandon the course upon which 
we have so wisely embarked. When the acceptance of the Platt amendment 
was required from Cuba by the action of the Congress of the United States, 
this Government thereby definitely committed itself tothe policy of treating 
Cuba as occu) ying 6 unique tion as regards thiscountry. It was pro- 
vided that when the island e a free and independent republic she 
should stand in such close relations with us as in certain respects to come 
within our system of international Policy: and it necessarily followed that 
she must also to a certain degree ome included within the lines of our 
economic policy. Situated as Cuba is, it would not be a for this 
country to permit the strategic abuse of the island by any foreign military 

wer. It is for this reason t certain limitations have been imposed upon 

er financial policy. and that naval stations have been conceded by her to the 

4 6 negotiations as to the details of these naval stations are 

on the eve of completion. They are sosituated as to prevent any idea that 

there is the intention ever to use them against Cuba, or otherwise than for 

the protection of Cuba from the assaults of foreign foes, and for the better 
aneoeres of American interests in the waters south of us. 

These interests have been largely increased by the consequences of the 
war with Spain, and will be still further increased by the building of the 
isthmian canal. They are both military and economic. The granting to us 
by Cuba of the naval stations above alluded to is of the utmost importance 
from a military standpoint, and is proof of the good faith with which Cuba 
is treating us. Cuba has made great progress since her independence was 
established. She has advanced steadily in every way. She already stands 
high among her sister republicsof the New World. She is loyally observing 
her obligations to us; and she is entitled to like treatment by us. 

The treaty submitted to you for approval secures to the United States 
economic advantages as great as those given toCuba. Not an American 
interest is sacrificed. By the preety a large Cuban market is secured to our 
producers. It is a market which lies at our doors, which is already large, 
which is capable of great expansion, and which is especially important to the 
development of our export trade. It would be indeed shortsighted for us to 
refuse to e advantage such an opportunity, and to force Cuba iato 
making arrangements with other countries to our disadvantage. 

This reciprocity treaty stands by itself. It is demanded on consideraticns 
of broad national policy as well as by our economic interest. It will do harm 
to no industry. It will benefit many industries. It is in the interest of our 
people as a whole, both because of its importance from the broad standpoint 
of international policy, and because economically it intimately concerns us 
to develop and secure the rich Cuban market for our farmers, artisans, mer- 
chants,and manufacturers. Finally,it is desirable as a guaranty of the good 
faith of our Nation towards her young sister Republic to the south, whose 
welfare must ever be closely bound with ours. e gave her liberty. We 
are knit to her by the memories of the blood and the courage of our soldiers 
who fought for her in war; by the memories of the wisdom and integrity of 
our ad istrators who served her in peace and who started her so well on 
the difficult path of self-government. e must help her onward and upward; 
and in help her we help ourselves. 

The f considerations caused the negotiation of the treaty with 
Cuba and its ratification by the Senate. They now with equal force support 
the ] tion by the Congress which by the terms of the treaty is neccssar 
to render itoperative. <A failure to enact such legislation would come peril- 
ously near a repudiation of the pledged faith of the Nation. 

I transmit herewith the treaty, as amended by the Senate and ratified by 
the Cuban Government. 


Wuirts Hovses, November 10, 1908. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, on motion of Mr. CuLLom, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


It being uired by the resolution of the Senate of March 19, 1903, that the 
approval of _<—— shall be given to the reciprocal commercial conven- 
tion between the United States and Cuba, signed December 11, 1902, before 
the same shall take effect, I transmit herewith the text of the said conven- 
tion as amended by the Senate. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wurrtt Hovuss, November 10, 1903. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, No- 
vember 11, 1908, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, November 10, 1908. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by the 
Speaker. 

The Chaplain of the House, Rev. Henry N. Coupzn, D. D., 
offered the following prayer: 

Our Father, who in heaven, realizing as we do the force of 
that universal law, ‘‘ to whom much has been given, of him much 
will be ,’ we most fervently pray for each Member of 
this representative body that he may feel deeply the responsibil- 
ity resting upon him; for the Speaker who has been selected to 
preside over its deliberations, that he may see clearly, act wisely, 
and rule with justness and equity, that the history of the Fifty- 
eighth Congress may be worthy of American statesmen; worthy, 
therefore, of our great nation, and may redound to Thy glory, 
through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read, corrected, and 
approved, 
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SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Thompson, 
was not present when the oath was administered to the Members 
from the State of Alabama. I ask that he be allowed to take the 
oath of office at this time. 

The SPEAKER. Isthe gentleman from Alabama, Mr. Thomp- 
son, present and ready to take the oath of office? 

Mr. CLAYTON. He is. 


Mr. Thompson, a Member-elect from the State of Alabama, was 
then duly qualified by taking the oath prescribed by law. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO NOTIFY THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, the committee appointed by the 
House to wait on the President of the United States, in conjunc- 
tion with a similar committee on the part of the Senate, and notify 
him that a quorum of the two Houses had assembled and that 
Congress is ready to receive any communication he may be pleased 
to make, has performed that duty, and the President requests 
us to inform the House that he will transmit to the Congress at once 
a@ message in writing. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR MILEAGE. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of a joint resolution which I send to the Clerk's 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hemen- 
WAY] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a 
joint resolution which the Clerk will read. ' 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 14) making immediately available the appropri- 
ations for mileage of Senators and Members of the House of Representa- 
tives, and for other purposes. 


Resolved, etc., That the appropriations for mffgage of Senators, Members of 
the House of Representatives, and Delegates from the Territories madein the 
legislative, executive, and udicial appropriation act for the fiscal year 1904, 
approved February 25, 1 be, and the same are hereby, made immediately 
available and authorized to be paid to Senators, Members of the House of 
Representatives, and Delegates from the Territories for attendance on the 
first session of the Fifty-eighth Congress. 

Resolved, That the Speaker is authorized to designate from time to time 
some one from among those appointed by him and appropriated for and em- 

loyed in his office, whose duty it shall be under the direction of the Speaker 
sign in his name and for him all certificates required by section 47 of the 
Revised Statutes for salary and accounts for traveling expenses in going to 
and rr from Congress of Representatives and Delegates. 

Resolved, That the appropriations made in the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation act for the fiscal year 1904, approved February 25, 
1903, for compensation of session employees of the Senate and House of 
Representatives be, and the same are hereby, made available from and in- 
cluding the 9th day of November, 1908, until the close of the first session of 
the Fifty-eighth Congress; and —— employed under said appropriations 
shall be paid from the date of their actual employment, without regard to 
the date of their respective oaths of office, and at the rates per diem or per 
month as provided in said act. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution; which was read a first and second 
time, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

m motion of Mr. HEMENWAY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. BARNEs, 
one of his secretaries. 


RECIPROCITY WITH CUBA. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a message 
from the President of the United States. 

The message was read, as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I have convened the Congress that it may consider the legislation necessary 
to put into operation the commercial treaty with Cuba, which was ratified 
by the Senate at its last session,and subsequently by the Cuban Government. 
I deem such legislation demanded not only by our interest but. by our honor. 
We can not with propriety abandon the course upon which we have so wisely 
embarked. When the acceptance of the Platt amendment was req from 
Cuba by the action of the Congress of the United States, this Government 
thereby definitely committed itself to the policy of treating Cuba as occupy- 
inga — position as rds this country. It was provided that when 
the island became a free and independent republic she should stand in such 
close relations with us as in certain respects to come within our system of 
international policy; and it necessarily followed that she must also to a 
certain degree become included within the lines of our economic policy. 
Situated as Cuba is, it would not be possible for this country to permit the 
strategic abuse of the island by a military power. Itis for this 
reason that certain limitations have n imposed upon her financial policy, 
and that naval stations have been conceded by her to the United States. 
The otiations as to the details of these naval stations are on the eve of 
completion. They are so situated as to prevent any idea that there’is the 
intention ever to use them against Cuba, or otherwise than for the protection 
of Cuba from the assaults of foreign foes, and for the better safeguarding of 
American interests in the waters south of us. 

These interests have been largely increased gt co uences of the war 
with Spain, and will be still further increased the building of the isth- 
mian canal. They.are both military and economic. The granting to us by 
Cuba of the naval stations above alluded to is of the utmost impo ce from 
8 military standpoint, and is proof of the good faith with which Cuba is treat- 
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ing us. Cuba has made t progress since her independence was estab- 
lished. She has advan steadily in every way. She already stands bigh 
among her sister republics of the New World. She is loyally observing her 
obligations to us; and she is entitled to like treatment by us. 

The treaty submitted to you for approval secures to the United States eco- 
nomic oSventages as great asthose given toCuba. Notan Americasinterest 
is sacrificed. By the treaty a large Cuban market is secured to our pro- 
ducers. It isa market which lies at our doors, which is already large, which 
is capable of great expansion, and which is especially important to the de- 
velopment of our export trade. It would be indeed shortsighted for us to 
refuse to take advantage of such an opportunity, and to force Cuba into 
making arrangements with other countries to our disadvantage. 

This reciprocity treaty stands by itself. It is demanded on considerations 
of broad national policy as well as by our economic interest. It will do harm 
to no indust It will benefit many industries. It is in the interest of our 
people as a whole, both because of its importance from the broad standpoint 
of international policy, and because economically it intimately concerns us 
to develop and secure the rich Cuban market for our farmers, artisans, mer- 
chants, and manufacturers. Finally,it is desirableasa guaranty of the 
faith of our Nation towards her young sister Republic to the south, whose 
welfare must ever be closely bound with ours. e gave her liberty. We 
are knit to her by the memories of the blood and the courage of our soldiers 
who fought for her in war; by the memories of the wisdom and integrity of 
our administrators who served her in e and who started her so well on 
the difficult path of self-government. e must help her onward and upward; 
and in helping her we shall help ourselves. 

‘The foregoing considerations caused the negotiation of the treaty with 
Cuba and its ratification by the Senate. They now with equal force support 
the legislation by the Congress which by the terms of the —, is necessar 
to render it operative. A failure to enact such legislation would come peril- 
ously near a repudiation of the pledged faith of the Nation. 

I transmit herewith the treaty, as amended by the Senate amd ratified by 
the Cuban Government. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

WuHitr House, November 10, 1903. 


The message was referred tothe Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCIAL CONVENTION BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND 
CUBA. : 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


It being required by the resolution of the Senate of March 1% 1903, that the 
approval of Congress shall be given to the reciprocal commercial conven- 
tion between the United States and Cuba, signed December 11, 1902, before 
the same shall take effect, I transmit herewith the text of the said convention 
as amended by the Senate. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


WHITE Howse, November 10, 1903. E 
The message, with the accompanying documents, was referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following 
committees: 

On Mileage—Messrs. REEDER, JACKSON of Maryland, FLAckK, 
Lewis of Georgia, and BUTLER of Missour 

On Rules—The Speaker, and Messrs... .LZELL, GROSVENOR, 
WILLIAMs of Mississippi, and De ArMonp. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE BOREING, OF KENTUCKY. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, it becomes my pain- 
ful duty to announce to this House that on the 16th day of Sep- 
tember last the Hon. VINCENT BoREING, a Member-elect to the 
eae Congress from the Eleventh district of Kentucky, 
departed this life at his home in the city of London, Laurel 
County, Ky. 

For the present, Mr. Speaker, I shall ask the adoption of the 
resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and at some future 


' time during the session the Kentucky delegation will ask that a 
_ day be set apart on which the Members of the House may pay 
| proper respect to the memory of our deceased colleague. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has learned with profound sorrow-of the death 
of Hon. VINCENT BOREING, a Representative from the State of Kentucky. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to transmit this resolution to the Sen- 
ate and to send a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 


The resolutions were agreed to. 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE FOERDERER, OF PENNSYLVANIA, 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk the 
following resolutions, and ask their adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. R. H. FOERDERER, a Representative-elect from the State of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to transmit this resolution to the Sen- 
ate anda copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect to the memory of Hon. Vrn- 
oe ae and Hon. R. H. ForRDERER, this House do now stand 

ourned. 


The resolutions were agreed to. 


Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 26 minutes p»m.) the House 
adjourned. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
a was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Clerk of the House of Representatives, trans- 
mitting a list of reports to be made to Congress by public officers 
during the Fifty-eighth Congress—to the Committee on Rules, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
- following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 820) relating to arrears 
of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 821) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Hudson, in the State of South Dakota—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 822) to provide forthe purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Watertown, in the State 
- a Dakota—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 


By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 823) granting increase of 


pension to survivors of the Mexican and Indian wars and to their 
widows—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 824) to construct a road from Fort McPher- 


son, Ga., to the rifle range and military reservation near Waco, | 


Ga.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 825) for the erec- 


tion of public building in the city of New Britain, Conn.—to the 


Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CURRIER (by request): A bill (H. R. 826) to protect 
the President, Vice-President, persons in the line of Presidential 
succession, and ambassadors and foreign ministers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOVERINS: A bill (H. R. 827) to promote the efficiency 


of the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate and | 


Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 828) for the erection of a public building at Ply- 
mouth, Mass.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 829) providing for the 
erection of a public building at the city of Fernandina, Fla., and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 880) to authorize the location of a Branch 
Home for disabled volunteer soldiers, sailors, and marines in the 
State of Florida—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 831) for the establishment of a fish-cultural 
station in the State of Florida—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 832) amending the immigra- 
tion laws of the United States—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 833) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Mitchell, in the State of South Dakota—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 834) to providein the Artillery 
Corps the personnel and its organization for the submarine min- | 
ing and other seacoast defenses, and to organize the Field Artillery 


of the United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 835) to increase the pay of let- | 


ter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 836) for the erection of a 


ublic building at Amsterdam, N. Y.—to the Committee on Pub- | 


ic Buildings and Grounds. 
By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 837) for the erection of a 
aro building at Columbia, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public 
uildings and Grounds. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 838) establishing the Franklin Military 
National Park—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 839) to provide for the 
urchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Michigan City, in the State of Indiana—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 840) to erect a monument or memorial tem- 
ple on the Tippecanoe battle ground, in Tippecanoe County, Ind.— 
to the Committee on the Library. 


By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 841) to promote | 


and encourage an American merchant marine—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 842) to establish a fish-hatching and fish sta- 


tion in Yakima County, in the State of Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 843) increasing the cost of public building at 
Spokane, in the State of Washington—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 844) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy to make changes in the organization of the navy- 
yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 845) to regulate the trial 
of contempts of courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H.R.846) to enable the 
city of Phoenix, the town of Tempe, and the town of Mesa, all in 
Maricopa County, Arizona Territory, severally to issue the bonds 
of said municipalities for the purpose of aiding in the construction 
of a freighting wagon road from any convenient point in the Salt 
River Valley to the Salt River reservoir dam site in Maricopa 
County, Ariz.—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 847) to authorize the construction of a reser- 
voir near San Carlos, Ariz., to provide water for irrigating Saca- 
ton Reservation, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 848) to enable the people of Arizona to form 
a constitution and State government and to be admitted into the 

Union on an equal footing with the original States—to the Com- 

| mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 849) to change the 
port of Tappahannock, in the district of Tappahannock, in the State 
of Virginia, to Reedville, Va.—to the Committee on Ways and 
| Means. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 850) providing for the erection of 

| a public building in the city of Winchester, Va.—to the Commit- 

! tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 851) making it a capi- 

| tal offense to unlawfully, knowingly, and purposely kill or at- 

| tempt to kill the President of the United States—to the Commit- 
| tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 852) to authorize the purchase 
| of certain pictures of Arctic expeditions, by Mr. Albert Operti— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 853) for the erection of a monumental statue 
in the city of. Washington, D. C., to Paul Jones, the founder of 
the American Navy—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 854) to provide 
for the reorganization of the consular service of the United States— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 855) to provide for the purchase 
of the McLean property and adjacent property at Appomattox, 
Va., in commemoration of the surrender of the Army of Northern 
Virginia to General Grant—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 856) to increase 
| the pay of rural free-delivery carriers—to the Committee on the 

Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
| By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 857) for the erection of a 
statue of the late Robert Dale Owen, of Indiana, to be placed in 
i ome of the Smithsonian Institution—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 1187) granting 
right of way for road through Government reservation north of 
national cemetery, Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 1188) to amend sections 4924 and 
4927 of the Revised Statutes, relating to patents—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1189) to amend sections 4924, 4925, 4926, and 
4927 of the Revised Statutes, relating to patents—to the Commit- 
| tee on Patents. 
| Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 1190) recognizing the military 
service of and giving pensionable status under all pension laws 
of the United States to persons serving under United States officers 
as home guards, militia,or other provisional troops during the 
civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1191) to create the Territory of Jefferson and 
to provide a temporary government for the same, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A joint resolution (H.J. Res. 15) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States relat- 
ing to uniform hours of labor—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ariz na: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 16) 
to authorize certain officers of the Treasury Department to andit, 
certify, and pay claims of certain counties of Arizona—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A resolution (H. Res. 10) providing 
for a select committee to investigate the election laws of the sev- 

eral States—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
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of North Dakota, relative to regulating the speed of stock trains— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 858) for the re- 
lief of William H. Crawford—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 859) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew Barr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 860) granting a pension to George E. Eber- 
hardt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 861) granting a pension to Benjamin B. Eyre— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 862) granting an increase of pension to B. 
Frank Paris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 863) to provide 
compensation for injuries received by George E. Giles, of Water- 
town, Wis., at the Ford’s Theater disaster, which occurred June 
9, 1893—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 864) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Albert Moulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 865) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles C. Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 866) for the relief of the widow and children 


of the late Joseph W. Etheridge and the widow of the late John 
M. Richardson—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 867) to pay claimants for to private 
property by reason of mortar practice at Fort Preble, Me., during 
the fall of 1901,as reported by a board of army officers constituted 
to ascertain the same—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 868) for the relief of 
Thomas G. Verdine—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 869) for the relief of Pinkney Persons—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 870) granting a pension to Carrie Edwards— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 871) for the relief of Mrs. G. W. Ross, Mrs. 
H. C. Cary, Mrs. Annie Brooks, L. C. Wilcoxon, and Willie Wil- 
coxon, heirs at law and re tatives of Wiley Franks, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 872) for the relief of the estate of Archibald 
W. Tanner, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 873) for the relief of the McCaw Manufac- 
turing Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 874) for the relief of W. T. Morgan—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 875) for the relief of Harry C. Mix—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 876) granting a pension to Julia A. Fletcher— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 877) granting a pension to Ann M. Driggars— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 878) granting a pension to Robert S. Rose— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 879) granting a pension to James M. Brown- 
ing—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 880) granting a pension to Caroline S. Winn— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 881) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Wright—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 882) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
E. F. McCormick—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: A bill (H. R. 883) to remove charges 
standing against Augustus Shroeder—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 884) removing the charge of desertion from the 
name of Alfred Rebsamen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 885) granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
cis Knapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 886) granting an increase of pension to Clif- 
ford Fetters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R 887) granting an increase of pension to Holmes 
Clayton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 888) granting an increase of pension to 8. E. 
Lemon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 889) granting an increase of pension to Rich- 
ard F. Hosley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 890) for the relief of Fran- 
cois Numa Tauzin, Marie Amalia Tauzin, and Constance Shep- 
pard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 891) granting certain 


—_— 


| lots at Gnadenhutten, Ohio, to Gnadenhutten special school dis- 
trict—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 892) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram H. Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 893) granting an increase of 
— to Jeremiah 8S. Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 894) granting an increase of pensien to David 
| L. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 895) granting a pension to Margaret M. 
| Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 896) to remove charge of desertion from 
_miltary record of Wilson Certain—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs 


| By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of 
C. T. Dibble—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. RB. 898) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
| liam H. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 899) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
| lard A. Place—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 900) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
S. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 901) for the relief of John Ritter and others— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 902) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
C. B. Suman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 908) to correct the naval record of John O’Con- 
ner—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 904) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Robert P. Horn—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 905) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Joseph Rogers—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 906) granting an increase of 
pension to George S. Blake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 907) ing an increase of pension to 
De Witt C. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 908) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Tarbox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 909) granting an increase of pension to 
Katherine F. Wainwright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 910) granting an increase of pension to 
Freeman York—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 911) granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Blake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 912) granting an increase of pension to John 
F. Dorsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 913) granting a pension to Maggie Black—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 914) —— an increase of pension to Cor- 
nelius A. Clough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 915) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of George W. Soule—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 916) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
O. Marden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 917) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
F. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 918) granting an increase of pension to Natt 
S. Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 919) granting a pension to Priscilla Twiss— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 920) for the relief of 
heirs of Ramon Canova—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 921) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Wilson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 922) for the relief of George W. Johnson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 923) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
C. Wyatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 924) granting an increase of pension to John 
E. Keller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 925) for the relief of Samuel L. Landers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 926) granting an increase of pension to Jere- 
miah Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 927) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Leavell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 928) granting an increase of pension to Mark 
8. Clay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 929) granting an increase of pension to Cul- 
vin V. Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 930) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas M. Parkison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 931) granting an increase of pension to James 
'H. B. McDaniel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 982) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Markham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a pene , a bill (H. R. 933) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John F’, Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 934) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Frank Brock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. __ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 935) gramting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam McNair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 986) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Millian—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 937) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to M. A. Shelton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: A bill (H.R. 938) to indemnify the city of 
New York for expenses incurred by said city in defense of the 
United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 989) to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine claim for damages arising from the 
death of Carl Zabel—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 940) granting a pension to 
Oscar M. Parsons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H.R. 941) grantingan increase of pen- 
sion to William D. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 942) granting an increase of pension to James 
I’. Hardy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 948) granting an increase of 
pension to Orson N. Earl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 944) toremove the charge of desertion from the 
record of James Nicholas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 945) to remove charge of desertion against 
Sanford M. Murray—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 946) to increase the pension of Matilda E. 
Lawton, widow of Elbridge Lawton, late chief engineer, United 
States Navy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 947) to increase the pension of Sarah E. 
Jackson, widow of Richard H. Jackson, late brigadier-general of 
United States Volunteers, to $50 per month—to Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 948) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey Linsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 949) toremove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Albert Campbell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 950) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Frank Van Valkenberg, alias Charles Duane—to the 
Committee on Military irs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 951) to place on the pension roll the name of 
John H. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. $8) greening a pension to Charles L. Poole— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 953) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of William H. Moore, alias William Moorey— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 954) for the relief of Albert Edward Adam 
Engle —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 955) o> pension to Samantha Bent- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 956) granting @ pension to 
Mary E. Reid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 957) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 958) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Alfred H. Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 959) to remove charge of desertion from 
military record of George W. Moore, alias George W. More—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 960) to remove charge of desertion from 
—s record of Charles F. Kramer—to the Committee on Mili- 

ry Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 961) — a pension to Henry Carbino— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 962) to establish a permanent military camp 
ound in the vicinity of Camp Douglas, in Juneau County, 
is.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 963) granting an increase of pension to Ara 
D. Benjamin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 964) granting an increase of pension to Mah- 
lon Farnim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 965) granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 966) granting an increase of pension to Ste- 
phen Dickerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 967) granting an increase of pension to 
Nicholas Gruber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 968) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Warren ae ie the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 969) to correct the military 
record of G. G. Martin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 970) granting an increase of 
a a to Frederick Higgins—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 971) for the relief of the estate of George W. 
Taylor, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 972) for the relief of Abraham Stover—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 973) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Paul McNeel—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 974) for the relief of James W. Smith--to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 975) for the relief of David W. Speck-—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 976) for the relief of the estates of Michael 
Dull and David Dull, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 977) for the relief of T. H. McGinnis—to t! 

Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 978) to reimburse the trustees of the Pres- 
byterian Church at McDowell, State of Virginia—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 979) for the relief of Amanda Lam, admin- 
istratrix of the estate of James Lam, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 980) for the relief of George W. Craig—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 981) for the relief of Mrs. Maria D. La Rue—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 982) for the relief of the estate of Hugh L. 
Gallaher, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also.a bill (H. R. 983) forthe relief of James A. Snyder, execu- 
tor of Jacob Snyder, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 984) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth V. Harman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 985) for the relief of Mrs. S. M. Cale—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 986) for the relief of the estate of John 
Bumgardner, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 987) for the relief of William Crosby—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 988) referring 
to the Court of Claims a certain claim for the use of hook attach- 
ments for firearms—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 989) for the relief of Edward S. 
Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 990) granting 
an increase of pension to Harrison W. Fox—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 991) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert B. Virmilya—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 992) granting an increase of pension to Har- 
vey Gaskill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 993) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Harrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 994) for the relief of the estate 


i of W. M. O’Hara, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 995) for the relief of 
the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Fred- 
ericksburg, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 996) for the re- 
lief of Simon M. Preston—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 997) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Ralph D. Parsons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 998) granting a pension to Capt. John J, 
Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 999) granting an increase of pension to Capt. 
I. B. Wambaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1000) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward W. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1001) granting an increase cf pension to 
Owen E. Davidson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1002) granting an increase of pension to Otis 
Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1003) granting an increase of pension to Seth 
Raymond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 1004) to correct the military 
record of Asher Branch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1005) granting a pension to Marat E. Pow- 
ell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 1006) granting a pension to 
Phoebe M. Eigenbroadt, widow of Charles Eigenbroadt—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 1007) granting an increase of 
pension to Harry C. Thorne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1008) granting an increase of pensicn to 
George Kline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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enport and others, of Virginia—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1010) for the relief of the heirs of Samuel 
Ayres, of Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1011) for the relief of J. B. Chandler and 
D. B. Cox—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 1012) for the relief of 
Charles Speare—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1013) authorizing the reference to the Court 


of Claims of the claim of Capt. Andrew H. Russell and Lieut. | 


Col. William R. Livermore against the Government of the United 
States—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1014) granting an increase of pension to Ber- 
nard Glancy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1015) granting a pension to George C. Peter- | 


son—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1016) to correct the military record of Fred- | 


eric E. Fiske—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1017) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Fred A. Miller—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1018) to provide an American register for the 
steam whaler Bowhead—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1019) providing that section 4716, Revised Stat- 
utes, shall not be construed to apply to Union soldiers who, while 


prisoners of war in 1864, were set to work under guard by the Con- | 


federate authorities in the engineer department iron works at 
Savannah, Ga.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 1020) to authorize the readjust- | 


ment of the accounts of army officers in certain cases, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 1021) to compensate Caleb 
C. Willard, surviving partner of the firm of Segar & Willard, for 
the demolition and removal of the Hygeia Hotel property from 
the Government reservation at Old Point, Virginia, in the year 
1862—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1022) for the relief of Charles Candy—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1023) to compensate H. C. Phoebus for the 
demolition and removal of his property from the Government res- 
ervation at Old Point, Virginia—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 1024) for the relief of the 
estate of Sewell Coulson, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 1025) for the relief 
of Isom M. Qualls—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1026) for the relief of Dr. A. W. Gregory—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1027) for the relief of W. P. Qualls—to the | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1028) for the relief of Nancy Edwards, 
widow of John B. Edwards—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1029) granting a pension to Peter Ander- | 


son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1030) for the relief of E. A. Best, administrator 
of the estate of Adaline D. Turner—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1031) for the relief of Julia Blount Thacker, 
Amanda Catherine Johnson, John Clark Rowden, and Samuel 


Echols Rowden, the only heirs at law of Isaac Curry Rowden and | 
Sarah E. Rowden, of Wauhatchie, Tenn.—to the Committee on | 


War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1032) for the relief of James Moore—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1033) for the relief of William M. Henry— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1034) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Gross—to the Committee on Tnvalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1035) for the relief of Jesse T. Huffaker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1036) for the relief of Thomas Smith—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1037) to grant a pension to William D. Hum- 
bard—to the Commitiee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1038) for the relief of Hugh J. Brady—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1039) for the relief of Julia W. Outland— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1040) for the relief of the widow of the late 
Capt. Daniel C. Trewhitt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1041) for the relief of Charles W. Wiseman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1042) for the relief of James Nipper—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1043) for the relief of James A. Lance—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 1009) for the relief of Isaac Dav- Also, a bill (H. R. 1044) for the relief of Jasper N. T. Hamil- 


ton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1045) granting a pension of $12 per month 
| to Matilda Witt, widow of J. Burgess Witt—to the Committee 
| on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1046) for the relief of C. W. Biese—to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also,a bill (H. R. 1047) for relief of Jesse C. Allen—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1048) for the relief of John Redden—to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1049) for the relief of P. R. Albert and I. 
| Noa—to the Committee on Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1050) for relief of William Miller—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1051) for the relief of Narcissa T. Byrd—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1052) for the relief of Mary Sharp College, 
of Winchester, Tenn.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1053) for relief of John Weeks—to the Com- 
| mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1054) to remove the charge of desertion 
| against the name of George W. Flinn—to the Committee on Mili- 
| tary Affairs. 

| Also, a bill (H.R. 1055) to correct the musterin.of Capt. James 
| H. Galbraith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1056) to complete the military record of Theo- 
dore W. Gambee and to pay him for military services performed— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1057) for the relief of Israel Roll—to the Com- 
| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1058) for the relief of Mrs. E. L. Eblen—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1059) for the relief of Mary C. Cathcart—to 
| the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1060) for the relief of William H. Bean—to 

| the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1061) toremove the charge of desertion against 

| the name of Samuel Burnett—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1062) granting a pension to James J. Smith— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1063) for the relief of Miss May Larkin—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1064) for the relief of Solomon Bell—to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1065) for the relief of Sarah.E. Abernathy, 
| widow of J. J. Abernathy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1066) for the relief of Lydia A. Newby—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1067) for the relief of R. H. Sively—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1068) for the relief of William R. Rogers— 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1069) for the relief ef William A. Good- 
| win—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 1070) to complete the military record of 
Daniel Cook, deceased, and for an honorable discharge—to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also,.a bill (H. 8. 1071) for the relief of John Long —to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1072) for the relief of Thomas Caldwell—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1078) for relief of Mary Ann Smith—to the 

Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1074) for the relief of the heirs of Nancy R. 
| Dobbs, deceased—tothe Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1075) for the relief of Eli Jellis—to the Com- 
| mittee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1076) to correct the military record of Samuel 
T. Baker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1077) granting an increase of pension to Israel 
Roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1078) to remove the charge of desertion from 
| the name of John C. Cross—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1079) to remove the charge of desertion 


against the name of Benjamin C. Coleman—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1080) for the relief of Samuel Edington—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1081) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of P. M. Craigmiles, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1082) forthe relief of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South, Calhoun, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1088) for the relief of Shiloh Presbyterian 
Church, Calhoun, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1084) for the relief of J. Walter Smith—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1085) for the relief of the trustees of 
McDaniel’s Chapel, Methodist Episcopal Church South, at Shell- 
mound, Marion County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1086) for the relief of Martin Van Buren 
McReynolds—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1087) for the relief of Sarah Crabtree—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1088) to remove the charge of desertion from | 


the name of Henry A. Cryderman, and so forth—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1089) for the relief of the estate of Isaac 
Easterly, deceased, late of Grundy County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1090) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Cleveland, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1091) for the relief of Abraham Slover—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1092) appropriating $248 and interest from 
May 10, 1864, to pay William D. Hi 
forth—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1093) for the relief of Rose B. Noa—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H_ _R. 1094) for the relief of the | 


estate of William B. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1095) for the relief of the estate of Andrew 


Roberts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 1096) to correct the military record of Ed- 
ward W. Gobble—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1097) for the relief of the heirs of Michael 
Holoran—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1098) to pay the estate of J. J. Walker for | 


stores and supplies—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1099) granting an increase of pension to | 


L. O. Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1100) for relief of William G. Tidwell—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1101) to remove the charge of desertion and 
correct the military record of Isaac B. Goforth—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1102) for the relief of Jane Henry—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1103) for the relief of the estate of Nancy P. 
Garrison, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1104) for the relief of John V. Wright—to 
the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1105) forthe relief of Clifton Lodge, No. 173, | 


Free and Accepted Masons—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1106) for the relief of the estate of N. M. 
Buyers—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1107) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. 
Henly Patton—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1108) for relief of James W. Hardin and to | 


remove charge of desertion—tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1109) for the relief of Richard Workman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1110) for the relief of the estate of James 
H. Huey, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1111) to remove the charge of desertion | 


against W. A. Kilburn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R.1112) for the relief of the estate of S. J. Stock- 
ard, late of Maury County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1113) for the relief of P. H. Nelson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1114) for the relief of the estate of Nathan 
Perry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1115) for the relief of the estate of Isaac John- 
son, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1116) for the relief of Jonathan Amis—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.1117) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Church at Prospect, Giles County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1118) for the relief of the estate of D.S. 
Phelan—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1119) for the relief of the estate of B. H. Cald- 
well—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1120) for the relief of the estate of Jonathan 
Mills—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1121) for the relief of the estate of Edwin 
Grant—to the Committee on War Claiis. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1122) for the relief of the estate of Andrew 
Seott—to the Committee on War Claims. 


umberd, as scout, guide, and so | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1128) for the relief of E. C. Overton—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1124) for the relief of the estate of F. T. Mc- 
Laurine—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1125) for the relief of the estate of Lemuel 
Long—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1126) for relief of estate of J. J. Bryson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1127) for relief of William J. Hines—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1128) for the relief of Frank M. Dooley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1129) to pay to the heirs of Nathan Curry, 
deceased, the sum of $1,503 for property taken and used by the 
| United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1130) to pay Thomas §S. Truett the sum of 
$340, the value of property taken from him by the troops of the 
United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1131) to pay the heirs of James Ramsy, de- 
ceased, the sum of $250, the value of property from him taken 
and used by the troops of the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1132) to pay to the heirs of Pleasant Hines, 
| deceased, the sum of $1,000, the value of property taken from him 

by the troops of the United States Army—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1183) for the relief of Calvin Hardison—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bili (H. R. 1134) to pay Josephine O. Anderson the sum of 
$175, the value of property from her taken and used by the troops 

| of the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1135) for the relief of William M. Beasley— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1136) for the relief of J. P. McGaw—tvo the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1137) for the relief of Alexander Bennett— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1138) for the relief of W. S. Reid, adminis- 
trator of Mrs. F. M. Harris, deceased, late of Franklin, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1139) to remove the charge of desertion 
against J. W. Teas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1140) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. E. M. 
| Booker, deceased, late of Columbia, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
| War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1141) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Pulaski, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1142) for the relief of the estate of N. E. 
Perkins, deceased, late of Williamson County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1148) for the relief of Thomas J. Lawson, sr.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1144) for the relief of the estate of J. A. 
Milhous, deceased, late of Giles County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
| on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1145) for the relief of H. J. Brewer, of 
| Wayne County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1146) for the relief of F. M. Fitzgerald—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1147) for the relief of John D. Reed, admin- 
| istrator of J. P. C. Reed, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1148) to remove charge of desertion standing 
against William M. Anderson—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1149) for the relief of the estate of William 
Grigsby, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1150) for the relief of Hiram Lodge, No. 7, of 
Free and Accepted Masons, of Franklin, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 1151) for the relief of Louis A. 
Yorke—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H.R. 1152) granting a pension to 
| William C. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1153) granting an increase of pension to 
William Geyser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1154) for the relief of Frank Wenzc! -to the 

| Committee on Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1155) to correct the military record of Ed- 
| ward S. Knappen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1156) granting an increase of pension to John 
| Pangratz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1157) to remove the charge of desertion from 

the military record of Nelson Conklin—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1158) for the relief of George W. Bowen— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1159) to correct the record of Wilson W. 
Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1160) granting an increase of pension to 
Demas L. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Aiso, a bill (H. R. 1161) granting an increase of pension to 
David R. Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1162) granting a pension to Julia E. Young— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1163) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate O’Connor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 1164) granting a pension to Eliza Phillips— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1165) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1166) granting an increase of pension to 
Charlotte E. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1167) to increase the pension of John §. 
Cook-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1168) to correct the military record of Daniel | 
Arnold—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 1169) for the relief | 
of the estate of Calvin B. Cunningham, deceased—to the Com- | 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 1170) granting an increase 


kill Rivers, relative to a 85-foot channel for the Delaware River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, 
relative to a 35-foot channel for the Delaware River—to the &o 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors 

Also, resolution of Philadelphia Produce Exchange, relative to 
a 35-foot channel for the Delaware River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of board of directors, Philadelphia Bourse, rela- 
tive to 35-foot channel for the Delaware River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of board of wardens, port of Philadelphia, rela- 
tive to 35-foot channel for the Delaware River—to the Committee 


| on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, resolution of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange of 


| Philadelphia, relative to a 35-foot channel for the Delaware 


River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Also, resolution of board of directors of the Vessel Owners and 
| Captains’ Associations, relative to a 35-foot channel for the Dela- 


| ware River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, resolution of Philadelphia Board of Trade, relative to a 

85-foot channel for the Delaware River—to the Committee on 
Riv ers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Trades League of Philadelphia, relative 
to a 85-foot channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, rela- 


of pension to Lewis L. Bean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. } tive to 35-foot channel for Delaware River—to the Committee on 


By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 1171) to provide compensation | 
for injuries received by George E. O’Hair, of Indianapolis, Ind., 
at Ford’s Theater disaster, which occurred June 9, 1893—to the | 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (HB. R. 1172) granting an increase of pension to | 
Henry M. Endsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 1173) gramting an increase of pension to | 
Jonathan Harlan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1174) granting an increase of pension to | 
Joshua F. Spurlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. |- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1175) grantingan increase of pension toJohn | 
W. Hannah—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1176) granting an increase of pension to Capt. | 
George W. Kimble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1177) granting an increase of puaente fame | 
Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1178) granting an increase of pension toSimeon | 
T. Yancy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1179) granting an increase of pension to 
Jasper Richey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1180) granting an imcrease of pension to | 
Jeremy Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1181) granting a pension to Anna L. Roop— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1182) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah Jarvis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 1183) for the relief | 
of Mrs. E. W. Williams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill.(H. R. 1184) granting a pension to 
William J. Longenhagen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1185) granting an increase of pension to | 
William Haines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 1186) to muster in | 
and muster out of Milroy Home Guards, United States troops, | 
citizens of Warren and Grundy counties, Tenn.. in the war of 
the rebellion, 1861 to 1865—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 








PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the board of 
managers of the Trades League of Philadelphia, urging upon the 
Government the necessity of a 35-foot channel for the port of 
Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of board of directors of the Commercial Ex- 
change of Philadelphia, urging upon the Government the neces- 
sity of a 35-foot channel for the port of Philadelphia—to the Com- | 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

- Also. resolution of the Philadelphia Produce Exchange, urging 
upon the Government the necessity of a 35-foot channel for the 
port of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolution of Joint Executive Committee 
on the Improvement of the Harbor of Philadelphia and the Dela- 
ware and Schuylkill Rivers, relative to a 35-foot channel for 
Delaware River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of Joint Executive Committee on the Improve- 
ment of the Harbor of Philadelphia and the Delaware and Schuyl- 





Rivers and Harbors. 
Also, resolution of the Lumberman’s Exchange of the City of 
| Philadelphia, relative to 35-foot channel for the Delaware River— 


+ to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Resolution of Welch Post, No. 422, 
Department of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, requesting 
ae of bill granting to every honorably discharged Union sol- 

dier who served ninety days or over a pension of $12 per month— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 464, grant- 
ing a pension to James W. Perkins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 465, granting a pension to 
Erwin Fancher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND): Papers to accompany bill to increase pen- 
sion of Hiram C. Wyatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of John E. 
Keller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of M. A. 


Shelton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of Frank 
| Brock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of William 
McNair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Papers toaccompany bill for the relief of Ava D. 
| Benjamin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of Board of Trade of New- 
ark, N. J., wong Oe construction of a ship canal and deep water- 
way connecting Newark and New York Bay—to the Committee 


| on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, resolution of the Presbytery of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring 
| an amendment to the Constitution defining legal marriage as 

monogamic and making polygamy a crime—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 612, to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Ignatz 
Pfeifer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 606, granting an increase 
of pension to Vincent M. Cartwright—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers toaccompany bill H. R.605, granting increase of pen- 


| sion to Jeremiah Painter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 604, granting a pension to 
Frederick Frick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 602, granting an increase 
of pension to Sadie Kruscnklous—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany ‘ill H. R. 601, granting increase of 
pension to George Kelly—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill HK. R. 600, granting a pension to 
Lawrence James—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr PADGETT: Petition of the heirs of Christian Bringle, 
genet late of Giles County, Tenn., praying reference of war 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of W. C. Petty, of Culpeper County, 
Va., praying reference of war claims to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William M. Jones, of King George County, Va., 
praying reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 


| 
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Also, petition of heirs of William Henderson, deceased, late of 
King George County, Va., praying reference of war claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. _— 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
nee to Phebe M. Eigenbroadt—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 





SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, November 11, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PrerryMan, of the city of Washington. 

Wi._uiam B. Batr, a Senator from the State of Tennessee; 
CLARENCE D. CLARK, a Senator from the State of Wyoming; 
JoHN W. DANIEL, a Senator from the State of Virginia; Franois G. 
NEWLANDS, a Senator from the State of Nevada; and Marrarw 
S. Quay, a Senator from the State of Pennsylvania, appeared in 
their seats to-day. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRowNING, its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate the in- 
telligence of the death of Hon. Vincunt BorkEInNG, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Kentucky, and transmitted resolutions 
of the House thereon. 

The message also communicated to the Senate the intelligence 
ofthe death of Hon. R. H. Forrperer, late a Representative from 
the State of Pennsylvania, and transmitted resolutions of the 
House thereon. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 14) making immediately available 
the appropriations for mileage of Senators and Members of the 
House of Representatives, and for other purposes; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the 
Antiopium Society of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to legalize the sale of 
Philippine Islands; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Philippines. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Covington, Ky.; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Powellton, [ll.; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Dracut, Mass.; of Annie C. Jones, of Chatham, 

.; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Carroll, 
N. H.; of the congregation of the North Fork Baptist Church, of 
Rush, W.Va.; of sundry citizensof Lyons, Mich.; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Almont, Mich.; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Sodus, Mich.; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Ithaca, Mich.; of the congrega- 
tion of the Lyell Avenue Baptist Church, of Rochester, N. Y.; of 
the congregation of the Methodist a Church of Millville, 
N. Y.; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Bing- 
hamton, N. Y.; of the Baptist an People’s Union of Eureka 
Springs, Ark., and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Eureka Springs, Ark., praying that an investigation be made 
of the charges filed against Hon. Rerp Smoor, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Trades League of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying that an app iation be made to pro- 
vide a 35-foot channel in the Delaware River from Philadelphia 
to the sea; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of members of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Dlinois, of White Hall, I1., 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens and church organi- 
zations of the State of Illinois, praying that an investigation be 
made of the charges filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. : 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 106, United 
Mine Workers, of Dunfermline; of the Amalgamated Association 
of Street and Electric Railway Employees of Chicago; of the Mu- 
sicians Protective Association of Joliet; of Mailers’ Local Union 
No. 2, of Chicago; of Local Union No. 7, of Chicago; of the 
Trades and Labor Assembly of Bloomington; of the Trades and 
Labor Assembly of Jacksonville; of Local Union No. 69, of Belle- 
ville; of Local Union No. 60, of Chicago; of the International 
Union of Wood, Wire, and Metal Lathers of Aurora; of the 
Trades and Labor Assembly of Alton; of Local Union No. 329, 
of Astoria; of Local Union No. 491, of Bedford; of Local Union 
No. 2109, of Auburn, and of Federal Labor Union, No. 8620, of 
Trenton; all of the American Federation of Labor. in the State of 


ium in the | 


reer 


Illinois, praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunc- 
tion bill; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STEWART nted a resolution of the legislature of the 
State of Nevada, relative to the regulation and protection of im- 
migrants; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration, 
and ordered to be printed in the Rrecorp, as follows: 


Senate joint resolution and memoria! to Congress, No. —, relative to immi- 
gration and protection. 


Whereas the Congress of the United States has under consideration the 
subject of a with a view to further legislation; and 
hereas in all such legislation, during the past forty years, the manufac- 
turers have reaped the benefit to the detriment of the tradesman, artisan, and 
laboring man, who have been afforded no protection against the disastrous 
competition of the undesirable, criminal, and pauper classes of foreign coun- 
tries, arriving on our shores at the rate of half a million annually, assisted 
hither, in many instances, by the Government, organized society, or private 
aid, thus ting the country left by relieving the labor market, and injur- 
ing this by the number of unemployed, nearly every one reaching this coun- 
try during the’past twenty years being a positive detriment to the people 
already here; and 
Whereas a million of our people are suffering for want of employment, 
and the natural increase of our population will, for an indefinite future, fully 
supply every demand that any possible development of the country may 
make, it should be the policy for our Government to afford as full and com- 
plete protection to the mechanic, laborer, farmer, merchant, miner, employed 
and unemployed, as the manufacturer: Therefore, be it 
Resolved by the conte of the State of Nevada, the assembly concurring, 
That the Congress of the United States be, and it is hereby, memorialized to 
nee in all immigration legislation such provisions as will forever 
= it from landing on our shores the undesirable element of the Old World 
y the levy of a tax of oa capita upon every immigrant to hereafter 
land, or such a tax as y and effectually protect our people from for- 
eign competition; 
Resolved, That our Senatorsin Congress be instructed and our Representa- 
tive be nested to use all honorable means to secure such legislation; 
Resolved, That the governor be,and he hereby is, requested to forward an 
engrossed copy of this memorial and resolution to each of our Senators and 
to our Representative in Congress. 
L. ALLEN, 
President of the Senate. 
C. H. MciInrosx, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Marron 8. WILSON, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
J. A. CLARE, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 
JOHN SPARKS, Governor. 


Senate joint resolution and memorial to Congress No.7. Introduced by Sen- 
ator Lord, February 14, 1903, relative to immigration and protection. 
February 14, 1908, rules suspended, reading had, considered first reading, 
rules further as. bill read second time by title, and referred to com- 
mittee on Federal relations. February 20,1903, reported _back from committee 
favorably with the recommendation that it do pass. Placed at the bottom 
of the file February 24, 1903. Received in the assembly, rules suspended, 
ing had, considered first reading, rules further suspended, read second 
time by title, and referred to committee on Federal relations. February 28, 
1903, Neuse back from committee with recommendation that it do pass. 
March 4, 1903, placed upon third soning and final passage, and passed by the 
following vote—yeas 20, noes 0, absent 17. Returned to senate. F.C. Arm- 
strong, assistant clerk of assembly. March 5, 1903, received in senate and 
sent to enrollment. E.T. George, assistant secretary of senate. 
Filed in the office of the eomctary st state, this 13th day of March, 1903. 
. G. DouGuass, Secretary of the State. 


Approved March 9, 1903. 


STaTEe oF NEVADA, Department of State, ss: 

I, W. G. Douglass, the duly elected, qualified, and acting secretary of state 
of the State of Nevada, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, full, 
and correct copy of the original senate joint resolution and memoria! to Con- 
gress No. 7, relative to immigration and protection, now on file and of record 
in this office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal 


—ome, at my office, in Carson City, Nev., this 17th day of March, A. D. 
[SEAL.] W. G. Dovatass, Secretary of State, 


By Gro. N. Nozn, Deputy. 

Mr. STEWART presented a resolution of the legislature of the 
State of Nevada, relative to the naturalization of citizens; which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration, and ordered to be 
printed in the Rrecorp, as follows: 


Senate joint and concurrent resolution No. —. Resolution relative to the 
naturalization of citizens. 

Whereas under theland and mining laws of the United States it is provided 
that all persons who have declared their intention to become citizens of the 
Samed tates shall have the same rights as those who are already citizens; 
an 

Whereas a large number of persons declare their intentions to become citi- 
zens of the United States under the laws provided therefor for the purpose 
of enjoying the benefitsof the land, mining, and other laws, yet never become 
citizens, and while =e the benefits of citizenship are required to bear 
none of the burdens thereof: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the senate of the State of Nevada, the assembly concurring, That 
we are 'y in favor of such fevislation as will require persons decluring 
their intention of citizens under the laws of the United States to 
become such within a reasonable period after they are eligible or forfeit all 
benefits or privileges acquired under the laws of the United States; and 

Resolved further, That a copy of this resolution shall be sent to each of our 
Senators and to our Representative in Congress. 

L. ALLEN, 

President of the Senate. 

C. L. McIntrosn, 

Secretary of the Senate. 

MARION 8. WILSON, 

Speaker of the Assembly. 

J. A. CLARK, 

Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 
Approved March 14, 1903. 
JOHN SPARKS, Governor. 
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STATE OF NEVADA, Department of State, ss: 

I, W. G. Douglass, the duly elected, qualified, and acting secretary of State 
of the State of Nevada, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, full, 
and correct copy of the original resolution passed by the Nevada legislature 
relative to the naturalization of citizens now on file and of record in this office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the rent wool 

. G. DouG.uass, Secretary of State, 
By Gro. N. Nog, Deputy. 

Mr. BAILEY presented petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Cisco; of sundry citizensof Waco, Nevada, 
El Paso, Greenville, Brunner, Cisco, Amarillo, Brownwood, Fort 
Worth, Forney, Panhandle, Montgomery, Hillsboro, Hearne, 
Miami, Houston, Calvert, Gonzales, Archer City, Marble Falls, 
Mineral Wells, Vernon, Gainesville, Canadian, and Elliott, all in 
the State of Texas, praying that an investigation be made of the 
charges filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State 
of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. FORAKER presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Honolulu, Hawaii, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to insure the revival of the coffee industry in that Territory; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of the Prohibition Alli- 
ance of Ames, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of Dunlap Post, No. 147, of Rock 
Rapids; of Gardner Post, No. 90, of Iowa, and of Rock Yates Post, 
No. 364, of Shelby, all of the Department of Iowa, Grand Army 
of the Republic, in the State of Iowa, praying for the enactment 
of a service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the legislative committee of the 
Tri-City Labor Congress, of Clinton and Lyons; of the Trades and 
Labor Congress of Dubuque; of Local Union No. 10441, of Fort 
Dodge; of the Trades and Labor Council of Centerville; of Local 
Union No. 246, of Des Moines; of Typographical Union No. 251, 
of Muscatine; of Federal Labor Union No. 6303, of Muscatine; 
of Carpenters and Joiners’ Local Union No. 1508, of Oelwein; 
of Local Union No. 223, of Ottumwa; of Local Union No. 855, of 
Lehigh, and of Machinists’ Local Union No. 254, of Des Moines, 


of State, , my Office in Carson City, 1 this 18th day of March, 
[SEAL. 


all of the American Federation of Labor, and of Local Division | 


No. 114, Order of Railroad Telegraphers, of Perry, all in the State 
of Iowa, praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the legislative committee of the 
Tri-City Labor Congress, of Clinton and Lyons; of the Trades and 
Labor Congress of Dubuque; of Local Union No. 10441, of Fort 
Dodge; of the Trades and Labor Council of Centerville; of Local 
Union No. 246, of Des Moines; of Typographical Union No. 251, 
of Muscatine; of Federal Labor Union No. 6303, of Muscatine; of 
Carpenters and Joiners’ Local Union No. 1508, of Oelwein; of 
Local Union No. 223, of Ottumwa; of Local Union No. 855, of 
Lehigh, and of Machinists’ Local Union No. 254, of Des Moines, 
all of the American Federation of Labor, and of Local Division 
No. 114, Order of Railroad Telegraphers, of Perry, all in the State 
of Iowa, praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunc- 
tion bill; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of the congregation of 
the Congregational Church of Epping, of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of West Unity, of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Laconia, and of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Rindge, all in the State of New Hampshire, pray- 
ing for an investigation of certain charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED SMooT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cooper, 
Coopersville, St. Johns, Bloomingdale, Ashley, Marcellus, Mill- 
grove. Ganges, Owosso, Waldron, Gunplain, Hudsonville, Ovid, 
Ionia, Lyons, Oxford, Bay City, Fowlerville, Holiand, Pentwater, 
Hudson, Geneva, Springlake, Grandledge, Milan, Odessa, Port 
Huron, Oakgrove, Shelby, Kent City, Traverse City, Caro, Plain- 
well, Prattville, Bancroft, Howell, Talbot, and Birmingham, all 
in the State of Michigan; of sundry citizens of Montclair, N. J.; 
of sundry citizens of Roxbury, Forest City, and Philadelphia, all 
in the State of Pennsylvania; of Local Grange No. 200, Patrons of 
Industry, of Homer; cf the Monday Club, of St. Louis; of Epworth 
League No. 1019, of Homer; of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Homer; of the Farmers’ Club of Peters- 
burg: of the Modern Maccabees of Northport; of the Home and 
Foreign Missionary Society of Homer; of the Ladies’ Aid Society 
of Homer; of Integrity Rebekah Lodge, of Shelby; of the Home 
Missionary Society of Shelby; of the Ladies’ Modern Maccabees 


of Dryden: of the Epworth League of Swartz Creek; of the | 
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Home Missionary Society of Otsego; of the Lutheran Young Peo- 
ple’s Society of Christian Endeavor of Three Rivers; of the Ep- 
worth League of Shelby; of the Christian Endeavor Society of 
Shelby; of the Lodge of Maccabees of Shelby; of the Ladies of 
the Grand Army of the Republic of Shelby: of the Woman’s For- 
eign Missionary Society of Shelby; of the Woman’s Club of Three 
Rivers; of the Society of Christian Endeavor of Bancroft; of the 
Literary Club of Hunters Creek, and of the Woman’s Forei 

Missionary Society of Homer, all in the State of Michigan; of the 
Woman’s Missionary Society of Osborne, of the congregation of 
the Presbyterian Church of Springhill, and of the Woman’s Home 
and Foreign Missionary Society of Solomon, all in the State of 
Kansas; of the National Reform Association, of Philadelphia; of 
the Christian Endeavor Society of Collamer, and of the Woman’s 
Synodical Society of Home Missions of the Presbyterian Church, 
of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania; of the Monday 
Club of Westfield; of the National Christian League for the Pro- 
motion of Social Purity, of New York; of the Christian Woman’s 
Board of Missions of Buffalo, and of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Saranac Lake, all in the State of New 
York; of the Ladies’ Missionary Society of Boulder, Mont.; of the 
Woman’s American Baptist Home Mission Society, of Boston, 
Mass.; of the Women’s Baptist Home Mission Society of Chicago, 
Ill.; of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Ganges; of the congregations of the Trinity Episcopal Church 
of Three Rivers, the First Church of Christ of Adrian, the First 
Baptist Church of Sturgis, the Congregational Church of New- 
port, the Presbyterian Church of Homer, the First Presbyterian 
Church of Benton Harbor, the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Hart, the Free Methodist Episcopal Church of Kalamazoo, the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Orion, the First Congregational 
Church of South Haven, the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
St. Johns, the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Dryden, 
the First Presbyterian Church of Kalamazoo, the Second Re- 
formed Church of Kalamazoo, of St. John’s Lutheran Church 
of Three Rivers, the Wesleyan Methodist Church of Allendale, 
the Congregational Church of Shelby, the Congregational Church 
of Bass River, the Methodist Episcopal Church of Byron Center, 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Cranston, the Baptist Church 


| of Lapeer, the Wesleyan Methodist Church of Goldend, the Meth- 


odist Episcopal Church of Bath, the Presbyterian Church of Mar- 
tin, the Baptist Church of Bay City, the Congregational and 
Methodist Episcopal churches of Bancroft, the First Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Birmingham, the North Presbyterian Church 
of Kalamazoo, the Presbyterian Church of Birmingham, the Hol- 
land Christian Church of Allendale, the Church of Christ of Algo- 
nac, the Methodist Episcopal Church of Algonac, the Presbyte- 
rian Church of Munger, the First Presbyterian Church of Mones- 
sen, and of the United Presbyterian Church of Lawrence County, 
all in the State of Michigan; of the congregations of the Presby- 
terian Church of Spring Run, Pa.; the First Presbyterian Church 
of Montclair, N. J.; the Congregational Church of Albany, 
Oreg.; the Methodist Episcopal Church of Verona, N. Y., and 
of the Broadway Congregational Church of New London County, 
Conn.; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions of St. Louis, 
Coopersville, Swartz Creek, Newport, Ashley, Scottville, Homer, 
Somerset, Lapeer, Benton Harbor, Gun Lake, Lyons, Dryden, 
Williamston, Covert, California, Bay City, Otsego, Benzonia, 
Frankfort, Adrian, Springlake, Rutland, Sturgis, Saginaw, 
Chester, Vicksburg, Plainwell, Prattville, Quincy, Northport, Sil- 
ver Creek, Brighton, Velding, Hastings, Waldron, Howell, Alvo- 
nac, Kent City, Wheeler, Orleans, Bancroft, Howard City, Sher- 
man, Perry, Shelby, Weldon, Bath, Detroit. and Oak Grove, all 
in the State of Michigan; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Unions of Evanston, I1l.; of Rockland County, N. Y; Verona, N. 
Y., and Turner, Oreg.; of the Woman’s Republican Club of 
New York City; of the Sunday school conventions and church 
associations of Lebanon, Bethel, Whitewater Villey, Fredonia, 
Coffee Creek, Orleans, Bloomfield, Evansville, Indianapolis, New- 
hope, Westport, Amity, Prairie Grove, Washington, and Tobins- 
port, all in the State of Indiana; and of Johnstown, I1l.; of Pipe- 
stone, Byron, and Albert Lea, all in the State of Minnesota, pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the Cham: 
ber of Commerce and Board of Trade of Tacoma, Wash., praying 
that an appropriation be made for the Lewis and Clark Centen- 
nial Exposition to be held at Portland, in that State; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on International Expositions. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 64, Brotherhood 
of Painters, Decorators, and Paperhangers, of Tacoma; of Typo- 
graphical Union No. 170, of Tacoma; Painters, Decoratorz, and 
Paperhangers’ Union No. 924, of Whatcom; of the Trades Coun- 


Woman's Foreign Missionary Society of Lapeer; of the Young | cil of Tacoma; of the Longshoremen’s Union of Aberdeen: of the 


People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of Otsego; of the Woman's 


Central Labor Council of Whatcom, and of Cooks’ and Waiters’ 





1903. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





173 





Union No. 451, of Everett, all in the State of Washington, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 64, Brotherhood 
of Painters. Decorators, and Paperhangers, of Tacoma; of Typo- 
graphical Union No. 170, of Tacoma; of Painters, Decorators, and 
Paperhangers’ Union No. 924, of Whatcom; of the Trades Coun- 
cil of Tacoma; of the Longshoremen’s Union of Aberdeen; of the 
Central Labor Council of Whatcom; of Cooks’ and Waiters’ 
Union No. 451, of Everett, all in the State of Washington, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a resolution of the general 
assembly of the State of Connecticut, praying for the appoint- 
ment of a commission to investigate the pension laws; which was 
referred to the Committee On Pensions and ordered to be printed 
in the REcoRD, as follows: 

State of Connecticut, office of the secretary. General assembly, January 
session, 1908. Requesting the United States Senators and Representatives 


from the State of Connecticut to favor the resolution for the appointment 

of a commission to investigate the present pension laws. 

Resolved by this cocoa 

SECTION 1. That the United States Senators and Representatives from 
the State of Connecticut be, and they hereby are, requested to support United 
States joint resolution No. 133,introduced by Senator NATHAN B. Scorrt, of 
West Virginia, for the appointment of a commission to investigate the pres- 
ent pensicda laws, and especially to report on the proposition to grant a serv- 
ice pension $12 per month to all honorably discharged Union soldiers. who 
served not less than ninety days in the war of the rebellion, said pension to 
date from the time when the yeteran entitled thereto reaches the age of 62 
years, thus doing away with the present expensive, unequal, and slow proc- 
ess of adjusting pension claims. : ‘ 

Src. 2. The secretary of the State is hereby directed to_ transmit to the 
Senate and House of Representatives of the United States and to each Senator 
and Representative in Congress from this State a copy of this resolution im- 
mediately after its pomege and approval. 

Approved, May 15, 1903. 


STATE OF CONNECTICUT, Office of the Secretary, ss: 


I, Charles G. R. Vinal, secretary of the State of Connecticut, and keeper 
‘of the seal thereof and of the original record of the acts and resolutions of 

the general assembly of said State, do hereby ne ogy An vee I have compared 
the-annexed copy of the resolution requesting. the United States Senators 
and Representatives from the State of Connecticut to favor the resolution 
for the appointment of a commission to investigate the present pension laws 
with the original record of the same now remaining in this office, and have 
found the said copy to be a correct and complete transcript thereof. 

And I further certify that the said original record is a public record of the 
said State of Connecticut, now remaining in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto'set my hand and affixed the seal of 
said State, at Hartford, this 22d day of May, 1903. 

(SEAL. ] Cuas. G. R. VINAL, Secretary. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Orange, Conn., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a petition of the board of direct- 
ors of the Business Men’s Club, of San Antonio, Tex., praying 
for the construction of a canal across the territory of Costa Rica 


oceanic Canals. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a memorial of Florida Lodge, No. 
624, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Jacksonville, Fla., and 
a memorial of St. John’s Division, No. 196, Order of Railway Con- 
ductors, of Jacksonville, Fla., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation providing that all trains other than passenger 
trains be made mail trains, and also against the passage of the so- 
called Hoar anti-injunction bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BERRY ig a petition of sundry citizens of Camden, 
Ark., praying | or an investigation of certain charges made and 
filed against Hon. RrEp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of sundry citizens of 


Salem, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit | 
| bill; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


the sale of intoxicating liquors in immigrant stations and public 
buildings, for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 
to prohibit polygamy, and remonstrating against the repeal of the 


anticanteen law; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- | 


tary Affairs. 

e also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Portland, 
Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for the 
reorganization of the consular service; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ottertail | 


County and Lamberton, in the State of Minnesota, praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. - . 
Mr. KEAN presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
ance.Union of Elizabeth, of the congregations of the First 
ethodist Church of Camden, the Presbyterian Church of Morris 
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Plains, the Congregational Church of Westfield, the First Presby- 
terian Church of Mendham, the Central Presbyterian Church of 
Orange, the Methodist Episcopal Church of Westfield, the First 
Presbyterian Church of Orange, the Epworth League of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Rutherford, the Woman's Mis- 
sionary Society of Morris Plains, and of the Charlotte Emerson 
Brown Club, of East Orange, all in the State of New Jersey, pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon, REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 20, Brotherhood 
of Carpenters and Joiners, of Camden: of Local Division No. 10, 
Order of Railroad Telegraphers, of Jersey City; of the Central 
Labor Union of Hoboken; of Local Union No. 429, Brotherhood 
of Carpenters and Joiners, of Montclair; of the Central Labor 
Union of Vineland; of Local Union No. 340, Bartenders’ League, 
of Orange; of Local Union No. 33, Brotherhood of Boiler Makers 
and Iron Ship Builders, of Bayonne; of Local Union No. 49, Na- 
tional Brotherhood of Operative Potters, of Trenton; of Bricklay- 
ers and Masons International Union No. 14, of Plainfield; of the 
Association of Metal Polishers, Buffers, and Plate Workers; of 
Brotherhood of Metaland Brass Workers Union No. 78, of Bridge- 
ton; of the Central Labor Union of Camden; of Hoboken Typo- 
graphical Union, No. 323, of Hoboken; of Passaic Folders’ Pro- 
tective Association Union No. 344, of Passaic; of Stove Mounters’ 
International Union No. 28, of Dover; of Hoboken Typograph- 
ical Union, No. 323, of Hoboken; of the Central Labor Union of 
Camden; of Bricklayersand Masons’ Local Union No. 28, of Mont- 
clair; of the United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of 
Montclair; of Local Union No. 28, Stove Molders’ Association, of 
Dover; Division No. 10, Order of Railroad Telegraphers, of Jersey 
City; of Orderof Railroad Telegraphers, Division No. 10, of Jersey 
City; of Iron Molders’ Union No. 305, of Plainfield; of Local 
Union No. 49, Brotherhood of Operative Potters, of Trenton; of 
Local Union No. 340, Bartenders’ League, of Orange; of the Cen- 
tral Labor Union of Vineland; of the Central Labor Union of Ho- 
boken, and of Local Union No. 20, Brotherhood of Carpenters and 
Joiners, of Camden, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for 
the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also preserited petitions of Local Union No. 20, Brotherhood 


| of Carpenters and Joiners, of Camden; of Local Division No. 10. 


Order of Railroad Telegraphers, of Jersey City; of the Central 
Labor Union of Hoboken; of Local Union No. 429, Brotherhood 
of Carpenters and Joiners, of Montclair; of the Central Labor 
Union of Vineland; of Local Union No. 340, Bartenders’ League, 
of Orange; of Local Union No. 33, Brotherhood of Boiler Makers 
and Iron Se Builders, of Bayonne; of Local Union No. 49, 
National Brotherhood of Operative Potters, of Trenton; of Brick- 
layers and Masons’ International Union No. 14, of Plainfield; of 
Metal Polishers, Buffers, and Plate Workers’ Association; of 
Brotherhood of Metal and Brass Workers’ Union No. 78, of Bridge- 


; | ton; of the Central Labor Union of Camden; of Hoboken Typo- 
and Nicaragua; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- | 


graphical. Union, No. 323, of Hoboken; of Passaic Folders’ Pro- 
tective Association Union, No. 344, of Passaic; of Stove Mounters’ 
International Union No. 28, of Dover; of Hoboken Typograph- 
ical Union, No. 323, of Hoboken; of the Central Labor Union of 
Camden; of Bricklayers and Masons’ Union No. 28, of Montclair; 
of the United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of Mont- 
clair; of Local Union No. 28, Stove Molders’ Association, of 
Dover; of Division No. 10, Order of Railroad Telegraphers, of 
Jersey City; of Order of Railroad Telegraphers, Division No. 10, 
of Jersey City; of Iron Molders’ Union No. 305, of Plainfield: 
of Local Union No. 49, Brotherhood of Operative Potters, of 
Trenton; of Local Union No. 340. Bartenders’ League, of Orange; 
of the Central Labor: Union- of -Vineland; of the Central Labor 
Union of Hoboken, and of Local Union No. 20, Brotherhood of 
Carpenters and Joiners, of Camden, all in the State of New Jer- 
sey, praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction 


He also presented a petition of the Trades League of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made to provide a 35- 
foot channel in the Delaware River from Philadelphia to the sea; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of the General Con- 


| gregational Association of North Dakota, praying for the enact- 


ment of legislation to prohibit the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Knox, Minto, 
Grafton, Pisek, Hatton, Donnybrook, Fessenden, and Carpio, and 
of the board of directors of the Retail Grocers and Merchants’ 
Association of Grand Forks, all in the State of North Dakota, 
remonstrating “against the passage of the so-called parcels-post 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 
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He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Unions of Larimore, Durbin, Absaraka, and Fargo, all in 
the State of North Dakota, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CLAY presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Atlanta Freight Bureau. of Atlanta, Ga., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce, 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Meri- 
den, Wyo., praying that an investigation be made of the charges 
filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petitions of the Saturday Club, of 
Wayne; of sundry citizens of Glenside; of Rev. James M. Wal- 
lace, of Huntingdon Valley; of Cross Creek Presbyterian Church, 
of Cross Creek Village; of Mount Prospect Presbyterian Church, 
of Hickory; of the Research Club, of Oxford; the Third Presby- 
terian Church of Washington; of 25 citizens of Philadelphia; of 
25 citizens of Beaver Falls; of the Women’s Missionary Society of 
the Third Presbyterian Church of Washington; of the officers of 
the Reformed Presbyterian Church of Philadelphia; of the Young 
People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of the Third Presbyterian 
Church of Washington; of the members of the Leverington Pres- 
byterian Church, of Roxboro; of 48 citizens of Beaver Falls; 
of the Young Ladies’ Missionary Society of the Third Presbyte- 
rian Church of Washington; of 8 citizens of Philadelphia, and 
from the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of North Phila- 
delphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. ReEp Smoor, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 


Mr. HOAR presented resolutions of the legislature of Massa- | 


chusetts in favor of the enactment of legislation to protect the 

forests of the White Mountains by including them in a national 
rk; which were read and referred to the Committee on Forest 

penveniions and the Protection of Game, as follows: 


Commonwealth of Massachusetts. In the year 1908. Resolutions in favor of 
legislation by the Con 


hite Mountains by including them in a national park. 

Resolved, That the preservation and wenction of the water supply which 
is fed by the streams flowing from the ite Mountains of New Hampshire 
require the establishment of a national park which shall protect the forests 
of the White Mountains. . 

Resolved, That his excellency the governor is hereby requested to commu- 
nicate with the National Government and to urge such measures as will pro- 
vide at as early a date as ble for establi g a national reservation 
which shalt include the White Mountains. 


Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives from Massachusetts in | 


the Congress of the United States are requested to use all reasonable efforts 
to secure the establishing of such a reservation. 

Resolved, That properly attested copies of these resolutions be sent to each 
of the Senators and Representatives from Massachusetts in Congress. 

SENATE, June 10, 1903. 

Adopted. Sent down for concurrence. 

Henry D. Coo.rpes, Clerk. 
HovusE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 15, 1908. 

Adopted in concurrence. 

JAMES W. KIMBALL, Clerk. 

A true copy. Attest: 

Henry D. Coonipae, Clerk of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR presented resolutions of the legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, relative to the establishment of an international con- 

ess; which were read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 

elations, as follows: 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. In the year 1903. Resolutions relative to 
the establishment of an international congress. 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be requested to authorize 
the President of the United States to invite the governments of the world to 
join in establishing, in whatever way they may judge expedient, an interna- 
tional congress, to meet at stated periods, to deliberate upon questions of 


common interest to the nations and to make recommendations thereon to the 
governments. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to the senior Senator 
and senior Representative of Massachusetts in Congress, to be presented in 
the Senate and in the House of Representatives. 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 19, 1903. 
Adopted. Sent up for concurrence. 
JAMES W. KIMBALL, Clerk. 


SENATE, February 25, 1908. 
Adopted in concurrence. 


Hewry D. Coonirpes, Clerk. 
Atruecopy. Attest: 


JAMES W. KIMBALL, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. HOAR presented a resolution of the legislature of Massa- 
chusetts relative to the establishment of a library post; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, as follows: 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. In the year 1903. Resolution relative toa 
bill pending in the Congress of the United States to establish a library post. 
Whereasa bill has been introduced in Congress by the Hon. Henry Canor 
1,0DGE and the Hon. GEoRGE P. LAWRENCE which provides that books sent 


of the United States to protect the forests of the | 


to or from libraries supported in whole or in part by taxation or exem 
from taxation may pass through the mails at the rate of 1 cent a pound, 
— is the rate now established in the case of newspapers and magazines; 
an 

Whereas the said bill has the approval and support of many library, edu- 
cational, and other bodies and persons in Massachusetts and throughout the 
United States and is believed to be important and necessary for effective, 
economic, and pro: ve library administration: 

Resolved, That the general court hereby commends the said bill to the 
earnest and immediate support of the Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress from this Commonwealth. 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 26, 1903. 
Adopted. Sent up for concurrence. 


JAMES W. KIMBALL, Clerk. 


SENATE, March 3, 1903. 
Adopted in concurrence. 


Henry D. Coo.irmpes, Clerk. 
A true copy. Attest: 


JAMES W. KIMBALL, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HOAR. I present petitions of sundry citizens of Massachu- 
setts, some praying for the investigation of charges made and filed 
against the Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Senator of the United States 
from the State of Utah, and others praying for a particular de- 
termination of that case in accordance with their desire. 

I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to say, for the in- 
formation of the very excellent and admirable citizens who have 
signed these petitions, that the decision of the title of a Senator 
| to his seat in the Senate is a purely judicial question, to be deter- 
mined upon evidence and the application to the evidence of the 
Constitution and laws of the United States, and that it seems 
to me, with all due respect to these petitioners, it is as much out 
of place to address such petitions to this high court, which is to 
determine those cases, as it would be to petition the Supreme 
Court of the United States to take up some case which was before 
it or decide it in a particular way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitjons will be referred 
| to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HOAR presented petitions of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Local 
Union No. 35, of Brockton; of Local Union No. 12, of Boston; of. 
| Carpenters and Joiners’ Local Union No. 1041, of Lynn; of Local 
| Union No. 938, of Roslindale; of Newspaper Mailers’ Local Union 
| No. 1, of Boston; of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 5, of Wor- 
| cester; of Local Union No. 847, of Natick; of the Central Labor 
Union of Fitchburg; of the Central Labor Union of Haverhill, 
and of Horse Nail Workers’ Local Union No. 3313, of Boston, all 
of the American Federation of Labor, in the State of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
hours of labor upon work to be performed for the United States, 
and to limit the meaning of the word “‘ conspiracy”’ and the use 
of ‘‘ restraining orders and injunctions;’’ which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Union League of New Bed- 
ford, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide 
national aid to popular education in all sections of the country 
where the provisions of the same are inadequate, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance unions of Camden, Merchantville, Plainfield, New- 
ton, Tuckerton, and Haddon Heights; of the congregations of the 
Fulton Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Elizabeth City; the 
| Methodist Episcopal Church of Tuckerton; the First Presbyte- 
| rian Church of Merchantville; the First Methodist Church of Cam- 
| den; the First Presbyterian Church of Montclair; the First Bap- 
| tist Church of Collingswood; the Methodist Episcopal Church 
| of Collingswood; the Catholic Church of Collingswood; the Holy 
| Trinity Protestant Episcopal Church of Collingswood; the First 
| Presbyterian Church of Newark; the Presbyterian Church of 
| Collingswood; the Presbyterian Church of Tuckerton; the Ladies’ 
| Home Missionary Society of Montclair; the Epworth League of 
| the Methodist Episcopal Church of Collingswood; the Woman’s 
| Missionary Society of Morris Plains; the Religious Society of 
| Friends of Trenton, and of sundry citizens of Audubon and Morris 
' Plains, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for an investi- 

gation of certain charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 

| the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
Mr. ALLEE presented petitions of the Home Missi Society 
| of the Wesley Methodist Episcopal Church of Dover; of Capital 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Dover; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance unions of Smyrna, Dover, Clayton, and Milford, 
and of the Epworth League of Milford, all in the State of Dela- 
ware, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
inst Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
| Mr. SPOONER presented petitions of the congregations of the 
Maple Grove Methodist Episcopal Church, of Waupaen and Roy- 
alton; of the congregations of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Weyauwega and the First Presbyterian Church of Weyauwega; 








ce 





of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Milwaukee; of 
the Woman’s Club of Kaukauna; of the Congregational Church 
of Kaukauna; of the Railroad Young Men’s Christian Association 
of Kaukauna; of H. K. Smith and 12 other citizens of Oconto; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of Sparta, Leon, 
Tomah, Bush, Prairie, Glendale, Kendalls, Cataract, Angelo, and 
Adrian, and of the Woman’s Club of Oconto, all of the State of 
Wisconsin, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Joe Hooker Post, No. 9, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, of Baraboo, 
Wis., praying for the enactment of a service pension law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Port- 
land, Me., pod a petition of the State Board of Trade, of Bangor, 
Me., praying for the establishment of a permanent life-saving 
service on the coast af New England; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Jewish Publication Society | 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
secure equal rights to all American citizens in Russia; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of D. P. Ballard, of Dayton, Ohio, 
praying for the removal of J. B. Thomas as governor of the Na- 
tional Soldiers’ Home at that place; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the North Side Board of Trade, 
of New York City, praying for the enactment of legislation to pre- 
vent unjust discrimination in tariff rates between different sections 
and localities; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the executive council of the St. 
Louis Manufacturers’ Association, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for the reorganization of 
the consular service; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Oxford, of the Union Christian Endeavor Society 
of Gorham, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of | 
Otisfield, all in the State of Maine; of the Baptist associations of 
Evansville, Washington, Tobinsport, Bloomington, and Indianapo- 
lis, all in the State of Indiana; of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Salem, Ohio, and of E. R. Cole and 60 other citizens 
of Smithfield, Ohio; of J. W. Maynard and 90 other citizens of 
Sparta; of Helen W. Field and 120 other citizens of Sparta, and of 
the Woman's Christian Temperance unions of Three Rivers, all 
in the State of Michigan; of the Baptist associations of Palmyra, | 
Johnston, and Sims, all in the State of Illinois; of Ray Nash and 
80 other citizens of La Harpe, Kans.; of the Baptist Association 
of Prairie Grove, Ark.; of the congregation of the Methodist Epis- | 
copal Church of Warren County, N. J., and of sundry citizens of 
Danville, Va., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
coed which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 

ections. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following resolution; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be authorized and directed to | 


pay from the contingent fund of the Senate for the compiling, editing, and 
indexing of the Congressional Directory, issued for the present session of | 
oneness the same compensation that is allowed by law for the-regular 
editions. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library: 

A bill (S. 1) for the erection of an equestrian statue of Maj. 
Gen. John Stark in the city of Manchester, N.-H.; and 

A bill (S. 2) to provide for the erection of a monument to the 
oe Maj. Pierre Charles L’Enfant in the city of Washing- 
ton, D. C. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3) to regulate elec- | 
trical wiring in the District of Columbia; which was read twice | 
by its title,and referred to the Committee on the District of | 
Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4) in amendment of section 2660 | 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to the qualifications, pay, and | 
duties of officers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5) to refer to the Court of Claims 
the war claims of the State of New Hampshire; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (8S. 6) granting a pension to Cora M. Converse; 

A bill (8. 7) granting an increase of pension to Alfred Wood- 


man; 
A bill (S. 8) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan Perry 
Kittredge; 
A bill (S. 9) granting an increase of pension to David E. 
Burbank; 
A bill (S. 10) granting an increase of pension to Albert FE. Taft; 
A bill (8. 11) granting a pension to John L. Sullivan; 
A bill (8. 12) granting an increase of pension to Francis E. 


ase; 

S bill (S. 13) granting an increase of pension to William Clark; 
an 
oe (8S. 14) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 


erry. 
_ Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 15) to regulate the immigra- 
tion of aliens into the United States; which was read twice by its 


| title, and referred to the Committee on Immigration. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 16) for the relief of the executors 
of the estate of Henry Lee, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 17) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 


| act to provide revenue for the Government and to encourage the 


industries of the United States,’’ approved July 24, 1897; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 18) relative to appeals from the 


Spanish Treaty Claims Commission; which was read twice by its 
| title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 19) to provide for the reorganiza- 
tion of the consular service of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 20) to prevent and punish the dese- 
cration of the flag of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. ‘ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 21) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, 
and for other purposes,’ approved March 8, 1902; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 


| Philippines. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 22) to establish a library post; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 23) for the erection of a monument 
to the memory of John Paul Jones; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 24) granting an increase of pension to John Sexton; 

A bill (S. 25) granting an increase of pension to Amanda J. 
Frybarger; 

A bill (8S. 26) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Crimins; 
ee (S. 27) granting an increase of pension to Andrew M. 

anks; 

A bill (S. 28) granting a pension to Elizabeth Broadhead; 

A bill (S. 29) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Dashiell; and 

A bill (S. 30) granting an increase of pension to John L. Cooper. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: . 

A bill (S. 31) to correct the military record of Thomas Fitzgib- 
bons; and 

A bill (S. 32) to correct the military record of Edward Whelan. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 33) for the relief 
of James E. Simpson, jr., Alfred H. Simpson, and Willie E. 
Simpson, surviving copartners of the firm of J. E. Simpson & Co.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 34) to indemnify the city of New 
York for expenses incurred by said city in defense of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 


| ing paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 35) for the relief of Herbert Cush- 
man; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 36) to reimburse John Waller, post- 
master at Monticello, N. Y., for moneys expended in carrying the 
mail; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


' mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
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A bill (S. 82) granting an increase of pension to Jane E. Haga- 


those who have lost the sight of both eyes; which was read twice | man; 


by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 38) granting an increase of pension 
to Miriam R. Adams; which was read twice byits title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 39) in regard to a monu- 
mental column to commemorate the battle of Princeton, and ap- 
propriating $30,000 therefor; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 40) to increase the limit of cost of 
the United States post-office at Elizabeth, N. J.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- | 
ings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 41) granting an increase of pension 
to Sarah E. Gillette; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


A. Ockerson, Caspar S. Crowninshield, and Miss Anna Tolman 
Smith to accept decorations tendered to them by the Government 
of the French Republic; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: . 

A bill (S. 48) for the relief of Miss L. V. Belt, administratrix 
of Alfred C. Belt, deceased: 

A bill (S. 44) for the relief of John N. Boffinger; 

A bill (S. 45) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims | 
in the case of William A. Carr; 

A bill (S. 46) for the relief of Anna M. Colman, widow and sole | 
legatee of Charles D. Colman, deceased; 

A bill (S. 47) for the relief of the contractor, or his legal repre- | 
sentatives, for the construction of the light-draft monitor Etlah; | 

A bill (S. 48) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims | 
in the case of John W. Hancock; 

A bill (S. 49) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Warrenton, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 50) for the relief of Henry Nicol; 

A bill (S. 51) for the relief of Francis O’Bannon; 

A bill (S. 52) for the relief of John S. Logan; and 

A bill (S. 58) for the relief of Harriet L. Young, administratrix 
of the estate of Solomon Young, deceased. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee | 
on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 54) for the relief of William B. Barnes; 

A bill (S. 55) for the relief of James H. Carmack; 

A bill (8. 56) for the relief of the legal representatives of Napo- | 
leon B. Giddings; 

A bill (S. 57) for the relief of Laura S. Gillingwaters; 

A bill (S. 58) for the relief of James W. Howell; 

A bill (S. 59) for the relief of Charles W. Howard; 

A bill (S. 60) for the relief of Gottlieb C. Rose; 

A bill (S. 61) for the relief of M. E. Saville; 

A bill (S. 62) for the relief of Richard C. Silence; 

A bill (S. 63) for the relief of Charles Stierlin; and 

A bill (S. 64) to correct the military record of William B. 
Thompson. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced the following bills; which were | 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

zs bill (S. 65) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
Allen; 

A bill (S. 66) granting a pension to Robert W. Barber; 

A bill (S. 67) granting an increase of pension to David Bartlett; 
as bill (S. 68) granting an increase of pension to Martha M. 

olton; 
ao bill (S. 69) granting an increase of pension to Frances C. 

rown; 

A bill (S. 70) granting an increase of pension to John G. Brown; 

A bill (S. 71) granting an increase of pension to Asia Burgess; 

A bill (S. 72) granting an increase of pension to Mark 8S. Clay; 

A bill (S. 73) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Colville; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (5. 

A bill (S. 








74) granting a pension to George C. Conover: 
75) granting an increase of pension to Joel 8. Cooper; 
76) granting a pension to Mary H. Cornell; 
i 77) granting a pension to Jesse A. Creekmore; 
A bill (S. 78) granting a pension to E. C. Curtis; 
A bill (S. 79) granting a pension to Mary Ann Drake: 
A bill (S. 80) granting an increase of pension to Robert B. Drake; 
wP3 —— 81) granting an increase of pension to Stephen M. | 
itzwater; 


€ 
Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 42) to authorize John | 
| Rubin; 


A bill (S. 83) granting an increase of pension to Perry Harter; 

A bill (S. 84) granting a pension to James P. Hopkins; 

A bill (S. 85) granting a pension to George W. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 86) granting a pension to James O. Jones; 

A bill (S. 87) granting an increase of pension to Christine Lusk; 

A bill (S. 88) granting a pension to William McNelis; 

A bill (S. 89) granting an increase of pension to James M. Mark- 
ham; 

A bill (S. 90) granting a pension to William H. Miller; 

A bill (S. 91) granting a pension to Philip Modesty, alias Philip 
Washington; 

A bill (8. 92) granting an increase of pension to Griffith T, 
Murphy; 

A bill (S. 98) granting an increase of pension to Ivan Odle; 

A bill (S. 94) granting a pension to Alvin Rine: 

A bill (8. 95) granting an increase of pension to John J. Rob- 


rts; 
A bill (S. 96) granting an increase of pension to Charles A, 


A bill (S. 97) granting a pension to James W. Sappington; 

A bill (S. 98) granting a pension to Margaretha Schroeder; 

A bill (S. 99) granting an increase of pension to Joel C. Shepherd; 

A bill (S. 100) granting a pension to Willis M. Sherwood; 

A bill (8.101) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Shippee; 

A bill (S. 102) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Stiger; 

A bill (S. 103) granting an increase of pension to A. D. Tanyer; 

A bill (S. 104) granting an increase of pension to Abner Taylor; 

A bill (S. 105) granting an increase of pension to Michael Volz; 

A bill (S. 106) granting an increase of pension to Carrie Wages; 

A bill (S. 107) granting an increase of pension to Joel H. Warren; 

A bill (S. 108) granting an increase of pension to William 
Wheeler; 

A bill (S. 109) granting an increase of pension to William D, 
Wilson; and 

A bill (8S. 110) granting a pension to John A. Witcher. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 111) — a pension 
to Marshall B. Witter: which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the petition 
of Marshall B. Witter, the affidavits of Dr.GeorgeS. Milnes,George 
W.Emberton, Caleb Payne, and Isaac Guinn, and letters from 
the Auditor of the War Department and the governor of the State 
of Missouri giving the military record of the claimant. I move 
that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 112) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry G. Hammond; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 113) to enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay the State of Vermont money appropriated by the 
act of Congress of July 1, 1902, and to adjust mutual claims 
between the United States and the State of Vermont; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 114) to extend the provisions of the 
act of March 3, 1885, relative to officers and enlisted men of the 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 115) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Winfield, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 116) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Winfield, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 117) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Guyandotte, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 118) for the relief of the estate of Frederick A. 
Roeder, deceased; 

A bill (S. 119) for the relief of Edward Tearney; and 

A bill (S. 120) for the relief of the estate of R. McChesney, 
deceased. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 121) granting additional 
lands adjacent to its site to the University of Montana; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 122) authorizing the argue | of 
the Interior to restore to public entry lands embraced in whole 
or in within se tions for reservoirs; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 














He also introduced a bill (S. 128) to provide for the erection of 
a public building in the city of Great Falls, Mont.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. : 

He also introduced a bill (S, 124) for the relief of the county of 
Flathead, State of Montana; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 125) for the relief of Mrs. Martha 
E. West; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 126) for the relief of Rudolf Herbst; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 127) authorizing the join- 
ing of Kalorama avenue; which was read twice by its title, and 
valienel to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 128) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Clara M. Gihon; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 129) for the relief of the heirs and 
legal representatives of those who were killed by the explosion of 
the gun-cotton factory at the United States torpedo station at 
Newport, R. I.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 180) to establish a fish-culture station 
in Narragansett Bay, in the State of Rhode Island; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 131) to provide for the constrac- 
tion and equipment of a revenue cutter for service in Narragan- 
sett Bay and adjacent waters; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WARREN. In the absence of the junior Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. Mr_Larp], I introduce sundry bills and ask their 
reference as indicated thereon. 

The bill (S. 182) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of William Huth was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN (for Mr. MiLLarp) introduced the following 
bills; which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 183) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth B. 
Sarson (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 134) granting a pension to Horace C. Gleason (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 185) granting an increase of pension to Avery A. 
Perry (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 186) granting an increase of pension to Mary T. 
Strickland (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 137) granting a pension to Hannah Kelly; 

A bill (S. 188) granting an increase of pension to David D. 
Griffith (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 189) granting an increase of pensior to Solomon 
Knight (with accompanying papers) ; 
=a bill (S. 140) granting an increase of pension to Daniel B. 

ailey; 

A bill (S. 141) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Kinkead; and 

A bill (S. 142) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
Nichols (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (8. 148) to provide for the 
urchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
heridan, in the State of Wyoming; which was read twice by its 

title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 144) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Rawlins, 
in the State of Wyoming; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 145) to place John Tempany, vet- 
erinarian, Ninth United States Cavalry, on the retired list of the 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 146) for the relief of Leonard L. 
Dietrick; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 147) for the relief of persons who 
made the first payment for desert lands under the act of March 3, 
1877, but who were unable to perfect entry thereof; which was 
ro i by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

ands. 


He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 


— ‘twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee om 
ensions: 

A bill (8. 148) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin H. 
Smalley; 
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A bill (S. 149) granting an increase of pension to Arthur Mahar; 
A bill (S. 150) granting an increase of pension to W. C. Pollard; 
A bill (S. 151) granting a pension to Minnie Haas; 

A bill (S. 152) granting an increase of pension to William O. 


Smith (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (8. 153) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Turk (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 154) granting an increase of pension to Hugh T, 
Crockett (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 155) granting an increase of pension to Charles H, 
Edwards (with an accompanying paper); 
am. bill (S. 156) granting an increase of pension to Harriet L. 


ord; 

A bill (S. 157) granting a pension to Melinda Morford; and 

A bill (8S. 158) granting an increase of pension to Edward Burns 
(with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. HOAR introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee one 
the Judiciary: 

A bill (S. 159) to extend the provisions of section 5399 of the 
Revised Statutes to the preliminary examinations held before a 
— lawfully appointed by any court of the United 

tates; 
A bill (S. 160) to regulate and make uniform the rights of per- 
sons furnishing to or for a vessel supplies, repairs, or other neces- 
saries; and 

A bill (S. 161) to extend the provisions of section 5406 of the 
Revised Statutes to the preliminary examinations held before a 
SS lawfully appointed by any court of the United 

tates. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 162) for the relief of the admin- 
istrator of Capt. Ephraim Perkins; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 163) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 
Schenck; 

A bill (S. 164) granting a pension to Zara G. Gifford; 
A bill (S. 165) granting a pension to James Henry Baldwin; 
A bill (S. 166) granting an increase of pension to Stephen H. 


Lane; 
A bill (S. 167) granting an increase of pension to J. Hudson 


1 ; 

A bill (S. 168) granting a pension to John Crimmins; 

A bill (S. 169) granting an increase of pension to Palmer P, 
Johnson; 

A bill (8S. 170) granting a pension to Anna Marshfield; 

A bill (S. 171) granting a pension to Charles Lander; 

A bill (S. 172) granting a pension to Elizabeth McClaren; and 

S bill (S. 173) granting an increase of pension to John G. Has- 

ell. 


Mr. STEWART introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (8.174) for the relief of Mary C. Mayers; 

A bill (8. 175) for the relief of Robert D. McAfee and John 
Chiatovich; 

A bill (S. 176) for the relief of Jewett W. Adams: 

A bill (S. 177) to reimburse certain persons who expended 
moneys and furnished services and supplies in repelling invasions 
and suppressing Indian hostilities within the Territorial limits of 
the present State of Nevada; and 

A bill (8.178) for the relief of the owners of the British ship 
Foscolia and cargo. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (8. 179) to provide an Ameri- 
can register for the steamer Brooklyn; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 180) to provide an American register 
for the barkentine Hawaii; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 181) to provide for the repayment 
of unexpended moneys deposited to cover costs of platting and 
office work in connection with mining claims; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 182) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Holt (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 183) granting an increase of pension to John W. Cur- 
rier (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 184) granting an increase of pension. to John Bartlett 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 
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A bill (S. 185) granting a pension to George D. Epps (with an A bill (S. 217) granting an increase of pension to Francis W. 


accompanying paper); : Crumpton (with an accompanying paper) ; 
A bill (8S. 186) granting an increase of pension to Solomon M. A bill (8. 218) granting an increase of pension to Eliza K. Car- 
Smith (with an accompanying paper); penter (with an accompanying paper); and 
A bill (S. 187) granting a pension to Catharine M. Folsom (with A bill (8. 219) granting a pension to James M. McKain. 
an accompanying paper); Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 220) hibiting the intro- 
A bill (S. 188) granting a pension to Zachariah Orner (with | duction into any State or Territory or the District of Columbia 
an accompanying paper); from any other State or Territory or the District of Columbia, 
A bill (8S. 189) granting an increase of pension to Edwin H. | or from any foreign country, or shipment to any foreign country, 
Wheeler (with accompanying papers); any misbranded salmon fish prepared or intended for use as an 
A bill (S. 190) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. | article of food; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
Bell (with accompanying papers); the Committee on Fisheries. 
A bill (S. 191) granting an increase of pension to Francis Roy Mr. PETTUS introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
(with an accompanying paper); ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
A bill (S. 192) granting an increase of pension to Orlando H. | Claims: 
Langley (with an accompanying paper); A bill (8. 221) for the relief of John W. Ledbetter; 
A bill (S. 198) granting an increase of pension to Henry F. A bill (S. 222) for the relief of Richard Appling: 
Hunt (with accompanying papers); and A bill (S. 223) for the relief of the estate of Hiram Peters, de- 
A bill (S. 194) granting an increase of pension to Chester E. | ceased; 


Dimick (with accompanying rs). A bill (8. 224) for the relief of Lucy A. Vaughn; 
Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 195) to provide for the A bill (8. 225) for the relief of the heirs at law of Isaac John- 
purchase of a tract of land in the city of Shanghai, Empire of | son, deceased; 
China, suitable for the construction of wharves, docks, piers, and A bill (S. 226) for the relief of the trustees of the Cumberland 
warehouses for the purpose of facilitating American exports, and Presbyterian Church (colored), of Huntsville, Ala.; and 
for the erection and maintenance of a building for the display of | A bill (S. 227) for the relief of Mrs. E. W. Williams. 
American exports in said city, for the appointment of a commis- Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 228) for the relief of William 
sioner in charge thereof, and for other purposes; which was read | H. Hugo; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- | Committee on Military Affairs. 
ings and Grounds. ; He also introduced a bill (8. 229) amending the act of March 2, 
He also introduced a bill (S. 196) to ratify and confirm anagree- | 1901. entitled “‘An act to carry into effect the stipulations of Arti- 
ment with the Turtle Mountain band of Chippewa Indians, in the | cle VII of the treaty between the United States and Spain, and so 
State of North Dakota, and to make appropriations for carrying | forth; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
the same into effect; which was read twice by its title, and referred | Committee on the Judiciary. 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. , . : Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
He also introduced a bill (S. 197) to establish an Indian agri- | severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
cultural school at or near the city of Wahpeton, in the State of | tee on Claims: 
North Dakota; which was read twice by its title, and referred to A bill (S. 230) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. Episcopal Church of New Haven, Ky.; 
He also introduced a bill (S. 198) for preventing the adultera- A bill (S. 231) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian 
tion, misbranding, and imitation of foods, beverages, candies, | Church of Nicholasville, Ky.; 
drugs, and condiments in the District of Columbia and the Terri- A bill (8. 232) for the relief of James G. Dunn, administrator 
tories, and for regulating interstate traffic therein, and for other | of R. B. Dunn; and 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the A bill (S. 233) for the relief of Mrs. Eugenia Dunlop Potts, ad- 
Committee on Manufactures. , A ministratrix of Dr. Richard Potts, and Elizabeth Huette, adminis- 
He also introduced a bill (S. 199) to provide for fixing a uniform | tratrix of P. I. Huette. 
standard of classification and grading of wheat, flax, corn, oats, Mr. DUBOIS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
barley, rye, and other grains, and for other purposes; which was | erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agricul- | Pensions: 
ture and Forestry. ’ : A bill (S. 234) granting a pension to Susan E. Potter; 
He also introduced a bill (S. 200) granting an increase of pen-| A bill (S. 235) granting an increase of pension to Samuel T. 
sion to Austin Almy; which was read twice by its title, and re- | Chambers; 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. A bill (S. 236) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Jack- 
Mr. KEARNS introduced a bill (S. 201) to establish a port of | son Power; 
delivery at Salt Lake City, Utah; which was read twice byits| 4 bill (S. 237) granting an increase of pension to Franklin B. 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. | Delaney; ; 
He also introduced the following bills; which were severally | A bill (S. 238) granting an increase of pension to Emmett C. 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- | Hill; 


sions: : A bill (S. 239) granting a pension to George W. Soule; 
A bill (S. 202) granting a pension to Harriet E. Penrose; A bill (S. 240) granting a pension to Charles Weitfle; 
A bill (S. 203) granting a pension to Henry B. Burton; A bill (S. 241) granting a pension to James A. Nicholson; 
A bill (S. 204) granting a pension to W. H. Hackney; A bill (S. 242) granting an increase of pension to Albert W. Hart; 
A bill (S. 205) granting a pension to Isaac D. Gregg; A bill (S. 243) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
A bill (S. 206) granting a pension to James Phelps; Fisher; 
A bill (S. 207) granting a pension to Charles Crimson, jr.; A bill (S. 244) granting a pension to John W. Jackson; 
A bill (S. 208) granting a pension to Alfred Kent; A bill (8. 245) granting a pension to Charles L. Felch; 
A bill (8. 209) granting a pension to Frank Clark; and A bill (8. 246) granting a pension to Henry J. McFadden; 


A bill (S. 210) granting an increase of pension to William Lowe. A bill (S. 247) granting an increase of pension to Marcellus 
Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 211) to repeal an act to | M. M. Martin; 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United A bill (S. 248) granting a pension to Enoch A. White; and 
States, approved July 1, 1898, and amended February 5, 1903; A bill (S. 249) granting an increase of pension to Nelson W. 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | Carlton. 
on the Judiciary. | Mr. DUBOIS also introduced the following bills; which were 
He also introduced the following bills; which were severally severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- | on Public Lands: 


gions: A bill (S. 250) granting to the State of Idaho 50.000 acres of 
A bill (8. 212) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. Rus- | land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and maintenance of 
sell (with an accompanying paper) ; the Idaho State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home; and 
A bill (S. 213) granting an imcrease of pension to William E. A bill (8. 251) granting to the State of Idaho 50,000 acres of 
Ferree (with accompanying papers) ; land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and maintenance of 
A bill (8. 214) granting an increase of pension to John M. Box | the Idaho State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home. 
(with an accompanying paper); Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 252) relating to ceded lands 
A bill (S. 215) granting a pension to Mary D. Perry (with an | on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation; which was read twice by 
accompanying paper) ; its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


A bill (S. 216) granting an increase of pension to Nelson Wells | He also introduced a bill (8. 253) authorizing and directing the 
(with an accompanying paper); Secretary of War to condemn and turn over to the State of Idaho 
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two Krupp field guns captured from the enem aT ents den Pea 


ment Idaho Volunteer Infantry at the battle of Santa Ana, Philip- 
pine Islands, February 5, 1899; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 254 giving jurisdiction to certain 
State and Territorial courts over the possessory rights in the pub- 
lic lands of the United States of the parties to divorce proceedings 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committes 
on the Judiciary 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 255) for the relief of the 
Farmers and Mechanics’ National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa.;. which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read —— by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary 

A bill (S. 256) for the relief of J oseph Orton Kerbey; 

A bill (S. 257) to correct the military record of ‘ingleberth 


et al (3 
(S. 258) to remit the sentence of general court-martial 
es Alvin C. Schum and grant him an honorable discharge; 
an 

A bill (S. a for the relief of William Emsley (with accom- 


Py a ROSE introduced a bill (S. 260) for the relief of Joseph 
Orton Kerbey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
— twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sio 

A A bill (S. 261) granting a pension to F. Max Gress; 

be agg (S. 262) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 


A “hi (S. 268) granting an increase of pension to Wesley C. 


oa “pill (S. 264) granting an increase of pension to Mary P. 
eets; 

A bill (S. 265) granting an increase of pension to Frances Gray; 

A bill (S. 266) granting a pension to Emma 8. Harney; 

A bill (8. 267) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Stout; 
and 
; A bill (S. 268) granting an increase of pension to Annie B. 

ohnson 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (8. 269) regulating the settle- 
ment of the accounts between the United States and the several 
States relative to the disposition of the public lands, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 270) authorizing the Winnipeg; 


Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company to construct a combined 
railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near the city of Yankton, 8S. Dak.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 271) to establish mining experi- 
ment stations, to aid in the oe of the mineral resources | 
of the United States, and for ot 
— by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mines and 
ining. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 272) to provide for the purchase of | 


a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Huron, in 
the State of South Dakota; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 278) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Mitchell, in 
the State of South Dakota; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


He also introduced a bill (8. 274) to provide for the purchase of | 


a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Watertown, 
in the State of South Dakota; which was read twice by its title, 


and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. | 
He also introduced a bill (S. 275) to amend an act entitled “An | 
- to er for the adjudication and payment of claims arising | 


dian depredations,”’ eco March 3, 1891; which was 
— twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


tion 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 276) to provide for the 
celebration of the one hundredth anniversary of the exploration 
of the Oregon country by Captains Meriwether Lewis and Wil- 
liam Clark during their expedition from the Mississippi River 
to the Pacific Ocean in the years 1804, 1805, and 1806; and to au- 
thorize a commission representing the United States to hold at 
the city of Portland, in the State of Oregon, a national, inter- 
national, and oriental exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, 
and the products of the rivers, soil, mine, forest, and sea in said 
State, and to provide and assist in the erection of a memorial 


er purposes; which was read | 


building in said city of Portland, to be known as the Lewis and 
Clark Memorial Building, and to authorize an appropriation for 
= said ene which was read twice by its title. 

HELL. I ask that the bill may lie on the table, and 
I aha at a very early date ask the courtesy of the Senate to per- 
mit me to call it up for the poe ae of making some remarks in 
explanation of the measure before it is referred to the appropriate 
committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Oregon that the bill shall lie on the 
table? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 277) for the relief of settlers on lands in Sherman 
County, in the State of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 278) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief 
of certain settlers on the public lands, and to provide for the repay- 
ment of certain fees, purchase money, and commissions paid on 
void entries of public lands; ’’ and 

A bill (S. 279) for the relief of homestead entrymen upon the 
lands formerly included in the Siletz Indian Reservation, in the 
State of Oregon 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bili (S. 280) to establish an assay 
office at Portland, Oreg.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 281) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to provide for the adjudication and payment of claimsarising 
from Indian depredations,’’ approved March 3, 1891; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 282) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Lagrande, 
in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 283) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a building thereon at Oregon City, in 
the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 284) to appropriate funds for in- 
vestigations and tests of American timber; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 

orestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 285) to divide the State of Oregon 
into two judicial districts; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 286) to authorize the establishment 
of a life-saving station at or near the mouth of the Siuslaw River, 
in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 287) for the relief of John W. Lewis; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military -Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 288) authorizing the President to 
appoint Dr. James Reagles an assistant surgeon, United States 
Army, and place him on the retired list; which was read twice by 
| its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico: 

A bill (S. 289) toamend sections 34, 40, 66, 69, 72,75, T7, 82, and 
86 of an act entitled “An act to provide a government for the Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii,” approved April 30, 1900, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 290) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Honolulu, island of Oahu, 
Territory of Hawaii; and 

A bill (8S. 291) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
| erection of a public building thereon at Hilo, island of Hawaii, 
Territory of Hawaii. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 





tee on Pensions: 

A bill (8.292) granting a pension to James E. Woods, alias 
Richard Ashton; 

A bill (S. 293) ‘granting a pension to Alonzo Sabin; 

A bill (S. 294) granting a pension to Vincent de Frictas: 

A bill (S. 295) granting a pension to Catherine L. Nixon; 

A bill (S.296) granting an increase of pension to Arethusa 
Wright; 

A bill (S.297) granting an increase of pension to Samuel S. 
White; 
A bill (8: 298) granting a pension to Nancy A. Dowell; 
A bill (S. 299) granting a pension to H. P. Brookhart; 
A bill (S. 300) granting a pension to William L. Moloy; 
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A bill (8.301) granting an increase of pension to George W. | Mount Ranier National Park, in the State of Washington; which 


Peters; 
NE (S. 302) granting an increase of pension to Augustus L. 
1aaer; 
A bill (S. 303) granting a pension to William P. Arble; 
A bill (S. 304) granting a pension to Sarah C. Nicklin; 
A bill (S. 305) granting an increase of pension to John R. Evans; 
A bill (8.306) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
McCauley; 
A bill (S. 307) granting an increase of pension to Junius T. 
Turner; 
A bill (S. 308) granting an increase of pension to Jessie 8. 


opeley; 
A bill (8. 309) granting an increase of pension to Frederic 
Lockley; 
oan bill (S. 310) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
iver; 
A bill (S. 311) granting an increase of pension to Lewis H. 


elps; 
A bill (S. 312) granting an increase of pension to John F. Oviatt; 
A bill (S. 313) granting an increase of pension to James H. Pres- 


“2 bill (S. 314) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
A bill (S. 315) granting a pension to Henry A. Ridgeway; 

A bill (S. 316) granting an increase of pension to Elmore Y. 
Oe ill (S. 317) granting an increase of pension to Mortimer 
Al (S. 318) granting an increase of pension to Edward W. 


A bill (S. 319) granting an increase of pension to Edwin Billing; 
we bill (S. 320) granting an increase of pension to Hiram W. 

hite; 

A bill (S. 321) granting a pension to Helene E. Warrens; 

A bill (8. 322) granting an increase of pension to Charles A. 
Broadman; 

A bill (S. 323) granting an increase of pension to William Foy, 
alias William Russell; 

A bill (S. 324) granting a pension to Chancy Akin; 

A bill (S. 325) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
O’Connor; 

A bill (S. 326) granting an increase of pension to James J. 
Wheeler; 

A bill (S. 327) granting an increase of pension to Israel A. 
Benner; 


A bill (5. 328) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. | 


Hamell; 

A bill (S. 329) granting an increase of pension to Bushnell B. 
Loomis; 

A bill (8S. 330) granting a pension to Daniel J. Cooney; 

A bill (S. 331) granting an increase of pension to Henry E. Jones 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 332) granting an increase of pension to John 8S. Bosler 
(with an accompanyliug paper). 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 333) granting pensions to 
certain officers and enlisted men of the Life-Saving- Service and to 
their widows and minor children; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 334) for the relief of N. F. 
Palmer, jr., & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


a 





Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 335) to provide for the | 


allotment.of lands in severalty to the Stockbridge and Munsee 
tribe of Indians, to authorize the distribution of their trust fund, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 336) granting an increase of pen- 


and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 337) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Hiram 8. Leffingwell; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 888) granting an increase of pension to Jane M. Waitt; 

A bill (S. 389) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer H. 
Richardson; and 

A bill (S. 340) granting a pension to Julia Bush. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 341) for the 
relief of Charles M. Buchanan; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee.on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 342) for the impzovement of the 





| chase of a site and the erection of a public 
| Denver, in the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 348) for the relief of the Mission 
of St. James, in the State of Washington; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 344) for the erection of additional 
buildings, workshops, prison walls at the United States peniten- 
tiary at McNeils Island, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 345) to provide for the opening of 
the remaining portion of the Colville Reservation, in the State of 
Washington, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 346) authorizing the issuance of a 
certificate of merit to Robert Williams; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 347) providing for the establishment 
of a life-saving station in the vicinity of Cape Flattery or Flattery 
Rocks, on the coast of Washington; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 848) authoriz- 
ing the United States courts for the district of Connecticut to com- 
mit boys between 10 and 16 years of age, convicted of offenses 
against the United States, to the Connecticut School for Boys; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 349) extending the provisions of 
the act of July 1, 1902, for the further distribution of reports of 
the Supreme Court, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 350) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Walling- 
ford, in the State of Connecticut; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 351) for the relief of Joseph B. 
Sargent; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 352) for the relief of the represent- 
atives of M. F. Merritt, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 358) for the relief of Miss Eliza A. 
White; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 
A bill (S. 354) granting an increase of pension to Clara B, 


| Griswold; 


A bill (8. 355) granting a pension to Sarah Jane Simonds (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (5S. 356) granting a pension to Augusta Ritschel (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (5. 357) granting an increase of pension to James Cox 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 358) granting an increase of pension to Phebe A. Ford; 

A bill (S. 359) granting a pension to Nellie N. Taft; and 

A oy (8S. 360) granting an increase of pension to Mary Lucetta 
Arnold. 

Mr. BAILEY introduced a bill (S. 361) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Denison, in the State of Texas; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 362) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Greenville, 


| in the State of Texas; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
sion to William Lechleidner; which was read twice by its title, | 


ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 863) establishing a United States 
court at Marietta, Ind. T.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 364) to — for the pur- 

uilding thereon at 


title, = referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 365) granting an increase of pension to Corydon W. 
Sanborn; 

A bill (8. 366) granting an increase of pension to Warren W. 


wa 
A bill (8S. 367) granting an increas? of pens'on :to George W. 
Richardson; 
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A bill (8. 868) granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 
Wilcox (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (8. 369) granting a pension to Edward B. Webb (with an 
accompanying paper). 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 870) providing for the disposal of timber and stone on 
public lands chiefly valuable for timber or stone, and for other 


urposes; 
: ‘A pill (S. 871) granting to the State of North Dakota 30,000 
acres of land to aid in the maintenance of a school of forestry; 

A bill (S. 872) authorizing the recorder of the General Land 
Office to issue certified copies of patents, records, books, and 


papers, 

A bill (S. 373) relating to proofs in homestead and other claims 
to public lands, and punishing false swearing therein, and for 
other purposes; and ; 

A bill (S. 874).to amend section 2461 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 375) for the relief of 
Thomas H. Carpenter; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 876) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 


ckey; 
A bill (S. 377) granting an increase of pension to Ezra W. 
Cartwright; 
A bill (S. 378) granting an increase of pension to Jefferson 
Hoover; 
A bill (S. 879) granting a pension to David D. Jones; 
A bill (S. 380) granting a pension to John Stokes; 
we bill (S. 881) granting an increase of pension to Ahimaoz E. 


ood; 

A bill (S. 882) granting an increase of pension to Elihue Wiley; | 

A bill (S. 383) granting a pension to John Leary; 

A bill (S. 384) granting a pension to Thomas Ma Gee: 

A bill (S. 385) granting a pension to Albert A. Daniels; and 

A bill (S. 886) granting an increase of pension to Homer D. | 
Wells (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 387) to ratify an 
agreement with the Indians of the Devils Lake Reservation, in 
North Dakota, and making appropriation to carry the same into | 
effect; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 388) for the relief of Israel Kim- | 
ball; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 389) to poeeee for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Abilene, in the Stateof Kansas; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 390) to provide for the erection of | 
a monument to the heroes of the civil and other wars; which was | 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the | 
Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 891) granting a pension to Mar- 

ret J. Verbiskey; which was read twice by its title, and re- 

erred to the Committee on Pensions. , 

He also introduced a bill (S. 392) granting pensions to soldiers 
and sailors of the civil war; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
ree: twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

aims: 

A bill (S. 893) for the relief of Daniel M. Frost; 

A bill (S. 394) for the relief of Harriet Camp, widow of Adam 
om and 
oi ill (S. 895) for the relief of Kate Riling, widow of John 

iling. 

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 396) to pay certain bounties 
to enlisted men afterwards promoted to be commissioned officers; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 397) to authorize the President of 
the United States to appoint William F. de Niedman captain and 
quartermaster in the Army; which was read twice by its title, | 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads: 

A bill (S. 398) for the relief of James A. Carroll; and 

A bill (S. 399) for the reef of R: W. Branson. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 400) to renew and extend 








certain letters patent; which was read twice by its title, and, with 


the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: 

A bill (8. 401) for the relief of Thomas J. Spencer; and 

A bill (S. 402) for the relief of James D. Vernay. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 403) for the relief of Lina 
Hennig; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 404) for the relief of Isaac Gause; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severaliy 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 

A bill (S. 405) granting an increase of pension to Darius W. 
Owens (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 406) granting a pension to Mrs. Cyrus Thomas (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 407) granting a pension to Sophia McClelland; 

A bill (S. 408) granting an increase of pension to August Weber 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (8. 409) granting an increase of pension to James T. Kent 
(with accompanying papers). 

Mr. QUAY introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 410) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Nome, in the Territory of 
Alaska; 

A bill (S. 411) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Easton, Pa.; and 

A bill (S. 412) to provide for the purchase ofa site and the 


erection of a public building thereon at Shamokin, in the State of 
| Pennsylvania. 


Mr. QUAY introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 413) providing for the purchase of additional land for 
the Gettysburg National Park; 

A bill (S. 414) making it a misdemeanor for persons to unlaw- 
fully use or wear the insignia or button of the Spanish-American 
War Veterans, the insignia or rosette of the Military and Naval 
Order of the Spanish-American War, or the official decorations of 
Spanish-American war societies; 

A bill (8. 415) for the recognition of the military service of the 
officers and enlisted men of certain Pennsylvania military organi- 
zations; 

A bill (S. 416) to correct the military record of Daniel Kreiner; 

. bill (S. 417) tocorrect the military record of C. Wilson Walker; 
an 

A bill (S. 418) to correct the military record of Emil Bott. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 419) reenacting section 2515 of 
the Revised Statutes of 1873, exempting from duty certain goods 
of Indians; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 420) to prevent obstructive and in- 


| jurious deposits within the harbor and adjacent waters of Phila- 


delphia, by dumping or otherwise, and to punishand prevent such 


| offenses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 421) for the relief of W. J. Kountz; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 
| <A bill (S. 422) providing pensions to certain officers and men in 
| the Army and Navy of the United States when 50 years of age and 
| over, and increasing widows’ pensions to $12 per month; 


A bill (S. 423) granting an increase of pension to Louisa Weaver; 

A bill (S. 424) granting a pension to George W. Lehman; 

A bill (S. 425) granting a pension to Sarah A. Sullivan; 

A bill (S. 426) granting a pension to Christina Wisener: 

A bill (S. 427) granting an increase of pension to Nathan O. 
Shaw; 

A bill (S. 428) granting an increase of pension to John B. Pen- 


rose; 

A bill (S. 429) granting an increase of pension to Albert E. 
Osborne; 

A bill (S. 430) granting a pension to Isabella O’Donnell; 

A bill (S. 481) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 


ay; 
A bill (8. 482) granting an increase of pension to William Kirk- 
patrick; 
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A bill (S. 433) granting an increase of pension to William L. 
Jchnston; 

A bill (S. 484) granting a pension to Oren M. Fletcher; 

A bill (S. 485) granting a pension to Aurelia A. Everhart; 

A bill (S. 436) granting a pension to William H. Dunlap; 

A bill (S. 487) granting an increase of pension to Mathew J. 
Comer; 

A bill (S. 488) granting a pension to Lydia B. Coover; 

A bill (S. 489) granting an increase of pension to James Ben- 
nett; and 

A bill (S. 440) granting a pension to Mary Allum. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 


A bill (S. 441) for the relief of Francois Muna Tauzin, Marie | 


Amalia Tauzin, and Constance Sheppard; 

A bill (S. 442) for the relief of the estate of Amy L. Mahoudeau, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 443) for the relief of Josephine Roberts. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 444) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘* An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the 
Government of the United States,’’ approved March 3, 1887; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 445) for the relief of Levi 
J. Billings; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 446) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to William S. Dunn; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 447) granting an increase of pension to David H. 
George (with an accompanying paper); 


A bill (S. 448) granting an increase of pension to Henry M. | 


Stark; 

A bill (S. 449) granting a pension to Joseph Ellmore; 

A bill (S. 450) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Sutherland; 

A bill (S. 451) granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Conant: 

A bill (S. 452) granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 
Bullock; 

A bill (S. 453) granting a pension to H. Levander Farr; 

A bill (S. 454) granting an increase of pension to Rinaldo M. 
Griswold; 

A bill (S. 455) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Wil- 
80n; 

A bill (S. 456) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Pierce; 

A bill (S. 457) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Shetter; 


A bill (S. 458) granting an increase of pension to Charles | 


Beattie; 

A bill (S. 459) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Trevillian (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 460) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. Nichol- 
son (with the accompanying papers). 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 461) to fix the salary of 
carriers in the rural free-delivery service; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 462) to construct and place a 
light-ship off the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S.463) to pay Hewlette A. Hall bal- 
ance due for services in connection with the Paris Exposition; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 464) for the relief of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church (colored), corner of Fifth avenue and East 
Second stréet, at Rome, Ga.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 465) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to permit the Pintsch Compressing Company to 
lay pipes in certain streets in the city of Washington,”’ approved 
May 19, 1896; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 466) to establish the University 
of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee to Establish the University of the United 
States. 

He also introduced the following bills. which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce: 





A bill (8. 467) to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving 
Service; 

A bill (S. 468) for the relief of the widow and children of the 
late Joseph W. Etheridge and the widow of the late John M. 
Richardson; and 

A bill (S. 469) to restore Henry D. Hall to the Revenue-Cutter 
Service. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 470) referring to the Court of 
Claims a certain claim for the use of hook attachments for fire- 
arms; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (8. 471) granting an increase of pension to Silas Meserve 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 472) granting an increase of pension to William M. 
Hall; 

A bill (S. 473) granting an increase of pension to Byron D. Bab- 
cock (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (8. 474) granting an increase of pension to Daniel J. 
Hogan; 

A bill (S. 475) granting an increase of pension to Henry F. 
Waldron; 

A bill (8. 476) granting an increase of pension to Zuinglius C. 
Gowen; 

A bill (8. 477) granting an increase of pension to Napoleon D. O. 
Lord (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 478) granting an increase of pension to Olive J. Bailey; 
| and 
| A bill (S. 479) granting an increase of pension to William P., 
| Damon (with an accompanying paper). 
| Mr. KITTREDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
| severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
| on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 480) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
— of a public building thereon at Huron, in the State of South 

Dakota; 

A bill (8. 481) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
| tion of a public building thereon at Watertown, in the State of 
| South Dakota; and 
| <A bill (S. 482) toprovide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
os of a public building thereon at Mitchell, in the State of South 
| Dakota. 
| Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 483) for the relief of the own- 
| ers and officers of the brig Olive Frances and others on board 
| said brig; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
| Committee on Claims. 
| He also introduced a bill (S. 484) granting a pension to Nancy 
| Marsh; which wasread twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 

mittee on Pensions. 
| He also introduced a bill (S. 485) to correct the naval record of 
| George Nelson Armstrong; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 486) granting a pension 
to Green B. Yawn; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 1) provid- 
| ing for a careful inquiry and report respecting the present opera- 
| tion of certain public-land laws; which was read twice by its title, 
| and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a joint resolution (8S. R. 2) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing 
for the election of Senators by the votes of the qualified electors 
of the States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 8) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
providing for the election of Senators by the votes of the qualified 
electors of the States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 4) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States extending 
the right of suffrage to women; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 5) to 
enlarge the scope of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a perma- 
nent system of highways in that part of the District of Columbia 
lying outside of cities,’ approved March 2, 1893; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. CULLOM submitted an amendment proposing to regulate 


the length of rural-delivery routes in the United States, intended 
to be proposed by him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which 
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was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. - 
Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
riate $100,000 for the construction of a breakwater to protect the 
rbor at Hilo, island of Hawaii, Territory of Hawaii, and pro- 
osing to a nie eg $250,000 for improving the entrance to the 


arbor at Honolulu, Hawaii, intended to be proposed by him to 
the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submi an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$10,000 for the construction of a light-house upon the point of 
Mokepun, island of Oahu; $20,000 for the construction of a light- 
house at Kahului, island of Maui; $10,000 for the construction of 
a light-house on the coast of Puna, island of Hawaii; $10,000 for 
the construction of a light-house on Leleiwi Point, island of 
Hawaii; $5,000 for the construction of a light-house at Kailua, 
island of Hawaii; $5,000 for the construction of appropriate lights 
at Barbei Point, island of Oahu; $5,000 for the construction of ap- 
propriate lights at Keahole, North Kona, and $5,000 each for the 
construction of two new lights in Honolulu Harbor, allin the Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii, intended to be proposed by him to the river and 
harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be printed. 


STATEN ISLAND CHANNEL IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. DRYDEN submitted the following concurrent resolution; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War cause an examination and survey to be made with a view 
of ascertaining the cost and feasibility of extending a 16-foot channel of suit- 
able width from the present channel north of Corner Stake light in an east- 
erly direction and north of Shooters Island to Kill van Kull, tostraighten and 
increase the width of waterway at Shooters Island, and relieve the congestion 
of commerce at that point. Also a like examination and survey with a view 
of ascertaining the cost and feasibility of removing the reef at Bergen Point 
light and deepening to16 feet and improving and straightening the channel 
between Kill van Kulland Elizabethport, with a plan or plans for making such 
improvements, and estimates thereof. 


STATUE OF COUNT DE ROCHAMBEAU. 


Mr. WETMORE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (dhe House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed, and bound in the form such as is customary in the case of eulo- 
es, 20,000 copies of the proceedings upon the unveiling of the statue of the 
unt de Rochambeau, of which 6,000 shall : , 
12,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, 1,000 to be delivered to 
the Ambassador of the Republic of France for such distribution as he shall 
think fit, the remaining 1,000, of which 200 shall be bound in full morocco, to 
be distributed, under the direction of the chairman of the Joint Committee 
on the Library, to the pues invited from the French Republic and the 
speakers who took part in said celebration. 


REVOLUTION ON THE ISTHMUS OF PANAMA. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the President be requested to communicate 


to the Senate, if not in his judgment incompatible with the public interest, | 


all correspondence and other official documents relating to the recent revo- 
lution on the Isthmus of Panama. 


HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS AT EVERETT, WASH. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

'* Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 


Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to present a | 


report showing the estimated cost of continuing the harbor improvements 
at Everett, Wash., to meet the demands of commerce. 


NAVIGATION OF UPPER COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 


agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to present a 
report showing the estimated cost of removing, without further clay. ob- 
structions to and ere to navigation of the upper Columbia River 
between Wenatchee and Kettle Falls, Washington, for flat-bottom, stern- 
wheel river steam boats. 


SURVEY OF PENOBSCOT RIVER. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a 
survey ss made of ne —s from or a to — 
Bangor Bridge, with a view ening the channel, an submit a plan 
and estimate for such improvement. 


REPORT AND HEARINGS ON BILL TO PROMOTE COMMERCE. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Com- 

merce 500 copies of Notes on Hearings on the bill (S. 5024) to promote the 

the foreign trade of the United States, and to pro- 

and seamen for Government use when 


qecoumary | — 500 abate Report No. 201, Fifty-seventh Congress, 


be for the use of the Senate, | 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR MILEAGE. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 14) making immediately avail- 
able the appropriations for mileage of Senators and Members of 
the House of Representatives, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the joint reso- 
lation may now be considered. . 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution; which was read. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 o’clock and 
45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, November 12, 1903, at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate November 11, 1903. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Charles H. Keep, of New York, to be Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury, to succeed Milton E. Ailes, resigned. Mr. Keep isnow 
serving under a temporary commission issued during the recess 
of the Senate. 

ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


John Barrett, of Oregon, to be envoy extraordinary and minis- 
| ter plenipotentiary of the United States to the Argentine Repub- 
lic, to which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate, vice William P. Lord, resigned. 

John B. Jackson, of New Jersey, lately envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary to Greece, Roumania, and Servia, 
to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the 
| United States to Greece, Roumania, and Servia, and diplomatic 
| agent in Bulgaria, to which office he was appointed during the 
| last recess of the Senate. 

Stanford Newel, of Minnesota, lately envoy extraordinary and 
| minister plenipotentiary to the Netherlands, to be envoy extraor- 
| dinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to the 
| Netherlands and Luxemburg, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, to fill an original vacancy. 

Hamilton King, of Michigan, lately minister resident and constl- 
general to Siam, to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipo- 
tentiary of the United States to Siam, to which office he was 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate. 


SECRETARIES OF LEGATIONS. 


Spencer F. Eddy, of Illinois, to be secretary of the embassy of 
| the United States at St. Petersburg, Russia, to which office he was 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice John W. Riddle, 
appointed agent and consul-general at Cairo, Egypt. 

James G. Bailey, of Kentucky, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States to Nicaragua, Costa Rica,.and Salvador, to 
which office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, 
vice Rufus A. Lane, resigned. 

John W. Garrett, of Maryland, lately secretary of the legation 
tothe Netherlands, to be secretary of the legation of the United 
States to the Netherjlands and Luxemburg, to which office he was 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate, to fill an original 
vacancy. 

Peter Augustus Jay, of Rhode Island, to be secretary of the le- 
gation of the United States at Constantinople, Turkey, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
Spencer F.. Eddy, appointed secretary of the embassy at St. Peters- 
burg, Russia. 

Stanton Sickles, of New York, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States at Brussels, Belginm, to which office he was 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Robert Mason 
Wint , appointed secretary of the legation at Madrid, Spain. 

Philip M. Brown,of Massachusetts, to be secretary of the lega- 
tion of the United States to Guatemala and Honduras, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
James G. Bailey, appointed secretary of the legation to Nica- 
— Costa Rica, and Salvador. 

bert Mason Winthrop, of Massachusetts, to be secretary of 
the legation of the United States at Madrid, Spain, to which office 
he wasappointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Stanton 
Sickles, appointed of the legation at Brussels, Belgium. 
| Henry P. Fletcher, of Pennsylvania, to be second secretary of 
| the legation of the United States at Peking, China, to which 
| Office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
| William E. Bainbridge, resigned. 
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George L. Lorillard, of Rhode Island, to be second secretary of 
the legation of the United States at Habana, Cuba, to which office 
he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Henry 
P. Fletcher, appointed second secretary of the legation at Peking, 
China. 

CONSULS-GENERAL, 

Herman R. Dietrich, of Missouri, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Guayaquil, Ecuador, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice William Shaw 
Bowen, declined. 

John G. Foster, of Vermont, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Ottawa, Canada, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice Charles E. Turner, resigned. 

William R. Holloway, of Indiana, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Halifax, Nova Scotia, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice John G. Foster, 
appointed consul-general at Ottawa, Canada. 

Church Howe, of Nebraska, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Antwerp, Belgium, to which office he was appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, vice George F. Lincoln, deceased. 

William A. Rublee, of Wisconsin, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Vienna, Austria, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Carl Bailey 
Hurst, resigned. 

Frank Steinhart, of Pennsylvania, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Habana, Cuba, to which office he was appointéd 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice William A Rublee, ap- 
pointed consul-general at Vienna, Austria. 

Ethelbert Watts, of Pennsylvania, to be consul-general of the 
United States at St. Petersburg, Russia, to which office he was 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice William R. 
Holloway, appointed consul-general at Halifax, Nova Scotia. 
AGENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 


John W. Riddle, of Minnesota, to be agent and consul-general 
of the United States at Cairo, Egypt, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice John G. Long, 
deceased. 

CONSULS. 


Thomas J. Cummins, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Puerto Cabello, Venezuela, vice Luther T. Ellsworth, 
appointed consul at Cartagena, Colombia. 

George B. Anderson, of the District of Columbia, to be consul 
of the United States at Guadeloupe, West Indies, to which office 
he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Louis 
H. Aymé, appointed consul at Para, Brazil. 

Louis H. Aymé, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at 
Para, Brazil, to which office he was appointed during the last re- 
cess of the Senate, vice Kavanaugh K. Kenneday, resigned. 

Leo Bergholz, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Three Rivers, Quebec, Canada, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Urbain J. Ledoux, ap- 
pointed consul at Prague, Austria. 

Robert Woods Bliss, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Venice, Italy, to which office he was 2ppointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice Henry Abert Johnson, appointed 
consul at Valencia, Spain. 

Theodore J. Bluthardt, of Illinois, to be consul of the United 
States at Barmen, Germany, to which office he was appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, vice Max Bouchsein, recalled. 

William Harrison Bradley, of Illinois, to be consul of the United 
States at Manche: ter, England, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice William F. Grinnell, 
resigned. 

Harlan W. Brush, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Milan, Italy, to which office he was appointed during 
the laet recess of the Senate, vice William Jarvis, appointed con- 
sul at Niagara Falls, Ontario, Canada. 

Charles N. Daniels, of Connecticut, to be consul of the United 
States at Sheffield, England, to which office he was appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, vice Church Howe, appointed 
consul-general at Antwerp, Belgium. 

Pierre Paul Demers, of New Hampshire, to be consul of the 
United States at Port Limon, Costa Rica, to which office he was 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice John B. Rich- 
ardson, appointed consul at Utilla, Honduras. 

Luther T. Ellsworth, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States 
at Cartagena, Colombia, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice Clair A. Orr, appointed consul 
at Barranquilla, Colombia. 

Alfred L. M. Gottschalk, of New York, to be consul of the 
United States at Callao, Peru, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Charles V. Herdliska, 
resigned. 

Walter C. Hamm, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at Hull, England, to which office he was appointed during 
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the last recess of the Senate, vice William P. Smyth, appointed 
consul at Tunstall, England. 

Edward Higgins, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United 
States at Berne, Switzerland, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Adolph L. Frankenthal, 
resigned. 

Henry Abert Johnson, of the District of Columbia, to be con- 
sul of the United States at Valencia, Spain, to which office he 
was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Richard 
M. Bartleman, appointed consul at Cadiz, Spain. 

Francis B. Keene, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United 
States at Florence, Italy, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice Edward C. Cramer, resigned. 

James A. Le Roy, of Michigan, to be consul of the United 
States at Durango, Mexico, to which office he was appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, vice Charles H. Egbert, deceased. 

Urbain J. Ledoux, of Maine, to be consul of the United States 
at Prague, Austria, to which office he was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate, vice Ethelbert Watts, appointed consul- 
general at St. Petersburg, Russia. 

James Verner Long, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at Patras, Greece, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice Frank W. Jackson, resigned. 

Clair A. Orr, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at 
Barranquilla, Colombia, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice George W. Colvig, resigned. 

Christopher H. Payne, of West Virginia, to be consul of the 
United States at St. Thomas, West Indies, to which office he was 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Mahlon Van 
Horne, recalled. 

Julian Potter, of New York, to be consul of the United States at 
Nassau, New Providence, Bahamas, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Thomas J. 
McLain, deceased. 

William J. Pike, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at Zittau, Saxony, to which office he was appointed during 
tke last recess of the Senate, vice Hugo Muench, appointed consul 
at Plauen, Germany. 

Martin R. Sackett, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Prescott, Ontario, Canada, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice George B. Ander- 
son, appointed consul at Guadeloupe, West Indies. 

William P. Smyth, of Missouri, to be consul of the United States 
at Tunstall, England, to which office he was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate, vice William Harrison Bradley, appointed 
consul at Manchester, England. 

Edward J. Sullivan, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Erzerum, Turkey, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice Leo Bergholz, appointed consul 
at Three Rivers, Quebec, Canada. 

David F. Wilber, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Barbados, West Indies, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice Samuel A. Macallister, deceased. 

William H. H. Webster, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Niagara Falls, Ontario, Canada, to which office he was 
a during the last recess of the Senate, vice William Jarvis, 
resigned. 

Dean R. Wood, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Ceiba, Honduras, to which office he was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate, vice Benjamin Johnston, deceased. 


SECOND SECRETARY. 


Ulysses Grant Smith, of Pennsylvania, to be second secretary 
of the legation of the United States at Constantinople, Turkey, to 
which office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, 
vice Peter Augustus Jay, appointed secretary of the legation at 
Constantinople. 

THIRD SECRETARY. 


Lewis Einstein, of New York, to be third secretary of the em- 
bassy of the United States at Paris, France, to which office he 
was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Peter 
Augustus Jay, appointed second secretary of the legation at Con- 
stantinople, Tor ey. 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSIONERS, 


Alford Warriner Cooley, of New York, to be a Civil Service 
Commissioner, to which office he was appointed during the last 
recess of the Senate, vice William Dudley Foulke, resigned. 

Henry IF’. Greene, of Minnesota, to be a Civil Service Commis- 
sioner, to which office he was appointed during the last recess of 
the Senate, vice James R. Garfield, resigned. 


CHIEF EXAMINER OF THE CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


Frank M. Kiggins, of Tennessee, to be chief examiner of the 
Civil Service Commission, to which office he was appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, vice Abram R. Serven, resigned, 
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MEMBERS OF THE BOARD OF CHARITIES. 


John Joy Edson, of the District of Columbia, to be a member 
of the board of charities of the District of Columbia for the term 
of three years from July 1, 1903, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate. This is a reappointment. 

S. W. Woodward, of the District of Columbia, to be a member 
of the board of charities of the District of Columbia for the term 
of three years from July 1, 1903, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate. This is a reappointment. 

CIRCUIT JUDGE. 

William C. Hook, of Kansas, now serving as United States dis- | 
trict judge for the district of Kansas, to be United States circuit 
judge for the eighth judicial circuit, vice Henry C. Caldwell, 
resigned. 

‘DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Joseph A. Gill, of Indian Territory, to be judge of the United 
States court of the northern district of the Indian Territory. A 
reappointment, his term expiring December 17, 1903. 


ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 


James C. McReynolds, of Tennessee, to be Assistant Attorney- 
General, to which position he was appointed during the last recess 
of the Senate, vice James M. Beck, resigned. 


CHIEF JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 


Harry M. Clabaugh, of Maryland, to be chief justice of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, to which position he 
was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Edward 
F. Bingham, resigned. Mr. Clabaugh was appointed associate | 
a of the supreme court of the District of Columbia March | 
2, 9. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICES OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF | 
COLUMBIA. 

Jeter C. Pritchard, of North Carolina, to be associate justice of 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, to which position 
he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Harry 
M. Clabaugh, appointed chief justice of the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia. 

Daniel Thew Wright, of Ohio, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, vice Alexander B. 
Hagner, resigned. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 


William H, Pope, of New Mexico, to be associate justice of the | 
supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico, to which position | 
he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Daniel 
H. McMillan, removed. 

DISTRICT JUDGE, TERRITORY OF HAWAII. 

Sanford B. Dole, of Hawaii, to be United States district judge 
of the Territory of Hawaii, to which position he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Morris M. Estee, de- 
ceased. 





ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF PORTO RICO. 
Willis Sweet, of Idaho, to be attorney-general of Porto Rico, to 
which position he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate, vice James S. Harlan, resigned. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


John P. Nields, of Delaware, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Delaware, to which position he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice William Michael Byrne, 
resigned. 

Sherman T. McPherson, of Ohio, to be attorney of the United 
States for the southern district of Ohio, to which position he was 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice William E. 
Bundy, deceased. 

John B. Vreeland, of New Jersey, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of New Jersey, to which position he was 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice David O. 

atkins, resigned. 

UNITED STATES MARSHALS, 


Henry W. Mayo, of Maine, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of Maine, to which position he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Hutson B. Saunders, 
resigned. 

Horace W. Bailey, of Vermont, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Vermont, to which position he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Fred. A. Field, 
removed. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE PHILIPPINE 
ISLANDS. 

E. Finley Johnson. of Michigan, to be an associate justice of 

the supreme court of the Philippine Islands, to which office he was | 


appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Fletcher Ladd, 
resigned, 


GOVERNOR OF HAWAII, 


George R. Carter, of Honolulu, Hawaii, who was appointed Gc- 
tober 31, 1903, during the recess of the Senate, to be governor of 
Hawaii, vice Sanford B. Dole, appointed to another office. 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 


Frank S. Ingalls, of Yuma, Ariz., who was appointed Septem- 
ber 9, 1903, during the recess of the Senate, to be surveyor-general 
of Arizona, vice Hugh H. Price, removed. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Alvah Eastman, of St. Cloud, Minn., who was appointed June 
11, 1903, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public 
moneys at St. Cloud, Minn., to fill an original vacancy. 

Egbert 8S. Oakley, of Buffalo, Minn., who was appointed June 
11, 1903, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Cass Lake, Minn., to fill an original vacancy. 

Thomas V. McAllister, of Vicksburg, Miss., who was appointed 
September 3, 1903, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver 
of public moneys at Jackson, Miss., vice Isaiah T. Montgomery, 
resigned. 

Charles U. Snider, of Lakeview, Oreg., who was appointed 
October 12, 1903, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver 
of public moneys at Lakeview, Oreg., vice Harry Bailey, term 
expired. 

William B. Hodge, jr., of Guthrie, Okla., who was appointed 
June 20, 1903, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of 
public moneys at Guthrie, Okla., vice Frederick E. McKinley, 
term expired. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Myron D. Taylor, of St. Cloud, Minn., who was appointed June 


| 11,1903, during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land 


office at St. Cloud, Minn., to fill an original vacancy. 

John D. Jones, of Long Prairie, Minn., who was appointed June 
11,1903, during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land 
office at Cass Lake, Minn.., to fill an original vacancy. 

Algernon 8. Dresser, of Oregon City, Oreg., who was appointed 
March 28, 1903, during the recess of the Senate, to be register of 
the land office at Oregon City, Oreg., vice Charles B. Moores, term 
expired. 

Edward W. Davis, of Union, Oreg., who was appointed August 
26, 1903, during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land 
office at Lagrande, Oreg., vice Edward W. Bartlett, term expired. 

John N. Watson, Paisley, Oreg., who was appointed October 12, 


| 1903, during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land 


office at Lakeview, Oreg., vice Eldon M. Brattain, term expired. 

Marshall H. Jewell. of Bismarck, N. Dak., to be register of the 
land office at Bismarck, N. Dak., vice Alexander C. McGillivray, 
term expired. 

Frank E. Vaughan, of Vancouver, Wash., who was appointed 
March 31, 1903, during the recvss of the Senate, to be register of 
the land office at Vancouver, Wash., vice William R. Dunbar, 
deceased. 

DIRECTOR OF THE CENSUS. 


8S. N. Dexter North, of Boston, Mass., who was appointed June 
8, 1903, during the recess of the Senate, to be Director of the Cen- 
sus, in the Department of Commerce and Labor, vice William R. 
Merriam, resigned. 


DEPUTY AUDITOR FOR THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Aloysius E. Bowling, of Maryland, to be Deputy Auditor for the 
Treasury Department, in placeof Edward McKitterick, deceased. 


GENERAL APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE, 


Charles P. McClelland, of New York, to be general appraiser 
of merchandise, to succeed James A. Jewell, resigned. Mr. Mc- 
Clelland is now serving under a temporary commission issued dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate. 

Eugene G. Hay, of Minnesota, to be general appraiser of mer- 
chandise in place of George C. Tichenor, deceased. Mr. Hay is 
now serving under a temporary commission issued during the re- 
cess of the Senate. 


ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 

Harwood Huntington, of New York, to be assistant appraiser 
of merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York, to succeed Joseph P. Skillman, resigned. Mr. Huntington 
is now serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. 

Robert A. Olivier, of Louisiana, to be assistant appraiser cf 
merchandise in the district of New Orleans, in the State of Loui- 
siana, to succeed James H. Ducote, resigned. Mr. Olivierisnow 


of the Senate. 
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ASSISTANT TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES AT NEW ORLEANS, LA. 


Clarence 8. Hebert, of Louisiana, to be assistant treasurer of 
the United States at New Orleans, La., to succeed Charles J. Bell, 


whose term of office has expired by limitation. Mr. Hebert is 
now serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. 

COINER. 


William J. Brophy, of Louisiana, to be coiner of the mint of 
the United States at New Orleans, La., to succeed Maher Cahen, 
removed. Mr. Brophy isnow serving under a temporary commis- 
sion issued during the recess of the Senate. 


DEPUTY COMMISSIONER OF CORPORATIONS. 


Herbert Knox Smith, of Hartford, Conn., who was appointed 
August 8, 1903,during the recess of the Senate, to be deputy com- 
missioner of corporations in the Department of Commerce and 
Labor, to fill an original vacancy. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


John Russell, of Mississippi, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi, to succeed Louis 
J. Winston, resigned. Mr. Russell is now serving under a tem- 
porary commission issued during a recess of the Senate. 

Albert L. Pierce, of Mississippi, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Vicksburg, in the State of Mississippi, to succeed 
Thomas V. McAllister, resigned. Mr. Pierceis now serving under 
a temporary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

David M. Little, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs 


for the district of Salem and Beverly, in the State of Massachu- | 


setts, to succeed John Daland, resigned. 

William D. Crum, of South Carolina, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Charleston, in the State of South Carolina, in 
place of Robert M. Wallace, deceased. Mr. Crum is now serving 
under a temporary commission issued during the recess of the 
Senate. 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 


Arthur N. Randall, of New York, to be surveyor of customs 


for the port of Port Jefferson, in the State of New York, to suc- | 


ceed John W. Madison, resigned. Mr. Randall is now serving 
under a temporary commission issued during the recess of the 
Senate. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


First Lieut. Howard M. Broadbent to be a captain in the 


Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Wash- | in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 


ington C. Coulson, retired. Mr. Broadbent is now serving under 
a temporary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

First Lieut. Francis M. Dunwoody to be a captain in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Michael A. Healey, 
retired. Mr. Dunwoody is now serving under a temporary com- 
mission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

First Lieut. Howard Emery to be a captain in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed James B. Moore, 
retired. Mr. Emery is now serving under a temporary commis- 
sion issued during the recess of the Senate. 

First Lieut. Daniel P. Foley to be a captain in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Russell Glover, 
retired. Mr. Foley is now serving under a temporary commis- 
sion issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Secor.d Lieut. John G. Berry to be a first lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Howard 
Emery, promoted. Mr. Berry is now serving under a temporary 
commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Second Lieut. Claude 8. Cochran to be a first lieutenant in the 


Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Frank | 


H. Dimock, removed. Mr. Cochran is now serving under a tem- 
porary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Second Lieut. Colin S. Craig to be a first lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Daniel 
P. Foley, promoted. Mr. Craig isnow serving under a temporary 
commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Second Lieut. Samuel P. Edmonds to be a first lientenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 
Francis M. Dunwoody, promoted. Mr. Edmonds is now serving 
_ a temporary commission issued during the recess of the 

nate. 

Third Lieut. John Boedeker to be a second lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed Claude 
8. Cochran, promoted. Mr. Boedeker is now serving under a 
temporary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Lucien J. Ker, of the District of Columbia, to be a second as- 
sistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to succeed R. F. Halpin, resigned. Mr. Ker is now serv- 


ing under a temporary commission issued during the recess of 
the Senate. 


j 





APPOINTMENT IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


James A. Burns, of the District of Columbia, to be a second as- 
sistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States with the rank of third lieutenant, to succeed W. V. Sulli- 
van, resigned. Mr. Burns is now serving under a temporary 
commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL 
SERVICE, 


Asst. Surg. Leslie L. Lumsden, of Virginia, to be a passed as- 
sistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service 
of the United States, to rank as such from March 14, 1903. Mr. 
Lumsden is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Lundsford D. Fricks, of Maryland, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice of the United’ States, to rank as such from August 2, 1903. 
Mr. Fricks is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Victor G. Heiser, of Pennsylvania, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice of the United States, to rank as such from August 8, 1903. 
Mr. Heiser is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Mark J. White, of New York, to be a passed assist- 
ant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of 
| the United States, to rank as such from August 4, 1903. Mr. 
White is now serving under a temporary commission issued dur- 
| ing the recess of the Senate. 

Asst. Surg. Matthew K. Gwyn, of Maryland, to be a passed 
| assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice of the United States, to rank as such from August 8, 1903. 

Asst. Surg. William C. Hobdy, of Kentucky, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice of the United States, to rank as such from August 15, 1903. 
Mr. Hobdy is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 


| APPOINTMENTS IN THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL 
SERVICE. 

Francis A. Ashford, of the District of Columbia, to be an assist- 
ant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of 
| the United States. Mr. Ashford is now serving under a tempo- 
| rary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

George L. Collins, of Massachusetts, to be an assistant surgeon 





States. Mr. Collins is now serving under a temporary commission 
issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Harvey G. Ebert, of Washington, to be an assistant surgeon in 
the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. Mr. Ebert is now serving under a temporary commission 
issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Herbert M. Manning, of the District of Columbia, to be an as- 
sistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service 
of the United States. Mr. Manning is now serving under a tem- 
porary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Norman Roberts, of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. Mr. Roberts is now serving under a temporary commis- 
sion issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Thomas W. Salmon, of New York, to be an assistant surgeon in 


_the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
| States. 


Mr. Salmon is now serving under a temporary commis- 
sion issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Frederick C. Smith, of Minnesota, to be an assistant surgeon in 
the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. Mr. Smith is now serving under a temporary commis- 
sion issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Edward Maples Steger, of Texas, to be an assistant surgeon in 
the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. Mr. Steger is now serving under a temporary commission 
issued during the recess of the Senate. 

William M. Wightman, of California, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. Mr. Wightman is now serving under a temporary com- 
mission issued during the recess of the Senate. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR, 


Robert Shaw Oliver, of New York, to be Assistant Secretary of 
War, to which office he was appointed during the last recess of 
the Senate, vice William Carey Sanger, resigned. 

MEMBERS OF CALIFORNIA DEBRIS COMMISSION. 


Capt. William W. Harts, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, for appointment as a member of the California Débris 
Commission provided for by the act of Congress approved March 








1, 1898, entitled “‘An act to create the California Débris Commis- 
sion and regulate hydraulic mining in the State of California,” 


to which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate, vice Capt. Robert P. Johnston, Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army, relieved. 

Lieut. Col. Thomas H. Handbury, Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army, for appointment as a member of the California Dé- 
bris Commission provided for by the act of Congress approved 
March 1, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act to create the California Débris 
Commission and regulate hydraulic mining in the State of Cali- 
fornia,’’ to which office he was —_ during the last recess of 
the Senate, vice Col. David P. Heap, Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army, relieved. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
GENERAL OFFICERS. 
To be Lieutenant-General. 


Maj. Gen. Samuel B. M. Young, United States Army, August 
8, 1903, vice Miles, retired from active service. 


To be major-generals. 


Brig. Gen. Samuel 8. Sumner, United States Army, July 26, 
1903, vice Davis, retired from active service. 

Brig. Gen. Leonard Wood, United States Army, August 8, 1903, 
vice Young, appointed Lieutenant-General. 


To be brigadier-generals. 


Col. Jared A. Smith (since retired from active service), Corps 
of Engineers, April 13, 1903, vice Wade, appointed major-general. 

Col. Jacob B. Rawles (since retired from active service), Artil- 
lery Corps, April 14, 1903, vice Smith, retired from active service. 

Col. Stephen W. Groesbeck (since retired from active service) , 
judge-advocate, April 16, 1903, vice Woodson, retired from active 
service. 

Col. John R. Myrick (since retired from active service), Artil- 
lery Corps, April 17, 1903, vice Groesbeck, retired from active 
service. 

Col. Louis H. Rucker (since retired from active service), Eighth 
Cavalry, April 18, 1903, vice Myrick, retired from active service. 

Col. Theodore A. Baldwin (since retired from active service), 
Seventh Cavalry, April. 19, 1903, vice Rucker, retired from active 
service. 

Col. William P. Rogers (since retired from active service), 
Thirtieth Infantry, April 20, 1903, vice Baldwin, retired from 
active service. 

Col. Peter C. Hains, Corps of Engineers, April 21, 1903, vice | 
Rogers, retired from active service. 

Col. John H. Page (since retired from active service), Third In- 
fantry, July 26, 1903, vice Sumner, appointed major-general. 

Col. Charles A. Woodruff (since retired from active service). 
assistant commissary-general, July 27, 1903, vice Page, retired 
from active service. 

Col. William L. Haskin (since retired from active service). 
Artillery Corps, July 28, 1903, vice Charles A. Woodruff, retired 
from active service. 

Col. Charles W. Miner (since retired from active service), Sixth | 
Infantry, July 29, 1903, vice Haskin, retired from active service. 

Col. James M. J. Sanno (since retired from active service), 
Eighteenth Infantry, July 30, 1903, vice Miner, retired from active 
service. 

Col. Charles F. Robe (since retired from active service), Ninth 
Infantry, July 31, 1903, vice Sanno, retired from active service. 

Col. James W. Reilly (since retired from active service), Ord- 
nance Department, August 1, 1903, vice Robe, retired from active 
service. 

Col, Edwin B. Atwood (since retired from active service), as- 
sistant quartermaster-general, August 2, 1903, vice Reilly, retired 
from active service. 

Col. Frank G. Smith (since retired from active service), Artil- 
lery Corps, August 3, 1903, vice Atwood, retired from active serv- 
ice. 

Col. George B. Rodney (since retired from active service) , Artil- 
lery Corps, August 4, 1903, vice Smith, retired from active service. | 

Col. Almond B. Wells (since retired from active service), First | 
Cavalry, August 5, 1903, vice Rodney, retired from active service. 

Col. Peter J. A. Cleary (since retired from active service), 
Assistant Surgeon-General, August 6, 1903, vice Wells, retired 
from active service. 

Col. John B. Babcock (since retired from active service), Assist- 
ant Adjutant-General, August 7, 1903, vice Cleary, retired from 
active service. 

Col. Charles A. Coolidge (since retired from active service), 
— Infantry, August 8, 1903, vice Wood, appointed major- 

eneral. 

. Col. Cyrus 8S. Roberts (since retired from active service) , Sec- 
ond Infantry, August 8, 1903, vice Babcock, retired from active 
service. 
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Col. J. Milton Thompson (since retired from active service), 
Twenty-third Infantry, August 9, 1908, vice Coolidge, retired 
from active service. 

Col. Calvin De Witt (since retired from active service), Assist- 
ant Surgeon-General, August 9, 1903, vice Roberts, retired from 
active service. 

Col. Carle A. Woodruff (since retired from active service), Ar- 
tillery Corps, August 10, 1903, vice Thompson, retired from active 
service. 

Col. David H. Kinzie (since retired from active service), Artil- 
lery Corps, August 10, 1903, vice De Witt, retired from active 
service. 

Col. John L. Tiernon (since retired from active service), Artil- 
lery Corps, August 11, 1903, vice Carle A. Woodruff, retired from 
active service. 

Col. James Miller (since retired from active service), Twenty- 
second Infantry, August 11, 1903, vice Kinzie, retired from active 
service. 

Col. David J. Craigie (since retired from active service), Sev- 
enteenth Infantry, August 12, 1903, vice Tiernon, retired from 
active service. 

Col. Alpheus H. Bowman (since retired from active service), 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, August 12, 1903, vice Miller, retired from 
active service. 

Col. Edmund Rice (since retired from active service), Nine- 
teenth Infantry, August 13, 1903, vice Craigie, retired from active 
service. 

Col. Charles G. Penney (since retired from active service), 
Twenty-ninth Infantry, August 13, 1903, vice Bowman, retired 
from active service. 

Col. Jesse C. Chance (since retired from active service), Fourth 
Infantry, August 14, 1903, vice Rice, retired from active service. 

Col. Theodore F. Forbes (since retired from active service), 
Twenty-seventh Infantry, August 14, 1903, vice Penney, retired 
from active service. 

Col. Daniel D. Wheeler (since retired from active service), 
Assistant Quartermaster-General, August 15, 1903, vice Chance, 
retired from active service. 

Col. Leon A. Matile (since retired from active service), Twenty- 
fourth Infantry, August 15, 1903, vice Forbes, retired from active 
service. 

Col. Charles L. Cooper (since retired from active service), Fifth 
Cavalry, August 16, 1903, vice Wheeler, retired from active 


| service. 


Col. John A. Kress (since retired from active service), Ord- 


| nance Department, August 16, 1903, vice Matile, retired from 


active service. 

Col. John Simpson (since retired from active service), Assistant 
Quartermaster-General, August 17, 1903, vice Cooper, retired from 
active service. 

Col. Camillo C. C. Carr, Fourth Cavalry, August 17, 1903, vice 
Kress, retired from active service. 

Col. Thomas H. Barry, Assistant Adjutant-General, August 18, 
1903, vice Simpson, retired from active service. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be assistant adjutants-general with rank of colonel. 

Lieut. Col. George Andrews, assistant adjutant-general, August 
7, 1903, vice Babcock, appointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. William A. Simpson, assistant adjutant-general, 
August 18, 1903, vice Barry, appointed brigadier-general. 

INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be inspectors-general with rank of colonel. 

Lieut. Col. Thomas T. Knox (since retired from active service), 
inspector-general, April 11, 1903. vice Vroom, appointed inspector- 
general with the rank of brigadier-general. 

Lient. Col. Stephen C. Mills, inspector-general, April 12, 1903, 
vice Burton, appointed inspector-general with the rank of briga- 
dier-general. 

JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 

Lieut. Col. Enoch H. Crowder, judge-advocate, to be judge-ad- 
vocate with the rank of colonel, April 16, 1903, vice Groesbeck, 
appointed brigadier-general. 

aj. John A. Hull, judge-advocate, to be judge-advocate with 
the rank of lieutenant-colonel, April 16, 1903, vice Crowder, pro- 


| moted, 


QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be Assistant Quartermasters-General with rank of colonel. 
Lieut. Col. Forrest H. Hathaway, Deputy Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral, April 12, 1903, vice Humphrey, appointed Quartermaster- 
General. 
Lieut. Col. Joshua W. Jacobs, Deputy Quartermaster-General, 
August 2, 1903, vice Atwood, appointed brigadier-general. 














ISS 


Lieut. Col. John L. Clem, Deputy Quartermaster-General, Au- Capt. William C. Langfitt, Corps of Engineers, April 21, 1908, 
gust 15, 1903, vice Wheeler, appointed brigadier-general. vice Sears, promoted. 
Lieut. Col. William 8. Patten, Deputy Quartermaster-General, To be captains. 


August 17, 1903, vice Simpson, appointed brigadier-general. First Lieut. William B. Ladue, Corps of Engineers, April 18, 
To be Deputy Quartermasters-General with rank of lieutenant- | 1903, vice Zinn, promoted. 
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colonel. First Lieut. William J. Barden, Corps of Engineers, April 21, 
Maj. John McE. Hyde, quartermaster, April 12, 1903, vice Hath- | 1903, vice Langfitt, promoted. 
away, promoted. To be first lieutenants. 
Maj. George Ruhlen, quartermaster, August 2, 1903, vice 


Second Lieut. Ernest D. Peck, Corps of Engineers, April 138, 
Jacobs, promoted. __ _ | 1903, vice Ladu, promoted. 
Maj. William H. Miller, quartermaster, August 15, 1903, vice | Second Lieut. George R. Spalding, Corps of Engineers, April 

Clem, promoted. - tar 21, 1908, viee Barden, promoted. 

Maj. Samuel R. Jones, quartermaster, August 17, 1903, vice | Second Lieut. Elliott J. Dent, Corps of Engineers, June 4, 1903, 
Patten, promoted. vice Rhett, resigned. 

To be quartermasters with rank of major. ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 
Capt. John M. Carson, jr., quartermaster, April 12, 1903, vice To be colonels. 


Hyde, promoted. — ; Lieut. Col. John A. Kress (since retired from active service), 
Capt. Alfred M. Palmer, quartermaster, August 2, 1903, vice | Ordnance Department, August 1, 1903, vice Reilly, appointed 

Ruhlen, promoted. brigadier-general. 

_ Capt. John Elston Baxter (heretofore borne on the Army Reg-| Lieut. Col. John G. Butler, Ordnance Department, August 16, 

ister as ‘‘ John Baxter, jr.’’), quartermaster, August 15, 1903, vice | 1908. vice Kress appointed brigadier-general. 

Miller, promoted. : : 


Capt. Moses G. Zalinski, quartermaster, August 17, 1903, vice 4 To be lieutenant-colonels. 
Jones, promoted. Maj. Charles S. Smith, Ordnance Department, April 5, 1903, 
SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. : vice Varney, retired from active service. 


Lieut. Col. William L. Alexander, deputy commissary-general, | aia Department, August 1, 1908, 


to be assistant commissary-general with the rank of colonel, July | Mai. Frank Heath. Ord eD t t. A t 16. 1908. vice 
27. 1908, vice Woodruff, appointed brigadier-general. Butler, sauinobed. ee yee mp ~ 


Maj. James N. Allison, commissary, to be deputy commissary- 


general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, July 27, 1903, vice To be majors. 


Alexander, promoted. Capt. pene L. Bruff, Ordnance Department, April 5, 1903, 
Capt. William H. Hart, commissary, to be commissa ith the | Vice Smith, promoted. 
caahat cater Sale 97. 1903 vice Allison, counted. Te ? Capt. Charles H. Clark, Ordnance Department, August 1, 1903, 
: : ; vice Blunt, promoted. 
MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 


Capt. Frank E. Hobbs, Ordnance Department, August 16, 1903, 





To be assistant surgeons-general with the rank of colonel. vice Heath, promoted. 

Lieut. Col. Philip F. Harvey, deputy surgeon-general, August | To be captains. 
6, 1903, vice Cleary, appointed brigadier-general. | First Lieut. John H. Rice, Ordnance Department, April 5, 1908, 

Lieut. Col. Charles B. Byrne, deputy surgeon-general, August | vice Bruff, promoted. 
9, 1903, vice De Witt, appointed brigadier-general. | First Lieut. David M. King, Ordnance Department, August 1, 

Lieut. Col. Timothy E. Wilcox, deputy surgeon-general, Sep- | 1903, vice Clark, promoted. 
tember 22, 1903, vice Lippincott, retired from active service. First Lieut. Thales L. Ames, Ordnance Department, August 16, 
To be deputy surgeons-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel. | 1903, vice Hobbs, promoted. 

Maj. George H. Torney, surgeon, August 6, 1903, vice Harvey, SIGNAL CORRS. 
promoted. To be captains. 

Maj. Louis W. Crampton, surgeon, August 9, 1903, vice Byrne, | First Lieut. Walter L. Clarke, Signal Corps, March 2, 1903, vice 
promoted. ’ _ | Greene, promoted. 

Maj. Edwin F. Gardner, surgeon, September 22, 1903, vice Wil- | First Lieut. Basil O. Lenoir, Signal Corps, March 2, 1903, vice 
cox, promoted. Reber, promoted. 

To be surgeons with the rank of major. First Lieut. William Mitchell, Signal Corps, March 2, 1903, vice 


“173 iil ; | Squier, promoted. 
Capt. William F. Lippitt, assistant surgeon, March 18, 1903, | °4™ : . 
vice Gorgas, spetnted aetna waryocm-quheral. | Mi | pe. edge tn he oe Signal Corps, March 2, 1903, 
Capt. Merritte W. Ireland, assistant surgeon, August 3, 3, | ns ee : : 
vice Ton Eyck, retired from active service. First Lieut. Charles S. Wallace, Signal Corps, March 2, 1903, to 


Capt. George M. Wells, assistant surgeon, August 6, 1903, vice | fill an original vacancy. 


Torney, promoted | First pn S. Gibbs, Signal Corps, March 2, 1903, to 
ok” -O Rr . :, | fill an original vacancy. 
ian ae re ee ee em vee | First Lieut. Charles de F. Chandler, Signal Corps, March 2, 
Capt. Henry A. Shaw, assistant surgeon, September 22, 1903, | 1903, to fill an original vacancy. 
vice Gardner, promoted. CAVALRY ARM. 
PAY DEPARTMENT. To be colonels. 
To be paymasters with the rank of major. Lieut. Col. John B. Kerr, United States Cavalry, assistant ad- 


jutant-general, March 30, 1903, vice Forbush, Twelfth Cavalry, 
retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. Joseph H. Dorst, Twelfth Cavalry, April 15, 1903, 
vice Woodson, Third Cavalry, appointed brigadier-general. 


Capt. Robert 8S. Smith, paymaster, February 19, 1903, vice | 
Tucker, promoted. : 
Capt. Seymour Howell, paymaster, June 25, 1903, vice New- 


bold, retired from active service. Lieut. Col. George S. Anderson, Sixth Cavalry, April 18, 1903, 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. vice Rucker, Eighth Cavalry, appointed brigadier-general. 
To be colonels. Lieut. Col. Earl D. Thomas, Thirteenth Cavalry, April 19, 1903, 


; . : ; vice Baldwin, Seventh Cavalry, appointed brigadier-general. 
Lieut. Col. David P. Heap, Corps of Engineers, April 13, 1908, | Lieut. Col. Martin B. Hughes, Tenth Cavalry, August 5, 1903, 
vice Smith, = brigadier-general. ; vice Wells, First Cavalry, appointed brigadier-general. 
Lieut. Col. William A. Jones, Corpsof Engineers, April 21,1903, |  Lient, Col. Clarence A. Stedman, Fourth Cavalry, August 16, 


vice Hains, appointed brigadier-general. 1908, vice Cooper, Fifth Cavalry, appointed brigadier-general. 
To be lieutenant-colonels. Lieut. Col. Edgar Z. Steever, United States Cavalry, assistant 

Maj. Ernest H. Ruffner, Corps of Engineers, April 13, 1903, | adjutant-general, August 17, 1903, vice Carr, Fourth Cavalry, 
vice Heap, promoted. appointed brigadier-general. 

Maj. Clinton B. Sears, Corps of Engineers, April 21, 1903, vice To be lieutenant-colonels, 
Jones, promoted. : Maj. George F. Chase, Seventh Cavalry, April 15, 1908, vice 

To be majors. Dorst, Twelfth Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. George A. Zinn, Corps of Engineers, April 13, 1903, vice Maj. William H. Beck, Eighth Cavalry, —_ 15, 1908, vice 

Ruffner, promoted. Steever, Third Cavalry, detailed as assistant adjutant-general, 








1903. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


189 





Maj. Peter S. Bomus, First Cavalry, April 18, 1903, vice Ander- 
son, Sixth Cavalry, promoted. 

Maj. James Parker, United States Cavalry, assistant adjutant- 
—— April 19, 1903, vice Thomas, Thirteenth Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 

Maj. Joseph Garrard, Ninth Cavalry, April 22, 1903, vice Sprole, 
First Cavalry, deceased. 

Maj. Frank U. Robinson, Second Cavalry, May 25, 1903, vice 
West, Fifth Cavalry, detailed as inspector-general. 

Maj. Otto L. Hein, Third Cavalry, August 5, 1903, vice Hughes, 
Tenth Cavalry, promoted. 

Maj. George H. Paddock, Fifth Cavalry, August 16, 1903, vice 
Stedman, Fourth Cavalry, promoted. 

Maj. Samuel W. Fountain, United States Cavalry, assistant 
adjutant-general, August 26, 1903, vice Parker, Thirteenth Cav- 
alry, detailed as assistant adjutant-general. 


To be majors. 


Capt. Curtis B. Hoppin, Second Cavalry, March 23, 1903, vice 
Craig, Fifteenth Cavalry, retired from active service. 

Capt, Loyd S. McCormick. United States Cavalry, commissary, 
April 15, 1908, vice Chase, Seventh Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Henry L. Ripley, Third Cavalry, April 15, 1903, vice Beck, 
Eighth Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Jacob G. Galbraith, First Cavalry, April 18, 1903, vice 
Bomus, First Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. James B. Erwin, Fourth Cavalry, April 22, 1903, vice Gar- 
rard, Ninth Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. George H. Morgan, Third Cavalry, April 27, 1903, vice 
Gale, Ninth Cavalry, detailed as inspector-general. 

Capt. Daniel H. Boughton, Third Cavalry, May 25, 1903, vice 
Robinson, Second Cava ry promoted. 

Capt. Horatio G. Sickel, Seventh Cavalry, July 16, 1903, vice 
Hare, Twelfth Cavalry, retired from active service. 

Capt. Andrew G. Hammond, Eighth Cavalry, August 5, 1903, 
vice Hein, Third Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Franklin O. Johnson, Third Cavalry, August 16, 1903, 
vice Paddock, Fifth Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Herbert J. Slocum, United States Cavalry, quartermaster, 
August 26, 1903, vice Swift, First Cavalry, detailed as assistant | 
adjutant-general. 

To be captains. 


First. Lieut. Robert B. Powers, Seventh Cavalry, March 23, 
1903, viee Hoppin, Second Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Francis H. Pope, Second Cavalry, April 4, 1903, 
vice Merillat, Fifteenth Cavalry, retired from active service. 

First Lieut. Matthew E. Hanna, Second Cavalry, April 15, 1903, | 





vice Ripley, Third Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. George E. Mitchell, Seventh Cavalry, April 17, 1903. 
vice Hawkins, Thirteenth Cavalry, detailed as commissary. 

First Lieut. Pierce A. Murphy, Seventh Cavalry, April 18, 1903, | 
vice Galbraith, First Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Frederick T. Arnold, Fourth Cavalry, April 
1903, vice Erwin, Fourth Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. James N. Munro, Fourteenth Cavalry, April 
1903, vice Morgan, Third Cavalry, promoted. | 

First Lieut. William S. Valentine, Second Cavalry, May 15, 1908, | 
vice Overton, Fifteenth Cavalry, deceased. 

First Lieut. Henry C. Smither, First Cavalry, May 17, 1903, vice 
Summerlin, Fifth Cavalry, resigned. 

First Lieut. Roy B. eee Seventh Cavalry, May 25, 1903, | 
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vice Boughton, Third Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Thomas A. Roberts, Tenth Cavalry, July 16, 1903, 
vice Sickel, Seventh Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Edgar A. Sirmyer, Tenth Cavalry, August 5, 1903, 
vice Hammond, Eighth Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Frank R. McCoy, Tenth Cavalry, August 16, 1903, 
vice Johnson, Third Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Chalmers G. Hall, Fifth Cavalry, September 19, | 
1908, vice Fenton, Thirteenth Cavalry, detailed as paymaster. 

First Lieut. Clarence R. Day, Fourteenth Cavalry, September 
28, 1903, vice Fleming, Fifth Cavalry, detailed as quartermaster. 


To be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut. George F. Bailey, Eighth Cavalry, February 25, 
1903, vice Orton, Second Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Robert Sterrett, Fourth Cavalry, March 1, 1903, 
vice Morrow, Ninth Cavalry, appointed judge-advocate. 

Second Lieut. William B. Renzichausen, Fifth Cavalry, March 
28, 1908, vice Powers, Seventh Cavalry, promoted. : 

Second Lieut. Kyle Rucker, Fourteenth Cavalry, April 4, 1903, 
vice Pope, Second Cavalry, promoted. , 

Second Lieut. George Garity, Second Cavalry, April 15, 1903, 
vice Hanna, Second Cavalry, promoted. 

Second. Lieut. Emory S."West, Sixth Cavalry, April 17, 1903; 
vice Mitchell, Seventh Cavalry, promoted. 


Second Lieut. Ralph C. Caldwell, Eleventh Cavalry, April 18, 
1903, vice rn: Seren Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. rge M. Lee, Seventh Cavalry, April 22, 1903, 
vice Arnold, Fourth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Eben Swift, jr., Fifth Cavalry, April 27, 1903, 
vice Munro, Fourteenth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edgar N. Coffey, Twelfth Cavalry, May 15, 1903, 
vice Valentine, Second Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. James S. Butler, Twelfth Cavalry, May 17, 1903, 
vice Smither, First Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Solomon L. Jeffers, Twelfth Cavalry, May 25, 
1903, vice Harper, Seventh Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Henry 8. Terrell, Eighth Cavalry, July 16, 1903, 
vice Roberts, Tenth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Albert E. Phillips, Eighth Cavalry, August 5, 
1903, vice Sirmyer, Tenth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Granville R. Fortescue, Fourth Cavalry, August 
16, 1903, vice McCoy, Tenth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John Alden Degen, Fourth Cavalry, September 
17, 1903, vice Brees, Twelfth Cavalry, detailed in the Signal Corps. 

Second Lieut. Arthur N. Pickel, Twelfth Cavalry, September 
17, 1903, vice Johnston, Fifteenth Cavalry, detailed in the Signal 
Corps. 

Second Lieut. Brice P. Disque, Fifth Cavalry, September 17, 
1903, vice Hemphill, Third Cavalry, detailed in the Signal Corps. 

Second Lieut. Alvin 8. Perkins, Eleventh Cavalry, September 
17, 1903, vice Butler, First Cavalry, detailed in the Signal Corps, 

Second Lieut Robert M. Barton, Ninth Cavalry, September 19, 
1908, vice Hall, Fifth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Walter J. Scott, Tenth Cavalry, September 28, 
1903, vice Day, Fourteenth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Richard W. Walker, Eighth Cavalry, October 
15, 1903, vice Foley, Fifth Cavalry, dismissed. 


ARTILLERY CORPS, 
To be colonels. 


Lieut. Col. Abner H. Merrill, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903, 
vice Rawles, appointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. William Ennis, Artillery Corps, assistant adjutant- 
general, April 17, 1903, vice Myrick, appointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. George S. Grimes, Artillery Corps, July 19, 1903, 
vice Vose, retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. John M. K. Davis, Artillery Corps, July 28, 1903, 
vice Haskin, appointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Benjamin K. Roberts, Artillery Corps, August 3, 
1908, vice Smith, appointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. James O’Hara (since retired from active service), 
Artillery Corps, August 4, 1903, vice Rodney, appointed brigadier- 
general. 

Lieut. Col. Asher C. Taylor, Artillery Corps, August 10, 1908, 
vice Woodruff, appointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Henry W. Hubbell, Artillery Corps, August 10, 1903, 
vice Kinzie, appointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Coi. William F. Stewart, Artillery Corps, August 11, 
1903, vice Tiernon, appointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Anthony W. Vogdes, Artillery Corps, November 1, 
1903, vice O’ Hara, retired from active service. 


To be lieutenant-colonels. 


Maj. Ephraim T. C. Richmond, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903, 
vice Merrill, promoted. 

Maj. Ramsay D. Potts, Artillery Corps, inspector-general, July 
19, 1903, vice Grimes, promoted. 

Maj. Elbridge R. Hills, Artillery Corps, July 28, 1903, vice 
Davis, promoted. 

Maj. Sydney W. Taylor, Artillery Corps, assistant adjutant- 
general, July 31, 1903, vice Hills, detailed as assistant adjutant- 
general. 

Maj. Charles Humphreys, Artillery Corps, August 3, 1903, vice 
Roberts, promoted. 

Maj. Luigi Lomia, Artillery Corps, August 4, 1903, vice O’Hara, 


| promoted. 


Maj. Alexander D. Schenck, Artillery Corps, August 10, 1903, 


vice Taylor, promoted. 


Maj. Sedgwick Pratt, Artillery Corps, August 10, 1903, vice 


Hubbell, promoted. 


Maj. John McClellan, Artillery Corps, August 11, 1903, vice 


Stewart. promoted. 


Maj. Harry R. Anderson, Artillery Corps, August 14, 1903, vice 


Taylor, detailed as assistant adjutant-general. 


Maj. Robert H. Patterson, Artillery Corps, November 1, 1903, 


vice Vogdes, promoted. 


To be majors. 
Capt. Henry H. Ludlow, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903, vice 


Richmond, promoted. 
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Capt. William R. Hamilton, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903, vice 
Best, deceased. 

Capt. Charles W. Foster, Artillery Corps, July 28, 1908, vice 
Hills, promoted. 

Capt. Clarence Deems, Artillery Corps, July 81, 1903, vice 
Hoskins, detailed as inspector-general. 

Capt. John V. White, Artillery Corps, August 3, 1903, vice 
Humphreys, promoted. 

Capt. Erasmus M. Weaver, Artillery Corps, August 4, 1903, vice 
Lomia, promoted. 

Capt. Eli D. Hoyle, Artillery Corps, August 10, 1903, vice 
Schenck, promoted. 

Capt. Granger Adams, Artillery Corps, August 10, 1903, vice 
Pratt, promoted. 

Capt. Frederick Marsh, Artillery Corps, August 11, 1903, vice 
McClellan, promoted. 

Capt. Charles G. Woodward, Artillery Corps, August 14, 1903, 
vice Anderson, promoted. 

Capt. Edward E. Gayle, Artillery Corps, August 14, 1903, vice 
White, detailed as assistant adjutant-general. 

Capt. Hamilton Rowan, Artillery Corps, November 1, 1903, vice 
Patterson, promoted. 

To be captains. 


First Lieut. Percy P. Bishop, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903, 
vice Ludlow, promoted. 


First Lieut. Henry J. Hatch, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903, . 


vice Hamilton, promoted. 

First Lieut. Elmer J. Wallace, Artillery Corps, May 2, 1908, 
vice Nugent, detailed as quartermaster. 

First Lieut. William F. Hase, Artillery Corps, July 28, 1903, 
vice Foster, promoted. 

First Lieut. William R. Doores, Artillery Corps, July 31, 1903, 
vice Bridgman, retired from active service. 


First Lieut. Alfred A. Starbird, Artillery Corps, July 31, 1903, | 


vice Deems, promoted. 

First Lieut. James F. Howell, Artillery Corps, August 3, 1903, 
vice White, promoted. 

First Lieut. John C. Goodfellow, Artillery Corps, August 4, 
1903, vice Weaver, promoted. 

First Lieut. John T. Geary, Artillery Corps, August 10, 1903, 
vice Hoyle, promoted. 

First 
Adams, promoted. 

First Lieut. Morrell M. Mills, August 11, 1903, vice Marsh, pro- 
moted. 


First Lieut. Charles R. Lloyd, jr., Artillery Corps, August 14, | 


1903, vice Woodward, promoted. 
First Lieut. Edward Carpenter, Artillery Corps, August 14, 
1903, vice Gayle, promoted. 


1903, vice Chase, detailed as paymaster. 


First Lieut. Oliver L. Spaulding, jr., Artillery Corps, August | 


27, 1903, vice Bottoms, detailed as commissary. 
First Lieut. Hanson B. Black, Artillery Corps, Ordnance De- 
partment, August 27, 1903, vice Cole, detailed as quartermaster. 
First Lieut. Conrad H. Lanza, Artillery Corps, November 1, 
1903, vice Rowan, promoted. 


To be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut. Allan Lefort, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903, vice | 


Bishop, promoted. ; 
Second Lieut. Joseph Matson, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903 
vice Hatch, promoted. 


Second Lieut. Jesse G. Langdon, Artillery Corps, May 2, 1903, | 


vice Wallace, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Francis H. Lincoln, Artillery Corps, June 2, 1903, 
vice McCoach, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Daniel F. Craig, Artillery Corps, July 28, 1903, 
vice Hase, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Robert B. Mitchell, Artillery Corps, July 31, 
1903, vice Starbird, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William H. Wilson, Artillery Corps, August 3, 
1903, vice Howell, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edward D. Powers, Artillery Corps, August 4, 
1903, vice Goodfellow, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Nathan J. Shelton, Artillery Corps, August 7, 
1903, vice Gignoux, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Charles E. N. Howard, Artillery Corps, August 
10, 1903, vice Geary, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edwin C. Long, Artillery Corps, August 10, 1903, 
vice Scott, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Augustus B. Warfield, Artillery Corps, August 
11, 1903, vice Mills, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Howard L. Landers, Artillery Corps, August 14, 
1903, vice Lloyd, promoted. 


ieut. Guy T. Scott, Artillery Corps, August 10, 1903, vice | 
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Second Lieut. Claudius M. Seaman, Artillery Corps, August 14, 
1903, vice Carpenter, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Hugh J. B. McElgin, Artillery Corps, August 27, 
1903, vice Merriam, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Arthur L. Fuller, Artillery Corps, August 27, 
1903, vice Spaulding, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Francis H. Lomax, Artillery Corps, September 
20, 1903, vice Green, deceased. 

Second Lieut. William H. Burt, Artillery Corps, November 1, 
1903, vice Lanza, promoted. 

INFANTRY ARM. 
To be colonels. 

Lieut. Col. John J. O’Connell, Third Infantry, April 20, 1903, 
vice Rogers, Thirtieth Infantry, emcee brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Samuel R. Whitall, Twenty-seventh Infantry, July 
26, 1903, vice Page, Third Infantry, appointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. James Regan, Ninth Infantry, July 29, 1903, vice 
Miner, Sixth Infantry, appointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. John B. an (since retired from active serv- 
ice), Tenth Infantry, July 30, 1903, vice Sanno, Eighteenth In- 


| fantry, appointed brigadier-general. 


Lieut. Col. Harry L. Haskell, Twelfth Infantry, July 31, 1903, 
vice Robe, Ninth Infantry, appointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Daniel Cornman, Twenty-fourth Infantry, August 
8, eee vice Coolidge, Seventh Infantry, appointed brigadier- 
general. 

Lieut. Col. Charles B. Hall, Thirtieth Infantry, August 8, 1903, 
vice Roberts, Second Infantry, appointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Joseph W. Duncan, Thirteenth Infantry, August 9, 
1903, vice Thompson, Twenty-third Infantry, appointed brigadier- 


| general. 


Lieut. Col. Henry Wygant, Sixth Infantry, August 11, 1903, 
vice Miller, Twenty-second Infantry, appointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Francis W. Mansfield, First Infantry, August 12, 
1903, _ Craigie, Seventeenth Infantry, appointed brigadier- 
general. 

Lieut. Col. P. Henry Ray, Eighth Infantry, August 12, 1903, 
vice Bowman, Twenty-fifth Infantry appointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Benjamin C. Lockwood, Twenty-ninth Infantry, 
August 13, 1903, vice Rice, Nineteenth Infantry, appointed briga- 
dier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Philip Reade, Twenty-third Infantry, August 13, 
1903, = Penney, Twenty-ninth Infantry, appointed brigadier- 
general. 

Lieut. Col. John T. Van Orsdale, Seventeenth Infantry, August 
14, — vice Chance, Fourth Infantry, appointed brigadier- 
general. 

Lieut. Col. James A. Buchanan, Eleventh Infantry, August 14, 


| 1903, vice Forbes, 7 . igadier- 
Firet Licut. Henry M. Merriam, Artillery Corps, August 27, | vice Forbes, Twenty-seventh Infantry, appointed brigadier 


general. 

Lieut. Col. Joseph F. Huston, Nineteenth Infantry, August 15, 
1908, vice Matile, Twenty-fourth Infantry, appointed brigadier- 
general. 

Lieut. Col. William H. W. James, Twenty-fifth Infantry, 


| October 31, 1903, vice Rodman, Twenty-fifth Infantry, retired 
| from active service. 


To be lieutenant-colonels. 
Maj. Leven C. Allen, Sixteenth Infantry, March 15, 1903, vice 
Baldwin, Sixteenth Infantry, deceased. 
Maj. James E. Macklin, Eleventh Infantry, April 20, 1903, vice 


| O’Connell, Third Infantry, promoted. 


Maj. William L. Pitcher, Eighth Infantry, May 25, 1903, vice 
Williams, Twenty-eighth Infantry, detailed as inspector-general. 

Maj. Herbert 8S. Foster, Twelfth Infantry, July 26, 1908, vice 
Whitall, Twenty-seventh Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. John C. Dent, Twenty-fourth Infantry, July 29, 1903, vice 


| Regan, Ninth Infantry, promoted. 


Maj. George K. McGunnegle, Twenty-sixth Infantry, July 30, 
1903, vice Rodman, Tenth Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. Edgar B. Robertson, Ninth infantry, July 31, 1903, vice 
Haskell, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. Charles A. Booth, Seventeenth Infantry. August 8, 1903, 
vice Cornman, Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. Henry A. Greene, United States Infantry, assistant adju- 
tant-general, August 8, 1903, vice Hall, Thirtieth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Maj. Edwin B. Bolton, Twenty-fourth Infantry, August 9, 
1908, vice Duncan, Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. JamesS. Pettit. United States Infantry, inspector-general, 
August 11, 1903, vice Wygant, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. Charles L. Hodges, Twenty-third Infantry, August 12, 
1903, vice Mansfield, First Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. Robert H. R. Loughborough, Sixth Infantry, August 12, 
1903, vice Ray, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 





1903. 
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Maj. John G. Ballance, United States Infantry, assistant adju- 
tant-general, August 18, 1903, vice Lockwood, Twenty-ninth In- 
fantry, promoted. . 

Maj. Frank Taylor, Fifteenth Infantry, August 13, 1903, vice 
Reade, Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. Richard T. Yeatman, Twenty-second Infantry, August 14, 
1908, vice Van Orsdale, Seventeenth Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. Thomas F. Davis, Twenty-eighth Infantry, August 14, 
1903, vice Buchanan, Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. Daniel H. Brush, Twenty-fifth Infantry, August 15, 1903, 
vice Huston, Nineteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. Charles J. Crane, United States Infantry, assistant adju- 
tant-general, August 21, 1903, vice Pettit, detailed assistant ad- 
jutant-general. 

Maj. Hobart K. Bailey, United States Infantry, inspector- 
general, October 31, 1903, vice James, Twenty-fifth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

To be majors. 


Capt. John Newton, Sixteenth Infantry, March 15, 1903, vice 
Allen, Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Samuel W. Dunning, Sixteenth Infantry, March 19, 1903, 
= vering, Twenty-ninth Infantry, detailed as inspector-gen- 
eral. 

Capt. Joseph M. T. Partello, Twenty-third Infantry, April 17, 
1903, vice Febiger, Seventh Infantry, detailed as inspector-general. 

Capt. Lewis H. Strother, Twenty-sixth Infantry, April 20, 1903, 
vice Macklin, Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Francis P. Fremont, Second Infantry, May 25, 1903, vice 
Pitcher, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Charles M. Truitt, Twenty-eighth Infantry, June 23, 1903, 
vice Edwards, Twenty-third Infantry, retired from active service. 

Capt. George Bell, jr., Fifteenth Infantry, July 26, 1903, vice 
Foster, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 


Capt. Charles J. T. Clarke, Tenth Infantry, July 29, 1903, vice | 


Dent, Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Warren H. Cowles, Twenty-fourth Infantry, July 30, 1903, 
vice McGunnegle, Twenty-sixth Infantry. promoted. 

Capt. John 8. Parke, jr., Twenty-first Infantry, July 31, 1903, 
vice Robertson, Ninth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Frank B. McCoy, Seventeenth Infantry, August 8, 1903, 
vice Booth, Seventeenth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Elias Chandler, First Infantry, August 9, 1903, vice Bol- 
ton, Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. 


Capt. Charles R. Noyes, Ninth Infantry, August 12, 1903, vice , 


Hodges, Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Charles W. Abbott, jr., Twelfth Infantry, August 12, 
1903, vice Loughborough, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Richard M. Blatchford, Eleventh Infantry, August 13, 
1903, vice Taylor, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. John H. Beacom, Sixth Infantry, August 14, 1903, vice 
Yeatman, Twenty-second Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Willis T. May (heretofore borne as ‘‘ Will T. May’’), 


Fifteenth Infantry, August 14, 1908, vice Davis, Twenty-eighth | 


Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. 
1903, vice Nichols, Twenty-first Infantry, detailed as inspector- 
general, 

Capt. Lawrence J. Hearn, Twenty-first Infantry, August 15, 
1903, vice Brush, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Walter K. Wright, Seventh Infantry, August 26, 1903, 
vice en Twentieth Infantry, detailed as assistant adjutant- 
general. 

Capt. Charles B. Hardin, Eighteenth Infantry, August 26, 1903, 
vice ae, Twenty-fifth Infantry, detailed as assistant adjutant- 
general. 

Capt. Edwin P. Pendleton, Twenty-third Infantry, August 26, 


1903, vice Dunning, Twenty-ninth Infantry, detailed as assistant | 


adjutant-general. 

Capt. Harry A. Leonhaeuser, Twenty-fifth Infantry, September 
8, 1903, vice Liggett, Twenty-first Infantry, detailed as assistant 
adjutant-general. 

To be captains. 


First Lieut. G. Maury Crallé, Twentieth Infantry, March 15, 
1903, vice Newton, Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Joseph F. Gohn, Fourteenth Infantry, March 19, 
1903, vice Dunning, Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. James H. Bradford, jr., Nineteenth Infantry, April 
17, 1903, vice Partello, Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. David L. Stone, Twenty-second Infantry, April 20, 
1903, vice Strother, Twenty-sixth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Alfred W. Bjornstad, Twenty-ninth Infantry, May 
1, 1908, vice McKenna, Twenty-eighth Infantry, resigned. 

First Lieut. Patrick A. Connolly, Twenty-first Infantry, May 
25, 1903, vice Dowdy, Twenty-sixth Infantry, retired from active 
service, 


Henry W. Hovey, Twenty-fourth Infantry, August 14, | 


First Lieut. John B. Schoeffel, Ninth Infantry, May 25, 1902, 
vice Fremont, Second Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Walter T. Bates, Twenty-sixth Infantry, June 2, 
oo i Shuttleworth, Twenty-seventh Infantry, detailed as 
qua r. 

First Lieut. Englebert G. Ovenshine, Sixteenth Infantry, June 
23, 1903, vice Truitt, Twenty-eighth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Percy M. Cochran, Nineteenth Infantry, July 26, 
1908, vice Bell, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. ae N. Bomford, Sixth Infantry, July 29, 1903, 
vice Clarke, Tenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Benjamin P. Nicklin, Ninth Infantry, July 29, 1903, 
vice Hodges, Twenty-second Infantry, detailed as quartermaster. 

First Lieut. John W. French, Twenty-fifth Infantry, July 30, 
1903, vice Cowles, Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Cromwell Stacey, Thirtieth Infantry, July 31, 1903, 
vice Parke, Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. William A. Cavenaugh, Eighth Infantry, August 
7, 1903, vice Hart, Seventeenth Infantry, detailed as quarter- 
master. 

First Lieut. George M. Grimes, Twentieth Infantry, August 8, 
1903, vice McCoy, Seventeenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Thomas R. Harker, Fifteenth Infantry, August 9, 
1903, vice Chandler, First Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. John F. Wilkinson, Sixth Infantry, August 12, 
1903, vice Noyes, Ninth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Frank D. Wickham, Twelfth Infantry, August 12, 
1903, vice Abbot, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. William B. Folwell, First Infantry, August 13, 
1903, vice Blatchford, Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Bryan Conrad, Fifteenth Infantry, August 14, 1903, 
vice Beacom, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. William K. Naylor, Ninth Infantry, August 14, 
1903, vice May, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 
| First Lieut. William H. Oury, Twelfth Infantry, August 14, 
| 1903, vice Hovey, Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. 
| First Lieut. Austin F. Prescott, Seventh Infantry, August 15, 
| 1903, vice Hearn, Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Edgar A. Fry, Thirteenth Infantry, August 15, 1903, 

| vice Brown, Fourth Infantry, deceased. 

| First Lieut. Harry A. Eaton, Eighth Infantry, August 22,1903, 
vice Weigel, Eleventh Infantry, detailed as quartermaster. 

First Lieut. Campbell King, First Infantry, August 26, 1903, 
vice Wright, Seventh Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Tenney Ross, Third Infantry, August 26, 1903, vice 
Hardin, Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. George C. Martin, Second Infantry, August 26, 
1903, vice Pendleton, Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Robert O. Van Horn, Twelfth Infantry, August 27, 
| 1903, vice Creary, Twelfth Infantry, detailed as paymaster. 
| First Lieut. Ezekiel J. Wflliams, Fifth Infantry, September 3, 
| 1903, vice Leonhaeuser, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Moor N. Falls, Twelfth Infantry, September 14, 
1903, vice Perry, Thirtieth Infantry, retired from active service. 

First Lieut. Joseph W. Glidden, Nineteenth Infantry, Septem- 
| ber 23, 1903, vice Lowe, Twenty-fifth Infantry, retired from ac- 
tive service. 

First Lieut, John R. R. Hannay, Twenty-second Infantry, Sep- 
tember 28, 1903, vice Wren, Seventeenth Infantry, detailed ar 
quartermaster. 





To be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut. Franklin S. Leisenring, Eleventh Infantry, Fe 
ruary 4, 1903, vice Ridenour, Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles F. Andrews, Seventh Infantry, February 
10, 1903, vice Humphrey, Seventeenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Allan L. Briggs, Seventh Infantry, February 18, 
1903, vice Enochs, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Solomon B. West, Twenty-second Infantry, Feb- 
| ruary 28, 1908, vice Comer, Twenty-fifth Infantry, resigned. 

Second Lieut. William M. True, Sixteenth Infantry, March 4, 
1903, vice Maxey, Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. James M. Petty, Twentieth Infantry, March 15, 
1903, vice Crallé, Twentieth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Martin Novak, Nineteenth Infantry, March 19, 
1903, vice Gohn, Fourteenth Infantry, promoted. 





Second Lieut. John B. Shuman, Twenty-eighth Infantry, April 
10, 1903, vice Densmore, Tenth Infantry, dismissed. 
Second Lieut. Charles G. Lawrence, Fifteenth Infantry, April 
11, 1903, vice Campbell, Twenty-first Infantry, dismissed. 
Second Lieut. Frederic G. Kellond, Nineteenth Infantry, April 
| 17, 1903, vice Bradford, Nineteenth Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. William P. Kitts, Twenty-first Infantry, April 


20, 1903, vice Stone, Twenty-second Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Eugene P. Crowne, Fourth Infantry, May 1, 1903, 
vice Bjornstad, Twenty-ninth Infantry, promoted. 
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Second Lieut. Henry M. Fales, Twenty-first Infantry, May 7, 
1903, vice Fauikner, Eighth Infantry, resigned. 

Second Lieut. William C. Fitzpatrick, event Infantry, May 
25, 1903, vice Connolly, Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Herbert L. Evans, Ninth Infantry, May 25, 1903, 
vice Schoeffel, Ninth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Walter Harvey, Sixteenth Infantry, June 2, 1903, 
vice Bates, Twenty-sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frank B. Davis, Fifth Infantry, June 23, 1903, 
vice Ovenshine, Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Harry D. Mitchell, Sixteenth Infantry, July 23, 
1903, vice Dunn, Eleventh Infantry, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Ode C. Nichols, Fourth Infantry, July 25, 1903, 
vice Bushfield, Seventeenth Infantry, dismissed. 

Second Lieut. Kirwin T. Smith, Sixth Infantry, July 26, 1903, 
vice Cochran, Nineteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William W. Bessell, Twenty-sixth Infantry, July 
29, 1903, vice Bomford, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frank C. Burnett, Tenth Infantry, July 29, 1903, 
vice Nicklin, Ninth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Collin H. Ball, Twenty-third Infantry, July 30, 
1903, vice French, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. A. Owen Seaman, Elev enth Infantry, July 31, 
1903, vice Stacey, Thirtieth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Clifford U. Leonori, Twenty-first Infantry, Au- 
gust 5, 1903, vice Valentine, Fourth Infantry, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin H. Pope, Eighth Infantry, August 7 
1903, vice Cavenaugh, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Julian L. Dodge, Twenty-fifth Infantry, August 
8, 1903, vice Grimes, Twentieth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Herman Glade, Fourth Infantry, August 9, 1903, 
vice Harker, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frank 8S. Bowen, Sixth Infantry, August 12, 1903, 
vice Wilkinson, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Ward Dabney, First Infantry (subject to exami- 
nation required by law), August 12, 1903, vice Wickham, Twelfth 
Infantry. promoted. 

Second Lieut. Paul M. Goodrich, Ninth Infantry, August 13, 
1903, vice Folwell, First Infantry, promoted. 


1903, vice Conrad, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William W. Taylor, jr., Twenty-second Infantry, 
August 14, 1908, vice Naylor, Ninth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Russell C. Hand, Tenth Infantry, August 14, 
1903, vice Oury, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 


Second Lieut. Henry A. Bell, Twenty-second Infantry, August | 


15, 1903, vice Prescott, Seventh Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Bruno T. Scher, Fifth Infantry, August 15, 1903, 
vice Fry, Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 


Second Lieut. George A. Herbst, Twenty-third Infantry, August | 


22, 1903, vice Eaton. Eighth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Philip J. Lauber, Twenty-fifth Infantry, August 
26, 1903, vice King, First Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Thomas M. Hunter, Tenth Infantry, August 26, 
1903, vice Ross, Third Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Gad Morgan, Fifteenth Infantry, August 26, 1903, 
vice Martin, Second Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Elverton E. Fuller, Twelfth Infantry, August 27, 
1903, vice Van Horn, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William S. Neely, Twenty-second Infantry, Sep- 
tember 3, 1903, vice Williams, Fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frank H. Adams, Sixteenth Infantry, September 
14, 1903, vice Falls, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. George C. Lewis, Third Infantry, September 17, 
1903, vice Voris, Eighth Infantry, detailed in Signal Co 

Second Lieut. William H. Patterson, Tenth Infantry, September 
17, 1908, vice Kumpe, Twenty-eighth Infantry, detailed in Signal 
Corps. 

Second Lieut. David A. Lindsay, First Infantry, September 17, 
1903, vice Jeunet, First Infantry, detailed in Signal Corps. 

Second Lieut. Leonard J. Mygatt, Nineteenth Infantry, Sep- 
tember 17, 1903, vice Goodale, Nineteenth Infantry, detailed in 
Signal Corps. 

Second Lieut. Elliott M. Norton, Sixth Infantry, September 17, 
1903, vice Briggs, Fourteenth Infantry, detailed in Signal Corps. 

Second Lieut. Roscoe H. Hearn, Sixteenth Infantry, September 
a 1903, vice Fitzpatrick, Ninth Infantry, detailed in Signal 

rps. 

Second Lieut. Nels Anderson, Seventh Infantry, September 23, 

1903, vice Glidden, Nineteenth Infantry, promoted. 


INFANTRY ARM. 


George A. Detchemendy, late captain, Twenty-second Infantry, 
United States Army, to be captain of infantry, May 9, 1903, 
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TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS, 
Corps of Engineers, 
. Cadet Douglas MacArthur, 
. Cadet Charles T. Leeds. 
. Cadet Harold C. Fiske. ~~ 
. Cadet Max C. Tyler. 
. Cadet Ulysses S. Grant, 3d. 
. Cadet Julian L. Schley. 
. Cadet William H. Rose. 
. Cadet Ferdinand Williams. 
. Cadet Richard GC. Moore, 
. Cadet Lewis M. Adams. 
Cavalry Arm, 
. Cadet Charles Telford. 
. Cadet Levi G. Brown. 
. Cadet William M. Nichols. 
. Cadet Olan C. Aleshire. 
. Cadet Emil P. Laurson. 
. Cadet Frederick E. Shnyder. 
. Cadet Thomas F. Van Natta, jr. 
. Cadet James A. Mars. 
. Cadet George L. Morrison, 
. Cadet Orville N. Tyler. 
7. Cadet James A. Shannon, 
38. Cadet Allan M. Pope. 
. Cadet Reynolds J. Powers. 
3. Cadet John C. Montgomery. 
. Cadet James S. Jones. 
. Cadet Edward M. Zell. 
. Cadet Dorsey R. Rodney. 
52. Cadet Alexander M. Milton, 
58. Cadet Hugh S. Johnson. 
61. Cadet Carl Boyd. 
63. Cadet Stephen W. Winfree. 
64. Cadet Ephraim F. Graham. 
Thomas L. Sherburne, of Louisiana, late second lientenant, 
| United States Army, July 16, 1903, vice Caldwell, Eleventh Cav- 


| alry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Frank H. Kalde, Eighth Infantry, August 14, | 


Artillery Corps. 
11. Cadet Owen G. Collins. 
13. Cadet Scott Baker. 
15. Cadet Frederic H. Smith. 
17. Cadet Marion W. Howze. 
23. Cadet George W. Cocheu. 
24. Cadet Charles H. Patterson. 
25. Cadet Lewis Turtle. 
26. Cadet Henry 8. Kilbourne, jr. 
27. Cadet Clifford Jones. 
28. Cadet Wilford J. Hawkins. 
29. Cadet Louis C. Brinton, jr. 
31. Cadet Thomas E. Selfridge, 
82. Cadet Henning F. Colley. 
33. Cadet Paul D. Bunker. 
39. Cadet Quinn Gray. 
45. Cadet Louis R. Dice. 
46. Cadet William M. Colvin. 
54. Cadet Francis M. Hinkle. 
Infantry Arm, 
21. Cadet George A. Lynch. 
22. Cadet Grayson M-P. Murphy, 
41. Cadet Samuel M. Parker. 
42. Cadet Robert M. Lyon. 
48. Cadet Francis H. Farnum, 
49. Cadet Benjamin E. Grey. 
50. Cadet Elvid Hunt. 
55. Cadet Benjamin F. McClellan, 
Jadet Campbell B. Hodges. 
. Cadet Jacob W. S. Wuest. 
. Cadet Max B. Garber. 
59. Cadet Leo I. Samuelson. 
. Cadet Corbit 8S. Hoffman. 
. Cadet Walter V. Gallagher. 
5. Cadet Clifton M. Butler. 
. Cadet Edmund L. Bull. 
. Cadet Truman W. Carrithers. 
. Cadet George F. Rozelle, jr. 
. Cadet Arthur E. Ahrends. 
. Cadet Charles F. Severson. 
. Cadet Harry S. Grier. 
. Cadet Reuben C. Taylor. 
. Cadet Charles B. Moore. 
. Cadet Clark Lynn. 
. Cadet Cornelius Stockmar Bendel, 
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77. Cadet Burt W. Phil 

78. Cadet Ben F. Ristine. 

79. Cadet Albert Gilmor. 

80. Cadet George R. Guild. 

81. Cadet Stuart A. Howard. 
82. Cadet John F. Franklin. 
83, Cadet William C. Russell. 
84, Cadet Roland W. Boughton. 
85. Cadet John 8. Upham. 

86. Cadet Keith 8. Gregory. 
87. Cadet Irving M. Madison. 
88. Cadet Ellery Farmer. 

89. Cadet Everett N. Bowman. 
90. Cadet Homer N. Preston. 
91. Cadet Jesse Gaston. 

92. Cadet Edward A. Brown. 
93. Cadet Charles F. Smith. 


Infantry Arm with rank from June 13, 1903. 


George Edgar Nelson, of Vermont. 

Stephen Morris Barlow, from at large. 

Jesse Duncan Elliott, of Alabama. 

Edward Himmelwright Tarbutton, of Maryland. 
Carroll Borden Hodges, from at large. 

Fitzhugh Berry Alderdice, of Maryland. 
William Goodlett Motlow, of Tennessee. 


INFANTRY ARM. 
To be second lieutenants, to rank from October 9, 1908. 


Sergt. James M. Churchill, Forty-second Company, Coast Artil- 
lery, vice Chamberlin, Second Infantry, promoted. 


76. Cadet Robert E. ea 
ips. 


Corpl. Philip H. Bagby, Forty-first Company, Coast Artillery, | 


vice Whitson, Twenty-seventh Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Luther R. Jones, Twenty-ninth Company, Coast Artil- 
lery, vice Johnson, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Andrew D. Chaffin, Company B, Twenty-ninth Infantry, 
vice Barlow, Fourth Infantry, resigned. 


Private Ernest B. Smalley, Company L, Twentieth Infantry, | 


vice Grinstead, Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Henry W. Bunn, Company G, Twenty-second Infantry, 
vice Williams, Twenty-sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. (First Class) Frederick W. Boschen, Hospital Corps, vice 
McClelland, Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. r 

Sergt. Charles W. Stewart, Troop I, Second Cavalry, vice Kist- 
ler, Eighteenth Infantry, resigned. 

Corpl. Emil Engel, Troop D, Eleventh Cavalry, vice Graham, 
Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. Louis Farrell, Company K, Twenty-seventh Infantry, 
vice Jeunet, First Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Charles O. Schudt, Company L, Nineteenth Infantry, vice 
Danforth, Tenth Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. Fred W. Pitts,Company H,Second Battalion of Engineers, 
vice Mills, Seventh Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Emmett Addis, Casual Detachment, Eleventh Cavalry, 
vice Williams, Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. —— L. King, Twenty-sixth Company, Coast Artillery, 
vice Bugbee, First Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. James B. Nalle, Forty-seventh Company, Coast Artillery, 
vice Goodale, Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. William F. Robinson, jr., Company E, Second Battalion 
of Engineers, vice Frank, Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. John J. Burleigh, Thirteenth Company, Coast Artillery, 
vice Bury, First Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Manuel M. Garrett, Coast Artillery, vice Leisenring, 
Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Gordon A. Dennis, One hundred and twentieth Com- 
pany, Coast Artillery, vice Andrews, Seventh Infantry, promoted. 

Squadron Sergt. Maj. Arthur G. Hixson, Fourth Cavalry, vice 
Briggs, Seventh Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. Angustine A. Hofmann, Forty-second Company, Coast 
Artillery, vice West, Twenty-second Infantry. promoted. 

Sergt. Henry 8. Brinkerhoff, jr., Sixty-sixth Company, Coast 
Artillery, vice Lull, Thirteenth Infantry, transferred to Artillery 
Corps. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. Fitzgerald S. Turton, Sixteenth Infantry, 
vice True, Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. James Blyth, Company I, Eighteenth Infantry, vice 
Molony, Fourteenth Infantry, resigned. 

Corpl. Frank C. McCune, Troop F, Fourteenth Cavalry, vice 
Petty, Twentieth Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Edwin Gunner, Sixth Company, Coast Artillery, vice 
Novak, Nineteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Resolve P. Palmer, Company D, Sixth Infantry, vice 
Davis, Twenty-fifth Infantry, transferred to the Cavalry Arm, 
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Private Edward E. McCammon, Company E, Fourteenth In- 
fantry, vice Sartoris, Tenth Infantry, resigned. 

Sergt. Paul H. McDonald, Troop L, Twelfth Cavalry, vice Shu- 
man, Twenty-eighth Infantry, promoted. 

Q. M. Sergt. Philip Remington, Company E, Seventeenth In- 
fantry, vice Smith, Seventeenth Infantry, dismissed. 

Sergt. Frank L. Beals, Fourth Company, Coast Artillery, vice 
Lawrence, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. Charles H. Rich, Troop E, Twelfth Cavalry, vice Kellond, 
Nineteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Paul C. Potter, Thirtieth Company, Coast Artillery, vice 
Caughey, Twenty-ninth Infantry, honorably discharged. 

Corpl. Albert T. Rich, Troop E, Twelfth Cavalry, vice Kitts, 
Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. David P. Wood, Fifteenth Infantry, vice 
Crowne, Fourth Infantry, promoted. 

TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANT, INFANTRY ARM. 

First Sergt. William F, Harrell, Sixty-ninth Company, Coast 
Artillery, June 12, 1903. 

CAVALRY ARM. 

Alden M. Graham, late a private, Troop B, Fourth Cavalry, to 
be second lieutenant, February 2, 1901. 

Note.—The person herein named was nominated to the Senate 
for the above-named appointment December 5, 1901, as Arthur 
M. Graham, and was confirmed December 18, 1901. This mes- 
sage is submitted to correct an error in the name of the nominee. 


INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be inspectors-general with the rank of brigadier-general. 


| Col. Peter D. Vroom (since retired from active service), In- 

| spector-General, April 11, 1903 (for a period of four years), vice 

| Breckinridge, appointed major-general, United States Army. 

| Col. George H. Burton, Inspector-General, April 12, 1903 (for 

| a period of four years), vice Vroom, retired from active service. 
JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 


| Capt. Walter A. Bethel, Artillery Corps, acting judge-advocate, 
United States Army, to be judge-advocate with rank of major, 
July 15, 1903, vice Hull, promoted. 


| QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 


Kensey J. Hampton, of Kentucky, late assistant quartermaster, 
| United States Volunteers, to be quartermaster with the rank of 
| captain, April 21, 1903, vice Carson, promoted. 
MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 
To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant. 

James Irving Maybee, of Michigan, May 18, 1903. 

George Pullen Peed, of Virginia, late major and surgeon, United 
States Volunteers, July 10, 1903. 
| Henry Denny Thomason, of Michigan, late major and surgeon, 
United States Volunteers, July 10, 1903. 

Ralph Stribling Porter, of Illinois, late major and surgeon, 
United States Volunteers, July 10, 1903. 

Percy Lancelot Jones, of Tennessee, late captain and assistant 
surgeon, United States Volunteers, July 10, 1903. 

Fred Wheeler Palmer, of Michigan, late captain and assistant 
surgeon, United States Volunteers, July 10, 1903, vice Richards, 
resigned. 

Edward Bright Vedder, of Pennsylvania, July 10, 1903, vice 
Harris, promoted. 

Henry Flanagan Pipes, of West Virginia, July 10, 1903, vice 
| Wood, appointed brigadier-general, United States Army. 

Charles Lovelace Foster, of the District of Columbia, July 10, 

1903, vice Banister, promoted. 

John Robert Bosley, of Maryland, July 10, 1903, vice Poindex- 
| ter, retired from active service. 
Robert Courtenay Loving, of Kentucky, July 10, 1903, vice 
| Woodruff, promoted. 
| Chester Jewett Stedman, of West Virginia, July 10, 1903, vice 
Swift, promoted. 








Orville Graham Brown, of the District of Columbia, July 10, 
1903, vice Shillock, promoted. 

George Frederick Juenemann, of Maryland, July 10, 1903, vice 
Wetherill, wholly retired. 

Joseph Franklin Siler, of Alabama, July 10, 1903, vice Rafferty, 
promoted. 

Arthur Maunder Whaley,of Michigan, July 10, 1903, vice Mill- 
hoff, resigned. 

Theodore Lamson, of Massachusetts, October 8, 1903, vice 
Mason, promoted. 

Craig Richard Snyder, of [linois, October 13, 1903, vice Glen- 
nan, promoted. 

Ernest Grey Bingham, of Alabama, October 13, 1903, vice Brad- 
ley, promoted. 
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James Downie Heysinger, of Pennsylvania, October 13, 1903, 
vice Ten Eyck, promoted. 

Lloyd Llewellyn Smith, of New Jersey, October 13, 1903, vice 
Cloud, retired from active service. 

John Braiden Huggins, of New York, October 13, 1903, vice 
Willcox, promoted. 


Edgar William Miller, of Iowa, October 13, 1903, vice Pinkham, | 


resigned. 


William Henry Tefft, of New York, October 13, 1903, vice Frick, | 


promoted. 
To be chaplains. 


Rev. John Aloysius Ferry, of New York, June 4, 1903, vice 


McKinnon, deceased. 

Rev. Andrew C. Murphy, of Illinois, September 17, 1903, vice 
Kelly, retired from active service. 

Rev. David Law Fleming, of Colorado, late chaplain First Col- 
orado Volunteer Infantry, September 18, 1903, vice McKeon, re- 
signed. 

APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE ARMY. 

Second Lieut. Norman H. Davis, Twenty-fifth Infantry, from 
the Infantry Arm to the Cavalry Arm, March 27, 1903, with rank 
from October 19, 1902. 

Second Lieut. George E. Nelson, First Infantry, from the In- 
fantry Arm to the Cavalry Arm, July 11, 1903, with rank from 
June 13, 1903. ; 

Second Lieut. Arthur G. Hixson, Eighth Infantry, from the 
Infantry Arm to the Cavalry Arm, October 26, 1903, with rank 
from October 9, 1903. . 

PROMOTIONS IN THE Navy. 

Capt. George A. Converse, United States Navy, to be Chief of 
the Bureau of Equipment in the Department of the Navy with 
the rank of rear-admiral for a term of four years. 


Capt. Charles W. Rae, United States Navy, to be engineer in | 


chief and Chief of the Bureau of Steam Engineering in the Depart- 
ment of the Navy with the rank of rear-admiral for a term-of 
four years. 


Pay Director Henry T. B. Harrts, United States Navy, to be | 


paymaster-general and Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Ac- 
counts in the Department of the Navy with the rank of rear- 
admiral for a term of four years. 


Naval Constructor Washington L. Capps, United States Navy, | 
to be chief constructor and Chief of the Bureau of Construction | 


and Repair in the Department of the Navy with the rank of 
rear-admiral for a term of four years. 

Col. George F. Elliott, United States Marine Corps, to be 
Brigadier-General Commandant of the Marine Corps from the 
8d day of October, 1903. 


Assistant Naval Constructor William G. Du Bose to be an as- | 


sistant naval constructor in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
from the ist day of July, 1903. 
Assistant Naval Constructor Ernest F. Eggert to be an assist- 


ant naval constructor in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant | 


from the ist day of July, 1903. 

Assistant Naval Constructor Joseph W. Powell to be an assist- 
ant naval constructor in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
from the ist day of July, 1903. 


Naval Constructor Albert W. Stahl to be a naval constructor | 
in the Navy with the rank of captain from the ist day of No- | 


vember. 1903, vice Naval Constructor Francis T. Bowles, resigned. 


Naval Constructor Robert Stocker to be a naval constructor in | 


the Navy with the rank of commander from the Ist day of No- 
vember, 1903, vice Naval Constructor Albert W. Stahl, promoted. 


MIDSHIPMEN TO BE ASSISTANT NAVAL CONSTRUCTORS IN THE 


Navy. 

Frank D. Hall. 

Ross P. Schiaback. 

George S. Radford. 

CHAPLAINS IN THE Navy. 

Arthur W. Stone, a citizen of Vermont, to be a chaplain in the 
Navy from the 14th day of July, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in 
that grade on that date. 

Mathew C. Gleeson, a citizen of New York, to be a chaplain in 
the Navy from the 5th day of October, 1903, to fill a vacancy 
existing in that grade on that date. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE Navy. 


DeWitt C. Webb, a citizen of Vermont, to be a civil engineer in 
the Navy from the 27th day of June, 1903, to fill a vacancy exist- 
ing in that grade on that date. 

alter H. Allen,a citizen of Connecticut, to be a civil engineer 
in the Navy from the 27th day of June, 1903, to fill a vacancy ex- 


isting in that grade on that date. 


James V. Rockwell, a citizen of Iowa, to be an assistant cévil | 


engineer in the Navy from the 27th day of June, 1903, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 
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| Joseph 8S. Shultz, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant 

| civil engineer in the Navy from the 27th day of June, 1903, to fill 
a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

| Carl A. Carlson, a citizen of Ohio, to be an assistant civil engi- 

_neer in the Navy from the 27th day of June, 1908, to fill a va- 

| cancy existing in that grade on that date. 


| PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Maj. Henry C. Haines to be an assistant adjutant and in- 

| spector in the United States Marine Corps with the rank of major 

| from the 18th day of June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that 
grade on that date. 

Capt. Rufus H. Lane to be assistant adjutant and inspector in 
the United States Marine Corps with the rank of major from the 
18th day of June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on 
that date. 

Capt. Louis J. Magill to be an assistant adjutant and inspector 
in the United States Marine Corps with the rank of major from 

| the 18th day of June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade 
on that date. 

First Lieut. Henry L. Roosevelt to be an assistant quartermaster 
| in the United States Marine Corps with the rank of captain from 
| the 18th day of June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade 

on that date. 

First Lieut. Norman G. Burton to be an assistant quarter- 
master in the United States Marine Corps with the rank of cap- 
tain from the 18th day of June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in 
that grade on that date. 

First Lieut. Hugh L. Matthews to be an assistant quarter- 
| master in the United States Marine Corps with the rank of cap- 
| tain from the 18th day of June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in 
| that grade on that date. 
| First Lieut. Rupert C. Dewey to be an assistant quartermaster 
in the United States Marine Corps with the rank of captain from 
| the 24th day of June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade 
| on that date. 

First Lieut. Frank J. Schwable to be an assistant quartermas- 
ter in the United States Marine Corps with the rank of captain 
from the 19th day of October, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in 
| that grade on that date. 
| Capt. William C. Dawson to be assistant paymaster in the 
United States Marine Corps with the rank of major from the 18th 
7 of June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that 

te. 

First Lieut. William G. Powell to be an assistant paymaster in 
| the United States Marine Corps with the rank of captain from the 

18th day of June 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on 
| that date. 
Second Lieut. Cleyburn McCauley to be a first lieutenant in the 
| United States Marine Corps from the 3d day of March, 1903, vice 
| Second Lieut. William E. Smith, who failed to qualify for promo- 
| tion and was suspended for one year. 4 
First Lieut. Alexander S. Williams to be a captain in the 
| United States Marine Corps from the 3d day of March, 1903, vice 
_ First Lieut. John H. A. Day, who failed to qualify for promotion 

and was suspended for one year. 
First Lieut. James McE. Huey to be a captain in the United 
States Marine Corps from the 18th day of June, 1903, vice Capt. 
Rufus H. Lane, promoted. 

First Lieut. Fred M. Eslick to be a captain in the United States 
Marine Corps from the 18th day of June, 1903, vice Capt. Louis 
J. Magill, promoted. 

First Lieut. Jay M. Salladay to be acaptain in the United States 
Marine Corps from the 18th day of June, 1903, vice First Lieut. 
| William G. Powell, promoted. 

Charles F. Williams, a citizen of Connecticut, to be a second 
| lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day of 
| June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Nelson P. Vulte, a citizen of New York, to be a second lieuten- 
ant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day of June, 
1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Harrison T. Swain, a citizen of New Hampshire, to bea second 
lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day of 
June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Percy F. Archer, a citizen of Maryland, to be a second lienten- 
ant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day of June, 
19038, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Seth Williams, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 80th day of 

| June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Gerard M. Kincade, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be a second 
lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day 

of June. 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 
Frederick C. McConnell, a citizen of Virginia, to be a second 
_ lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day 
' of June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 
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* Frederic Kensel, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the United States Marine Co from the 30th day of 
June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Hugh M. Howard, a citizen of North Carolina, to be a second 
lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day 
of June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

William A. Howard, a citizen of Michigan, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day of 
June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Elias R. Beadle. a citizen of Connecticut, to be asecond lieuten- 
ant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day of June, 
1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Arthur B. Owens. a citizen of Maryland, to be a second lieuten- 
ant in the United States Marine Corps from 30th day of June, 
1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Eugene P. Fortson, a citizen of Georgia, to be a second lieuten- 
ant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day of June, 
1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Robert O. Underwood, a citizen of North Carolina, to be a sec- 
ond lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th | 
day of June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that 
date. 

Jesse F. Dyer, a citizen of Minnesota, to be a second lientenant 
in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day of June, | 
1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Clarence S. Owen, a citizen of New York, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day of 
June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Maurice V. Campbell, a citizen of New Jersey, to be a second 
lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day 
of June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

James J. Meade, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be a second 
lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day 
of June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Richard B. Creecy, a citizen of the District of Columbia, to be 
a second lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 
30th day of June, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on 
that date. 

Charles J. E. Guggenheim, a citizen of Connecticut, to be a 
second lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 11th 
day of August, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on 
that date. ; 

Alexander B. Mikell,a citizen of South Carolina, to be a second 
lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 11th day 
= August, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that 

te. 

Davis B. Wills. a citizen of Virginia, to be a second lieutenant 
in the United States Marine Corps from the 16th day of October, 
19038, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Edward 8. Yates. a citizen of Virginia, to be a second lieuten- 
ant in the United States Marine Corps from the 16th day of Octo- 
ber, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Harry O. Smith, a citizen of Vermont, to be a second lieutenant 
in the United States Marine Corps from the 16th day of October, 
1903, to filla vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Albert Hamilton, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 16th day of 
October, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Fred D. Kilgore, a citizen of New York, to be a second lieuten- 
ant in the United States Marine Corps from the 16th day of Octo- 
ber, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Sidney A. Merriam, a citizen of Maine, to be a second lieuten- 
ant in the United States Marine Corps from the 16th day of Octo- 
ber, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

William A. McNeil, a citizen of Virginia, to be a second lieuten- 
ant in the United States Marine Corps from the 16th day of Octo- 
ber, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE Navy, 


Passed Asst. Surg. Eugene J. Grow to be a surgeon in the Navy 
from the 12th day of March, 1903, vice Passed Asst. Surg. Ralph 
T. Orvis, who failed to qualify for promotion and was suspended 
for one year. : 

Passed Asst. Surg. Alfred G. Grunwell to be a surgeon in the 
Navy from the 6th day of May, 1903, vice Passed Asst. Surg. 
David B. Kerr, who failed to qualify for promotion and was sus- 
pended for one year. 

-Asst. Surg. Charles N. Fiske to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy from the 15th day of May, 1903, to fill a vacancy ex- 
isting in that grade on that date. 

The following assistant surgeons to be passed assistant surgeons 
in the Navy from the 7th day of June, 1903, to fill vacancies ex- | 
isting in that e on that date, viz: 

John J. Snyder. 

Edward M. Blackwell. 

George F. Freeman. 
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James H. Payne, jr. 

Charles H. De Lancy. 

Fred M. Bogan. 

Medical Inspector Manly H. Simons to be a medical director in 


the ae rom the 9th day of June, 1903, vice Medical Director 
Charles U. Gravatt, retired. 

Medical Inspector John C. Boyd to be medical director in the 
Navy from the 20th day of June, 1903, vice Medical Director Jo- 
seph B. Parker, retired. 

Surg. William R. Du Bose to be a medical inspector in the Navy 
from the 20th day of June, 1903, vice Medical Inspector voha C. 
Boyd, promoted, : 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE Navy. 


James R. Dykes, a citizen of Georgia, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 18th day of April, 1903, to fill a va- 
cancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Albert J. Geiger, a citizen of Michigan, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 6th day of May, 1903, to fill a vacancy 
existing in that grade on that date. 

William W. Verner, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assist- 
ant surgeon in the Navy from the 25th day of May, ivvs, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Otto Kohlhase, a citizenof South Dakota, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 25th day of May, 1903, to filla vacancy 
existing in that grade on that date. 

Perceval S. Rossiter, a citizen of Maryland, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 25th day of May, 1903, to fill a va- 
cancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Wesley H. Rennie, acitizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 25th day of May, 1903, to fill a va- 
cancy existing in that grade on that date. ; 

Walter S. Hoen, a citizen of Virginia, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 2d day of June, 1903, to fill a vacancy 
existing in that grade on that date. : 

Wallace B. Smith, a citizen of Alabama, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 2d day of June, 1903, to fill a va- 
cancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Charles C. Grieve, a citizen of Michigan, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 2d day of June, 1903, to fill a vacancy 
existing in that grade on that date. 

John E. Manchester, a citizen of Wisconsin, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 10th day of June, 1903, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Paul T. Dessez, a citizen of the District of Columbia, to be an 
assistant surgeon in the Navy from the 10th day of June, 1903, to 
fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

James S. Woodward, a citizen of Maryland, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 10th day of June, 1903, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

James A. Randall, a citizen of Georgia, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 26th day of June, 1903, to fill a va- 
cancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Charles E. Ryder, a citizen of Massachusetts. to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 26th day of June, 1903, to fill a va- 
cancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Allen D. McLean, a citizen of Michigan, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 29th day of June, 1903, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Harry L. Brown, a citizen of the District of Columbia, to be an 
assistant surgeon in the Navy from the 29th day of June, 1903, 
to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Sidney L. Scott, a citizen of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Navy from the 10th day of July, 1903, to fill a vacancy ex- 
istingin that grade on that date. 

Theodore N. Pease, a citizen of New York. to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 10th day of July, 1903, to fill a va- 
cancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Frederick G. Abeken, a citizen of Missouri, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 10th day of July, 1903, to fill a va- 
cancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Winfield S. Pugh, jr.,a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assist- 
ant surgeon in the Navy from the 23d day of September, 1903, to 
fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

James Miller, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 12th day of October, 1903, to filla 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Elwin C. Taylor, a citizen of New York, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 12th day of October, 1903, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Franklin E. Campbell, a citizen of New Hampshire. to be an 
assistant surgeon in the Navy from the 12th day of October, 1903, 
to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

James E. Gill, a citizen of Mlinois, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Navy from the 12th day of October, 1903, to fill a vacancy 
existing in that grade on that date. 
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Isaac S. K. Reeves, a citizen of the District of Columbia, to be 
an assistant surgeon in the Navy from the 12th day of October, 
1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Richard B. Chapman, a citizen of California, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 28th day of October, 1903, to filla 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE Navy. 


P. A. Paymaster Perry G. Kennard to be a paymaster in the 
Navy from the 8d day of March, 1903, vice P. A. Paymaster 
Phillip W. Delano, dismissed. 

P. A. Paymaster George W. Reeves, jr., to be a paymaster in 
the Navy from the 16th day of June, 1903, vice Paymaster John Q. | 
Lovell, retired. 

Asst. Paymaster Frederick H. Lemly to be a passed assistant | 
paymaster in the Navy from the 16th day of June, 1903, vice P. A. 
Paymaster George W. Reeves, jr., promoted. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE Navy. 


Alvin Hovey-King, a citizen of [linois, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 6th day of April, 1903, to fill a va- 
cancy existing in that grade on that date. 

George A. Deering, a citizen of the District of Columbia, to be 
an assistant paymaster in the Navy from the 6th day of April, 
1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. : 

William C. Fite, a citizen of Georgia, to be an assistant paymas- 
ter in the Navy from the 6th day of April, 1903, to fill a vacancy 
existing in that grade on that date. - ; 

David C. Crowell, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant 
p2ymaster in the Navy from the 29th day of April, 1903, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

James A. Bull,a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 29th day of May, 1903, to fill a va- 
cancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Frank T. Watrous, a citizen of Ohio, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 15th day of July, 1903, to fill a va- 
cancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Arthur 8. Peters, a citizen of the District of Columbia, to be an 
assistant paymaster in the Navy from the 15th day of July, 1903, 
to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Edward §S. Stalnaker, a citizen of West Virginia, to be an as- 
sistant paymaster in the Navy from the 15th day of July, 1903, to 
fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Chester G. Mayo, a citizen of Vermont, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 15th day of July, 1903, to fill a va- 
cancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Clarence A. Holmes, a citizen of Texas, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 15th day of July, 1903, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Jere Maupin, a citizen of Washington, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 15th day of July, 1903, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Thomas H. Sanderson, a citizen of Wisconsin, to be an assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy from the 15th day of July, 1903, to 
fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

James F. Kutz, a citizen of California, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 24th day of July, 1903, to fill a va- 
cancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Arthur 8. Brown, a citizen of California, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 24th day of July, 1903, to fill a va- 
cancy existing in that grade on that date. 

J me R. Hornberger, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy from the 18th day of October, 1903, to 
fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

George B. Bloomer, a citizen of West- Virginia, to be an assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy from the 15th day of October, 1903, 
to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Noel W. Grant, a citizen of Georgia, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 15th day of October, 1903, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

David G. McRitchie, a citizen of Maine, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 15th day of October, 1903, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Philip J. Willett, a citizen of New York, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 15th day of October, 1903, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE Navy. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Henry C. Mustin to be a lieutenant 
Navy from the 2ist day 
Anderson, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Pope Washington to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 27th day of March, 1903, vice Lieut. Albert 
Moritz, promoted. This nomination is made to correct the date 
of promotion as confirmed March 19, 1903. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Roland I. Curtin to be a lientenant in the 


in the 
of March, 1903, vice Lieut. Martin A. 
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Navy from the 28th day of April, 1903, vice Lieut. Emil Theiss, ° 
promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Arthur Crenshaw to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1903, vice Lieut. William B. 
Whittelsey, retired. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Amon Bronson, jr., to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1903, vice Lieut. Samuel M. 
Strite, retired. 

Lieut. Spencer 8. Wood to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy 
from the 18th day of July, 1903, vice Lieut. Kenneth McAlpine, 
who failed to qualify for promotion and was dismissed. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harry E. Yarnell to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 18th day of July, 1903, vice Lieut. Spencer S. 
Wood, promoted. 

Capt. Charles D. Sigsbee to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from 


| the 10th day of August, 1903, vice Rear-Admiral George C. Remey, 


retired. 

Capt. Colby M. Chester to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from 
the 10th day of August, 1903, vice Rear-Admiral Charles D. Sigs- 
bee, an additional number in grade. 

Commander Seaton Schroeder to be a captain in the Navy from 
the _ day of August, 1903, vice Capt. Charles D. Sigsbee, pro- 
moted. 

Commander Duncan Kennedy to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 10th day of August, 1903, vice Capt. Seaton Schroeder, an ad- 
ditional number in grade. 

Commander Richard Wainwright to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 10th day of August, 1903, vice Capt. Colby M. Chester, 
promoted. 

Commander Jefferson F. Moser to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 10th day of August, 1903, vice Capt. Richard Wain- 
wright, an additional number in grade. 

Lieut. Commander George B. Ransom to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903, vice Commander 
Seaton Schroeder, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Edward J. Dorn to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 10th dayof August, 1903, vice Commander George 
B. Ransom, an additional number in grade. 

Lieut. Commander Bernard O. Scott to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903, vice Commander Dun- 
can Kennedy, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander William C. Eaton to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903, vice Commander Richard 
Wainwright, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Alfred B. Canaga to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903, vice Commander Jeffer- 
son FE’. Moser, wonsmntell. 

Lieut. Guy W. Brown to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903, vice Lieut. Commander 
George B. Ransom, promoted. 

Lieut. William B. Fletcher to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903, vice Lieut. Commander 
Edward J. Dorn, promoted. 

Lieut. William H. Chambers to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Bernard O. Scott, promoted. 

Lient. Marbury Johnston to be a lieuntenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903, vice Lieut. Commander 
William C. Eaton, promoted. 

Lieut. Charles E. Rommell to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903, vice Lieut. Commander 
Alfred B. Canaga, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harlan P. Perrill to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903, vice Lieut. Guy W. 
Brown, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) David E. Theleen to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903, vice Lieut. William 
B. Fletcher, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Daniel S. Mahony to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903, vice Lieut. William 
H. Chambers, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Arthur J. Hepburn to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903, vice Lieut. Mar- 
bury Johnston, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Needham L. Jones to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903, vice Lieut. Charles 
E. Rommell, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Thomas C. Hart to be a lientenant in 
the Navy from the 16th day of August, 1903, vice Lieut. Charles 
E. Gilpin, resigned. 

Capt. Charles J. Barclay to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 
from the 1ith day of September, 1903, vice Rear-Admiral Silas 
Casey, retired. 

Commander Franklin J. Drake to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 11th day of September, 1903, vice Capt. Charles J. Bar- 
clay, promoted. 
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Lieut. Commander Abraham V. Zane to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 11th day of September, 1903, vice Commander 
Franklin J. Drake, promoted. 

Lieut. Edwin A. Anderson to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 1ith day of September, 1903, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Abraham V. Zane, promoted. 

Lieut. Joseph L. Jayne to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 11th day of September, 1903, vice Lieut. Commander 
Edwin A. Anderson, an additional number in grade. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Alfred W. Pressey to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 11th day of September, 1903, vice Lieut. Ed- 
win A. Anderson, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William R. White, an additional number 
in grade, to be a lieutenant in the Navy from the 11th day of Sep- 
ane 1908, vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) Alfred W. Pressey, pro- 
moted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William H. Reynolds to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 11th day of September, 1903, vice Lieut. 
Joseph L. Jayne, promoted. 

Commander Thomas C. McLean to be a captain in the Navy 
Sram oe 23d day of September, 1903, vice Capt. Charles R. Roelker, 
retired. 

Lieut. Commander John R. Edwards to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 23d day of September, 1903, vice Commander 
Thomas C. McLean, promoted. 

Capt. Benjamin P. Lamberton to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 
from the 1ith day of October, 1903, vice Rear-Admiral Louis 
Kempff, retired. 

Capt. French E. Chadwick to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 
from the 11th day of October, 1903, vice Rear-Admiral Benjamin 
P. Lamberton, an additional number in grade. 

Capt. Bowman H. McCalla to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 
from the 1ith day of October, 1903, vice Rear-Admiral French E. 
Chadwick, an additional number in grade. 

Capt. William H. Whiting to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 
from the 1ith day of October, 1903, vice Rear-Admiral Bowman 
H. McCalla, an additional number in grade. 

Commander William J. Barnette to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 11th of October, 1903, vice Capt. Benjamin P. Lam- 
berton, promoted. 

Commander Edwin K. Moore to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 0 od of October, 1903, vice Capt. William H. Whiting, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Stacy Potts to be a commander in the Navy 
from the 11th day of October, 1903, vice Commander William J. 
Barnette, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Henry T. Cleaver to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 11th day of October, 1903, vice Commander Francis 
H. Delano, promoted. 


Lieut. Commander Cameron McR. Winslow to be a commander | 


in the Navy from the 1ith day of October, 1903, vice Commander 
Edwin K. Moore, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander James P. S. Lawrance to be a commander 
in the Navy from the 11th day of October, 1903, vice Commander 
Cameron McR. Winslow, an additional number in grade. 

Lieut. William L. Howard to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 11th day of October, 1903, vice Lieut. Commander 
Henry T. Cleaver, promoted. 

Lieut. Wiley R. M. Field to be alieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 11th day of October, 1903, vice Lieut. Commander 
James M. Helm, promoted. 

Lieut. John M. Poyer to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 11th day of October, 1903, vice Lieut. Commander 
Albert B. Willits, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Leonard R. Sargent to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 11th day of October, 1903, vice Lieut. William 
L. Howard, promoted. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Victor 8S. Houston to be a lieutenant in | 
the Navy from the 1ith day of October, 1903, vice Lieut. John M. | 


Poyer, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Gilbert Chase to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 1ith day of October, 1903, vice Lieut. Robert B. 
Higgins, promoted. 

Lieut. John C. Leonard to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 26th day of October, 1908, vice Lieut. Commander 
Martin Bevington, deceased. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Walton R. Sexton to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 26th day of October, 1903, vice Lieut. John C. 
Leonard, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Walter M. Falconer to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 4th day of November, 1903, vice Lieut. Albert 
M. Beecher, deceased. 

The following naval cadets to be ensigns in the Navy from the 
7th day of June, 19038, to fill vacancies existing in that grade on 
that date, viz: 
Clarence A. Conway. 








Ernest J. King. 
Isaac I. Yates. 

Byron A. Long. 

fred G. Howe. 

George C. Westervelt. 
William Norris. 
Charles W. Fisher, jr. 
John T. Burwell. 
Raymond 8. Keyes. 
James L. Ackerson. 
Adolphus Andrews. 
Frederick L. Oliver. 
Thomas R. Kurtz. 
Holden C. Richardson, 
Harold E. Cook. 
Merlyn G. Cook, 

John H. Walsh. 

Rufus S. Manley. 
John M. Enochs. 

John P. Jackson. 
Benyuard B. Wygant, 
Manley H. Simons, 
Roger Williams, 
William S. Pye. 
Charles L. Bruff. 
Arthur P. Fairfield. 
John C. Fremont, jr. 
Edward E. Spafford, 
Newman K. Perry. 
John H. Furse. 
Walter N. Vernou. 
‘Edward C. Hamner, jr. 
Frank R. McCrary. 
Wallace Bertholf, 

Orie W. Fowler. 

Percy W. Foote. 
George F. Neal. 
Theodore A. Fittinger, 
William H. Atien. 

Guy Whitlocx. 

John Downes, jr. 
Charles T. Hutchins, jr. 
Owen H. Oakley. 

John J. Hannigan, 
Jesse B. Gay. 

John J. Fitzpatrick. 
John V. Babcock. 
Rufus F. Zoebaum, jr. 
John M. Caffrey. 
| Also the following naval cadets to be ensigns in the Navy from 

the 7th day of June, 1903 (subject to the examinations required 
| by law), to fill vacancies existing in that grade on that date, viz: 
| Ernest A. Brooks. 
Caspar Goodrich, 
Ivan E. Bass. 
Burrell C. Allen, 
Lewis S. Cox, jr. 
John F. Green. 
Frank McCommon, 
Joseph L. Hileman. 
George F. Blair. 
Guy W. S. Castle. 
Garrard P. Nightingale. 
William W. Ga!braith. 
Gunner Levin J. Wallace to be an ensign in the Navy from the 


| 80th day of July, 1903, in accordance with the provisions of an act 
| of Congress approved March 3, 1901. 
Gunner Myles Joyce to be an ensi¢n in the Navy from the 30th 


day of July, 1903, in accordance wita the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1901. 


POSTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA, 


Jesse W. Barnes to be postmaster at Andalusia, in the county 
| of Covington and State of Alabama. Office became Presidential 
| April 1, 1903. 

J. D. Dennis to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of Perry 
| and State of Alabama, in place of Charles C. Crowe. Incumbent’s 
| commission expired February 22, 1902. 
| J. KE. Tillman to be postmaster at Geneva, in the county of 
Geneva and State of Alabama. Ofiice became Presidential Octo- 
ber 1, 1903. 
ALASKA. 


E. J. Brooks to be postmaster at Juneau, in the Territory of 
Alaska, in place of John J. C. Barber, resigned. 
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ARKANSAS, 


Arthur Deland to be postmaster at Black Rock, in the county 
of La marge and State of Arkansas, in place of Jay J. Bryan, re- 
signed. 

James A. Maxwell to be postmaster at Lake Village, in the 
county of Chicot and State of Arkansas, Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1903. 

Jonathan Neal to be postmaster at Van Buren, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Arkansas, in place of Asa M. Orrick, 
deceased. 

M. A. Pickett to be postmaster at Fordyce, in the county of 
Dallas and State of Arkansas, in place of John P. Cox, deceased. 

Mary J. Smith to be postmaster at Lewisville (late New Lewis- 


ville), in the county of Lafayette and State of Arkansas. Office | 


became Presidential April 1, 1903. 
ARIZONA. 


Fred E. Cadwell to be postmaster at Douglas, in the county of 
Cochise and Territory of Arizona. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1903. 

CALIFORNIA. 


Roy R. Giffen to be postmaster at Fowler, in the county of 


Fresno and State of California. Office became Presidential Octo- | 


ber 1, 1903. 

Samuel W. Metcalf to be postmaster at Sisson, in the county of 
Siskiyou and State of California, in place of Samuel W. Metcalf. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902. 


Frank M. Rutherford to be postmaster at Truckee, in the | 
county of Nevada and State of California, in place of W. M. | 


Burckhalter, resigned. 

Catherine T. Ryan to be postmaster at Gilroy, in the county of 
Santa Clara and State of California, in place of Richard M. Ryan, 
deceased. 

Nels A. Thompson to be postmaster at Newman. in the count 
of Stanislaus and State of California, in place of William Ww. 
Giddings, resigned. 

Daniel R. Trout to be postmaster at Boulder Creek, in the 


county of Santa Cruz and State of California. Office became | 


Presidential October 1, 1903. 

George Watterson to be postmaster at Bishop, in the county of 
Inyo and State of California. Office became Presidential April 1, 
1903. 

William F. Wulf to be postmaster at Crescent City, in the 
county of Del Norte and State of California. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1903. 

COLORADO. 


Arthur F. Brown to be postmaster at Berthoud, in the county | 


of Larimer and State of Colorado. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1903. 

Robert W. Campbell to be postmaster at Brighton, in the county 
of Adams and State of Colorado. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1903. 

George W. Miller to be postmaster at Hotchkiss, in the county 
of Delta and State of Colorado. Office became Presidential Octo- 
ber 1, 1903. 

Benjamin F. Niesz to be postmaster at Steamboat Springs, in 
the county of Routt and State of Colorado. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1903. 

Rolland Oliver to be postmaster at Paonia, in the county of 
Delta and State of Colorado. Office became Presidential Octo- 
ber 1, 1903. 

George N. Raymond to be postmaster at Durango, in the county 
of La Plata and State of Colorado, in place of Samuel M. Biggs. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1903. 

Earle H. Reaugh to be postmaster at Alamosa, in the county of 
Conejos and State of Colorado, in place of George H. Shone, 


resigned. 

William C. Sloan to be postmaster at ee in the count 
of Mineral and State of Colorado, in place of Mark G. Woodruff, 
resigned. 

Frank E. Songer to be postmaster at Crested Butte, in the county 
of Gunnison and State of Colorado, in place of Jerry S. Olney, 
deceased. 

Charles L. Todd to be postmaster at Rifle,in the county of 
Garfield and State of Colorado. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1903, 

CONNECTICUT. 


John A. Ayer to be oe at Saybrook, in the county of 
Middlesex and State o 


Connecticut. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1903. 


Levi O. Chittenden to be postmaster at Guilford, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in place of Joel T. Wild- 
man, resigned. 

Billious C. Hall to be postmaster at Union City, in the county 
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of New Haven and State of Connecticut. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1. 1903. 

Frank A. Hefflon to be postmaster at Deep River, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in place of Thomas L. 
Parker. Incumbent’s commission expired February 15, 1903. 

James R. Meigs to be postmaster at Madison, in the county of 
| New Haven and State of Connecticut. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1903. 

Jacob Widmer to be postmaster at New Hartford, in the 
county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in place of Ranney 
|G. Foster. Incumbent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. 


DELAWARE, 


Carroll S. Fisher to be postmaster at Wyoming, in the county 
of Kent and State of Delaware. Office became Presidential July 
1, 1903. 

John P. Steward to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of 
| Kent and State of Delaware, in place of William V. Sipple. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1903. 


GEORGIA, 


Cicero C. Alexander to be postmaster at Commerce, late Har- 
mony Grove, in the county of Jackson and State of Georgia, in 
place of Cicero C. Alexander, to change name of office. 

Sarah J. Anthony to be master at Shellman, in the county 
of Randolph and State of Georgia. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 

William O. Bagwell to be postmaster at Lytle, in the county 
of Walker and State of Georgia. Office became Presidential Oc- 
tober 1, 1903. 

Thomas W. Brimberry to be postmaster at Camilla, in the 
| county of Mitchell and State of Georgia. Office became Presi- 
| dential October 1, 1903. 

Ransom A. Brinson to be postmaster at Millen, in the county 
of Screven and State of Georgia. Office became Presidential Oc- 
| tober 1, 1903. 
| William O. De Loache to be postmaster at Talbotton, in the 
| county of Talbot and State of Georgia. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1903. 
| John W. Evans to be postmaster at Ashburn, in the county of 
| Worth and State of Georgia. Office became Presidential October 

1, 1908. 
Fred Feltham to be postmaster at Boston, in the county of 
ee _ State of Georgia. Office became Presidential Octo- 
| ber 1, 19038. 
| George F. Flanders to be postmaster at Swainsboro, in the county 
of Emanuel and State of Georgia. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 

Anna P. Grimsley to be postmaster at Cochran, in the coun’ 
| of Pulaski and State of Georgia. Office became Presidential Ap 
1, 1908. 

George L. Liverman to be postmaster at Bainbridge, in the 
county of Decatur and State of Georgia, in place of John O’Don- 
nell. Incumbent’s commission expired February 7, 1902. 

Charles E. Murphy to be postmaster at Way Cross, in- the 
county of Ware and State of Georgia, in place of William A. Mc- 
Neil. Incumbent’s commission expired January 14, 1902, 

HAWAII, 

Vetle A. Vetlesen to be postmaster at Wailuku, Mani Island, 
Hawaii. Office became Presidential October 1, 1903. 

Mabel R. Woods to be postmaster at Kohala, in the Territory 
of Hawaii. Office became Presidential July 1, 1903. 

ILLINOIS. 

Frank M. Canger to be postmaster at Granite City (late Gran- 
ite), in the county of Madison and State of Illinois, in place of 
Frank M. Cauger, to change name of office. 

William A. Collins to be postmaster at Western Springs, in the 

atson. 











county of Cookand State of Illinois, in placeof Nancy H. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 16, 1903. 

Albert 8. Corl to be postmaster at Nunda, in the county of 
McHenry and State of Illinois, in place of Albert 8. Corl. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired December 21, 1902. 

Charles A. Gregory to be postmaster at Lovington, in the county 
of Moultrie and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 

Herman F., Middendorf to be postmaster at Chester,in the county 
of Randolph and State of Illinois, in place of Napoleon B. La 


Paugh, resigned. 

Frank Morrell to be aster at Pawnee, in the county of 
Sangamon and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential July 
1, 1903. 

Frederick W. Morrison to be postmaster at Berwyn, in the 
county of Cook and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1902. 

John 8. Nicholson to be postmaster at Beardstown, in the 
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county of Cass and State of Illinois, in place of Cad Allard, 


resigned. 

Frederick W. Obermiller to be postmaster at Mount Pulaski, in 
the county of Logan and State of Illinois, in place of Frederick 
W.Obermiller. Incumbent’s commission expired May 4, 1902. 

Frank L. Paine to be postmaster at Xenia, in the county of 
Clay and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential October 1, 
1903. 

John F. Regan to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, in the 
county of Brown and State of Dlinois, in place of Marie Friend- 
lich, deceased. 

George E. Swanson to be postmaster at Woodhull, in the county 
of Henry and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential Octo- 
ber 1, 1903. 

Allen H. Webster to be postmaster at Cuba, in the county of 
Fulton and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential October 
1, 1903. 

George E. Wiedman to be postmaster at Zion City, in the county 
of Lake and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential July 1, 
1903. 

John Yost to be postmaster at Eldorado, in the county of Saline 
and State of Illinois, in place of Henry M. Webber, deceased. 


INDIANA, 


John Perry to be postmaster at Kramer, in the county of War- 
ren and State of Indiana, in place of Henry L. Kramer, removed. 


INDIAN TERRITORY, 


John E. Bruin to be postmaster at Bristow, in the Cherokee 
Nation, Ind. T. Office became Presidential October 1, 1903. 
Harland J. Butler to be aster at Miami, in the Ottawa 
Nation, Ind. T., in place of William L. McWilliams, resigned. 
Philip K. Connaway to be postmaster at Minco, in the Chicka- 
saw Nation, Ind. T. Office became Presidential April 1, 1903. 
Charles J. Lane to be postmaster at McAlester, in the Choctaw 
Nation, Ind. T. Office became Presidential October 1,1903. 
Arthur I. Morgan to be postmaster at Bartlesville, in the Chero- 
kee Nation, Ind. T. Office became Presidential April 1, 1903. 
Enoch Needham to be postmaster at Hugo, in the Choctaw 
Nation, Ind. T. Office became Presidential July 1, 1903. 
John A. Porter to be postmaster at Tishomingo, in Chickasaw 
Nation and Indian Territory. Office became Presidential April 


1, 1903. 

Flavyous J. Sullivan to be tmaster at Pryor Creek, in the 
Cherokee Nation, Ind. T. ce became Presidential April 1, 
1903. 

IOWA. 


Charles H. Austin to be postmaster at Lineville, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential April 
1, 1903. 

’ James Beard to be postmaster at Mount Ayr, in the county of 
a and State of Iowa, in place of Adalaska O. Ingram, 
resigned. 

Alonzo Bryson to be postmaster at Davenport, in the county of 
Scott and State of Iowa, in place of George Metzger, removed. 

Alice M. Davis, to be postmaster at Bonaparte, in the county of 
Van _— and State of lowa, in place of James P. Davis, de- 
ceased. 

Walter Gillrup to be postmaster at Northwood, in the county 
of Worth and State of Iowa, in place of Guy C. Toye. 
bent’s commission expired February 7, 1908. 


Adair and State of Iowa, in place of John J. Hetherington, In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 21, 1902. 

Nathan O. Hickenlooper to be postmaster at Blockton,in the 
county of Taylor and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1903. 

J. J. Marsh to be postmaster at Decorah, in the county of 
Winneshiek and State of Iowa, in place of Clark N. Goddard. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 27, 1903. 

Minnie A. Muhs to be postmaster at Akron, in the county of 
ey and State of Iowa, in place of Henry J. Muhs, deceased. 

eter 5. Narum to be aster at Waukon, in the county of 
Allamakee and State of lowa, in place of Frank H. Robbins, In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1903. 


Incum- | 
| ceased, 


Henry P. Gow to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the county of | 





Robert P. Osier to be postmaster at Clarion, in the county of 
Wright and State of Iowa, in place of James C. Harwood. deceased. | 

Jacob E. Palmer to be postmaster at Hawkeye, in the county 
- aan and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential April 


"Lambert J. Rogers to be postmaster at Allison, in the county of | Frederick and State of Maryland. 


eS and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential October 


Frank C. Traverse to be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the county 
of em and State of lowa, in place of Joseph A. Rominger, 
resigned. 

George W. Wiltse to be postmaster at Montezuma, in the county 
of Poweshiek and State of Iowa, in place of Joseph W. Jarnagin, 
resigned. 

KANSAS. 


Peter Graham to be postmaster at Scammon, in the county of 
gag and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential April 

George W. Hill to be postmaster at Douglass, in the county of 
— and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential July 1, 
Frank W: Johnson to be postmaster at Larned, in the county 
of — and State of Kansas, in place of Frank J. Davis, re- 
moved. 

Roberta H. McBlain to be postmaster at Fort Riley. in the county 
< vTeea — State of Kansas. Office became Presidential Octo- 

r 1, 1902. 

Richard L. Musson to be postmaster at Elk City, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 

J. Frank Smith to be postmaster at Pleasanton. in the county 
of Linn and State of Kansas, in place of Henry Plumb. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired March 3, 1903. 

Joseph A. Whitehair to be postmaster at Chapman, in the 
county of Dickinson and State of Kansas. Office became Presi- 
dential January 1, 1902. 

KENTUCKY. 


Eugene W. Veluzat to be postmaster at Horse Cave, in the 
county of Hart and State of Kentucky. Office became Presiden- 


| tial October 1, 1903. 


LOUISIANA, 


Laura Bondurant to be postmaster at St. Joseph, in the parish 
of Tensas and State of Louisiana, in place of Albert Bondurant, 
deceased. 

Joseph R. Domengeaux to be postmaster at Lafayette, in the 
parish of Lafayette and State of Louisiana, in place of Paul De- 
manade. Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1903. 

Edward E. Fitzgerald to be postmaster at Minden, in the parish 
of Webster and State of Louisiana, in place of John N. Sandlin, 
resigned. 

Benjamin F. Ford to be postmaster at Natchitoches, in the 
parish of Natchitoches and State of Louisiana, in place of Jean E. 
Breda. Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. 

Caroline G. Lyman to be postmaster at Franklin, in the parish 
of St. Mary and State of Louisiana, in place of Caroline G. 
Lyman. Incumbent’s commission expired May 24, 1902. 

John W. Miller to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the parish 
of Rapides and State of Louisiana, in place of Robert P. Hunter. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1903. 

Mildred P. T. Prescott to be postmaster at Lutcher, in the 
parish of St. James and State of Louisiana, in place of Mildred 
P. Tompkins, name changed by marriage. 

S. F. Steere to be postmaster at Shreveport, in the parish of 
Caddo and State of Louisiana, in place of Leon M. Carter, deceased. 

Jessie B. Wells to be postmaster at Leesville, in the parish of 
Vernon and State of Louisiana, in place of Edward L. Wells, de- 


MAINE, 


William W. Brown to be postmaster at Bowdoinham, in the 
county of Sagadahoc and State of Maine. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1903. 


Irving W. Case to be postmaster at Lubec, in the county of 
Washington and State of Maine. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 


Lindley H. Folsom to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county 
of Piscataquis and State of Maine. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1903. 

Frank E. Monroe to be postmaster at Milo, in the county of 
Piscataquis and State of Maine. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 

Stephen B. Thurlow to be postmaster at Stonington, in the 
county of Hancock and State of Maine. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1903. 

MARYLAND, 


J. Henry Cover to be postmaster at Thurmont, in the county of 
Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1903. 

Edward 8. Furbush to be postmaster at Berlin, in the county of 


Annie L. Tabor to be postmaster at Independence, in the county | Worcester and State of Maryland, in place of Henry C. Conna- 
of — and State of Iowa, in place of Stephen Tabor, 





way, deceased. 
Alonzo R. Spitzer to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the county 
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of Frederick and State of Maryland, in place of Lorenzo S. Gard- 
ner, removed. 

Harry K. Startzman to be postmaster at Hagerstown, in the 
county of Washington and State of Maryland, in place of James P. 
Harter. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1903. 

Washington G. Tuck to be postmaster at Annapolis, in the 
county of Anne Arundel and State of Maryland, in place of Wash- 
ington G. Tuck, Incumbent’s commission expired February 20, 
1903. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 


Festus G. Amsden to be postmaster at Athol, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of Harding R. 
Barber, deceased. : 

Alfred G. Cone to be postmaster at Haydenville, in the county 
of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts. 
dential April 1, 1903. 

George W. Cutting to be postmaster at Weston, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1903. 

Ralph W. Emerson to be postmaster at Chelmsford, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
Presidential October 1, 1903. 


Frank A. Fales to be postmaster at Norwood, in the county of | 
Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in place of William J. | 


Wallace, deceased. : 
Fred A. Hanaford to be postmaster at South Lancaster, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
Henry F. Hosmer, deceased. ' 
Herbert M. Howard to be postmaster at Randolph, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in place of Minot W. Baker, 
removed. 


Stephen C. Luce to be postmaster at Vineyard Haven, in the | 


county of Dukes and State of Massachusetts, in place of Frank H. 
Johnson, removed. 


Harriet M. Mudge to be postmaster at Bedford, in the county of | 
Office became Presidential | 


Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
July 1, 1903. 
John F. Phipps to be postmaster at Hopkinton, in the county of 


Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in place of Cephas E. | 


Wheeler, deceased. 

Edward F. Shaw to be postmaster at Three Rivers, in the county 
of Hampden and State of Massachusetts. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1903. 

Mary C. Smith to be postmaster at Wellesley Hills, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in place of Calvin W. 
Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires December 13, 1903. 

Frank M. Tripp to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. Office became Presiden- 
tial July 1, 1908. 

Charles H. Webster to be postmaster at Northfield, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Massachusetts. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1908. 

MICHIGAN, 


F.M. Blatchford to be postmaster at Brighton, in the county of 
Livingston and State of Michigan, in the place of Willard C. 
Brown, resigned. 

Edwin L. Clapp to be postmaster at Centerville, in the county 
of St. Joseph and State of Michigan. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1903. 

Thomas E. Dawson to be postmaster at Sanilac Center, in the 
county of Sanilac and State of Michigan. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1903. 

William Glerum to be postmaster at Zeeland, in the county of 
Ottawa and State of Michigan, in place of Evert J. Pruim, 
resigned. 

William Hunter to be postmaster at Capac, in the county of 
St. Clair and State of Michigan. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1903. 

Henry H. Pulver to be postmaster at Laingsburg, in the county 
of Shiawassee and State of Michigan. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 

Carmi R. Smith to be postmaster at Niles, in the county of 
Berrien and State of Michigan, in place of Edwin S. Williams, 
deceased. 

Abner V. Stevic to be postmaster at Coloma, in the county of 
—— and State of Michigan. 

er 1, 1903. 


William B. Stiles to be postmaster at Coopersville, in thecounty | 


of Ottawa and State of Michigan. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1902. 

Fred Wade to be postmaster at Sangatuck,in the county of 
Allegan and State of Michigan. Office became Presidential Octo- 
ber 1, 1903. 

William Webster to be postmaster at Sault Ste. Marie, late 
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Office became Presi- | 


Office became | 


Office became Presidential Octo- | 


NOVEMBER 11, 


| 

| Sanit de Ste. Marie,in the county of Chippewa and State of Mich- 

| igan, in place of William Webster, to change name of office. 
Joseph Wise to be postmaster at Hubbell, late Southlake Lin- 

| den, in the county of Houghton and State of Michigan, in place 

of Joseph Wise, to change name of office. 


MINNESOTA, 


Axel R. Anderson to be postmaster at Sparta, in the county of 
St. Louis and State of Minnesota. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1903. 

Otho A. Austin to be postmaster at New York Millis, in the 
| county of Ottertail and State of Minnesota. Office became Presi- 
| dential July 1, 1903. 

Oliver B. Boobar to be postmaster at Sauk Center, in the county 
of Stearns and State of Minnesota, in place of Charles F. Hendryx, 
resigned. 

Frank H. Buelow to be postmaster at Sleepy Eye, in the county 
of Brown and State of Minnesota, in place of Frank H. Buelow. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 19, 1903. 

John W. Gish to be postmaster at Waterville, in the county of 
| Lesueur and State of Minnesota, in place of Serenus H. Farring- 
ton. Incumbent’s commission expired January 19, 1903. 

Henry C. Miller to be postmaster at St. Peter, in the county of 
a and State of Minnesota, in place of Daniel Fichthorn, 
removed. 
| §&. J. Swanson to be postmaster at Cokato, in the county of 
| Wright and State of Minnesota, in place of Axel Hammarsten, 
| deceased. 

William E. Talboys to be postmaster at Chisholm, in the county 
of St. Louis and State of Minnesota. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1903. 

William H. Towle to be postmaster at Annandale, in the county 
of Wright and State of Minnesota. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 





MISSISSIPPI. 


Samuel R. Braselton to be postmaster at Gulfport, in the county 
| of Harrison and State of Mississippi, in place of Thomas A. 
Cleary, removed. 
Wade H. Phyferto be postmaster at New Albany, in the county 
| of Union and State of Mississippi. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 

Bennett A. Truly to be postmaster at Fayette, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Mississippi, in place of Mary Truly, de- 
ceased. 

| MISSOURI. 


Andrew J. Robison to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county 
| of Clay and State of Missouri, in place of Andrew J. Robison. 
| Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1903. 
| Frank Wyman to be postmaster at St. Louis, in the county of 

St. Louis and State of Missouri, in place of Frederick W. Baum- 
hoff. Incumbent’s commission expired January 24, 1903. 


MONTANA, 


| Lonis V. Bogy to be postmaster at Chinook, in the county of 
Choteau and State of Montana. Office became Presidential July 
1, 1901. 
| Lewis Coleman to be 
| of Powell and State of 
removed. 

| Clarence B. Lane to be postmaster at Forsyth, in the county of 
| Rosebud and State of Montana. Office became Presidential July 
1, 1908. 

John R. Stout to be postmaster at Glendive, in the county of 
| Dawson and State of Montana, in place of Charles F. Bean, re- 
| signed. 


ten at Deer Lodge, in the county 
ontana, in place of Thomas W. J ones, 


NEBRASKA, 


Daniel L. Crellin to be postmaster at Plainview, in the county 
of Pierce and State of Nebraska, in place of Ambrose M. Colson, 
| deceased. 
| Edward McLernon to be postmaster at Sidney, in the county of 
| Cheyenne and State of Nebraska, in place of Otis D. Lyon, re- 
signed. 
| Melancthon Scott to be postmaster at Sonth Auburn, in the 
| county of Nemaha and State of Nebraska, in placeof Sterling P. 
| Glasgow, removed. 

Thomas T. Varney to be postmaster at Ansley, in the county of 
Custer and Stateof Nebraska. Office became Presidential October 
1, 1903. 

Thomas B. Walker to be postmaster at Atkinson, in the county 
| of Holt and State of Nebraska, in placeof Benjamin W. Johnson, 
| deceased. 
| Seth W. Wilson to be postmaster at Wood River, in the county 
| of Hall and State of Nebraska, in place of William T. Spelts, re- 


signed. 


' 








1903. 





NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Andrew J. Hook to be postmaster at Warner, in the county of 
Merrimack and State of New Hampshire. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1903. 

Forrest E. Page to be postmaster at Raymond, in the county of | 
Rockingham and State of New Hampshire. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1903. 

NEW JERSEY. 


Robert L. Barber to be postmaster at Camden, in the ccunty of | 
Camden and State of New Jersey, in place of Louis T. Dervusse, | 
removed. 

Peter W. Brakeley to be postmaster at Dunellen, in the county | 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey, in place of Adam Deala- 
man, deceased. 

William L. Doremus to be postmaster at Montclair, in the | 
county of Essex and State of New Jersey, in place of George A. 
Van Gieson, deceased. 

Frank A. Esty to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of | 
Hunterdon and State of New Jersey, in place of Benjamin F. | 


Honness. Incumbent’s commission expired January 12, 1902. 
Herman B. Walker to be postmaster at Urange, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey, in place of Louis D, Gallison, | 

removed. 


NEVADA. | 


Herman C. Sommer to be postmaster at Lovelocks, in the 
county of Humboldt and State of Nevada, in place of Charles M. 
Sain, resigned. 

NEW MEXICO. 

Fred O. Blood to be postmaster at Las Vegas (late East Las | 
Vegas), in the county of San Miguel and Territory of New Mex- | 
ico, in place of Fred O. Blood, to change name of office. 

Albert R. Carter to be postmaster at Tucumcari, in the county 
of Quay and Territory of New Mexico, Office became Presiden- | 
tial October 1, 1903. 

John M. Hawkins to be postmaster at Alamogordo, in the 
county of Otero and Territory of New Mexico, in place of Frank | 
M. Rhomberg, resigned. 

NEW YORK, 


John 8S. Burr to be postmaster at Charlotte, in the county of | 

aoe and State of New York. Office became Presidential July 
, 19038. 

Silas S. Cartwright to be postmaster at Roxbury, in the county 
of Delaware and State of New York. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 

William G. Davry to be postmaster at Mechanicsville, in the 
county of Saratoga and State of New York, in place of George B. 
Tripp, deceased. 

Lucius R. Doty to be postmaster at Catskill, in the county of 
Greene and State of New York, in place of John D. Smith. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1903. 

James Freeman to be postmaster at Mumford, in the county of 
Monroe and State of New York. Office became Presidential 


April 1, 1903. 
Frank E. Gaylord to be aster at North Collins, in the 
Office became Presiden- 


county of Erie and State of New York. 
tial October 1, 1903. 

H. C. Holcomb to be postmaster at Portville, in the county of 
Comoran and State of New York, in place of William Holden, | 

eceased. 

William Hopkins to be postmaster at Au Sable Forks, in the | 
county of Essex and State of New York. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1903. 

Flora A. Horner to be postmaster at Belmont, in the county of | 
Allegany and State of New York, in place of Melvin E. Horner, | 
removed. : 

Frank H. Johnson to be postmaster at Farmer, in the county of | 
Seneca and State of New York, in place of Emmett C. Grant. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 15, 1903. 

James E. Johnson to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
St. Lawrence and State of New York, in place of John H. Mc- | 
Intosh, deceased. 

James M. Requa to be postmaster at Tarrytown, in the county | 
of Westchester and State of New York, in place of James M. 
Requa. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1903. 

orman C. Templeton to be postmaster at Irvington, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York, in place of John | 
F. Dinkel. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1903. 


John G. Ward to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county of 
Washington and State of New York, in place of Benjamin L. 
Ward, deceased. 

William W. Worden to be postmaster at Saratoga Springs, in 
the county of Saratoga and State of New York, in place of Win- | 
sor B. French. Incumbent’s commission expired February 15, | 
19038. 
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| of Union and State of Ohio, in place of Wilson S. Burgoon. 
| cumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1903. 


| of Clinton and State of Ohio, in place of Lewis M. Riley. 
| bent’s commission expired December 20, 1902. 


| of Comanche and Territory of Oklahoma. 
| dential October 1, 1903. 
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NORTH CAROLINA, 


John E. Albright to be postmaster at Mount Airy, in the county 
of Surry and State of North Carolina, in place of Richard K. 
Marshall. Incumbent’s commission expired May 6, 1902. 

Claudius D. Holland to be postmaster at Gastonia, in the county 
of Gaston and State of North Carolina, in place of Laban L. 
Jenkins, resigned. 

Ella C. Peace to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county of Gran- 
ville and State of North Carolina, in place of Ella C. Peace. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 28, 1903. 

Benjamin T. Person to be postmaster at Wilson, in the county 
of Wilson and State of North Carolina, in place of Samnel H. 
Vick. Incumbent’s commission expired May 28, 1902. 


NORTH DAKOTA, 


Bertha M. Gunderson to be postmaster at Aneta, in the county 
of Nelson and State of North Dakota. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1903. 

Thomas B. Hurly to be postmaster at Bowbells, in the county 
of Ward and State of North Dakota. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1903. 

John E. Jenks to be postmaster at Souris, in the county of Bot- 
tineau and State of North Dakota. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1903. 

Charlies Leathart to be postmaster at Fairmount, in the county 
of Richland and State of North Daxota. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1903. 

William G. Mitchell to be postmaster at Minto, in the county 
of Walsh and State of North Dakota. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 

Edward T. Pierson to be postmaster at Granville, in the connty 
of McHenry and State of North Dakota. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1903. 

August H. Wahl to be postmaster at Washburn, in the county 
of McLean and State of North Dakota. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1903. 

OHIO. 


Oliver 8. Applegate to be postmaster at Antwerp, in the county 


| of Paulding and State of Ohio, in place of Oliver 8. Applegate. 


Incumbent’s commission expired January 28. 1903. 
John Q. A. Campbell to be postmaster at Bellefontaine, in the 


| county of Logan and Stateof Ohio, in place of Wallace W. Roach, 


deceased. 

Charles W. Dean to be postmaster at Mingo Junction. in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Ohio, in place of William E. 
Pelley, resigned. 

Charles E. Fenton to be postmaster at Newton Falls, in the 
county of Trumbull and State of Ohio, Office became Presiden- 


| tial April 1, 1903. 


Gustavus A. Gessner to be postmaster at Fremont, in the county 
of Sandusky and Siate of Ohio, in place of Gustavus A Gessner. 
Incumbent'’s commission expired March 38. 1903. 

Herbert Harrison to be postmaster at Dillonvale, in the county 
of z efferson and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential April 
1, 1903. 

Charles H. Huffman to be postmaster at Richwood. in the county 
In- 


Walter M. Kyle to be postmaster at Troy, in the county of Miami 
and State of Ohio, in place of Newton C. Clyde, deceased. 

Arthur M. Lyon to be postmaster at Struthers, in the county of 
Mahoning and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential July 1, 
1903. 

John F. Orr to be postmaster at Xenia, in the county of Greene 
and State of Ohio, in place of Joseph M. Milburn. Incumbent’s 
commission expired May 24, 1902. 

Lewis M. Riley to be postmaster at Blanchester, in the county 
Incum- * 


Porter Watson to be postmaster at Lowellvilie, in the county of 
Mahoning and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential April 1, 
1903. 

OKLAHOMA. 

George A. Ahern to be postmaster at Frederick, in the county 

Office became Presi- 


L. N. Bushorr to be postmaster at Pawnee, in the county of 


| Pawnee and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of Oscar M. Lancas- 
| ter, resigned, 


OREGON. 

Carlton E. Harmon to be postmaster at Grants Pass, in the 
county of Josephine and State of Oregon, in place of Carlton E. 
Harmon. Incumbent’s commission expired March 8. 1903. 

Hiram F. Murdoch to be postmaster at Klamath Falls, in the 
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county of Klamath and State of Oregon. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1903. 

Wallace W. Smead to be postmaster at Heppner, in the county 
of Morrow and State of Oregon, in place of Benjamin F, Vaughan, 
deceased. . 

PENNSYLVANIA, 


Alexander C. Alton to be postmaster at Fayette City, in the 


county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Edwin 


H. McCune, resigned. 

John C, Bailey to be postmaster at Ford City, in the county of 
Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania, ia place of Andrew C. 
Bailey, resigned. 

Joseph M. Bloss to be postmaster at Titusville, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Martin R. Rouse. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1902. 

John B. Branagan to be postmaster at Charlermi, in the county 
of Washington and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John C. 
McKean. Incumbent’s commission expired July 5, 1902. 

Joseph B. Heister to be postmaster at New Kensington, in the 
county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Georgie E. Shaw, resigned. 

Emma Keat to be postmaster at Pen Argyl, in the county of 
Northampton and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Samuel Keat, 
deceased. 

Eliza Ketcham to be postmaster at Narberth, in the county of 


Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presi-’ 


dential October 1, 1903. 

Jacob E. Long to be postmaster at Bangor, in the county of 
Northampton and State of Pennsylvania, in 
Jones, deceased. 

Ellwood W. Minster to be postmaster at Bristol, in the county 
of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Elwood W. Min- 
ster. Incumbent’s commission expired March 8, 1903. 

George S. Mullin to be postmaster at Hyndman, in the county 
of Bedford and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presiden- 
tial April 1, 1903. 

Francis A. Ready to be postmaster at Tarentum, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Andrew 8S. 
Warner, deceased. 

Renwick Rowan to be postmaster at Parnassus, in the county 
of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvamia. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1903. 

Joseph T. Russell to be postmaster at New Salem, in the county 


of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presidential | 


October 1, 1903. 

Cyrus B. Smith to be postmaster at Wernersville, in the county 
of Berks and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1903. 

Denis O. Sullivan to be postmaster at Devon, in the county of 
Chester and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1908. 


Frank S. Tryon to be postmaster at Spartansburg, in the county 


of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1903. 

James oe to be postmaster at West Newton, in the 
county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
William D. Allison, resigned. 

John W. Zerbe to be postmaster at Shamokin, in the county of 
Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania. in place of Frank 
W. Daniell. Incumbent’s commission expired March 3, 1903. 

Andrew C. Ziegler to be postmaster at Mars, in the county of 
Butler and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1903. 

PORTO RICO, 


Augusto Font to be postmaster at Aguadilla, in the county of 
Aguadilla, Porto Rico, Office became Presidential July 1, 1903, 


RHODE ISLAND. 


John B. Landers to be postmaster at Jamestown, in the county 
of Newport and State of Rhode Island. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1903. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Wilmot L. Harris to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county 
of Charleston and State of South Carolina, in place of George I. 
Cunningham. Incumbent’s commission expired June 14, 1902. 

Samuel T. Poinier to be postmaster at Spartanburg, in the 
county of Spartanburg and State of South Carolina, in place of 
Samuel T. Poinier. Incumbent’s commission expired March 8, 
- 19038. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Bayard T. Boylan to be postmaster at Armour, in the county of 
Douglas and State of South Dakota, in place of Thomas B. Rob- 
erts, resigned. 

John J. Mansfield to be postmaster at Hurley, in the county of 
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| 

| Turner and State of South Dakota. Office became Presidential 

| October 1, 1903. 

| Eva M. Young to be postmaster at Faulkton, in the county of 
Faulk and State of South Dakota, in place of Fremont Young, 

| resigned, 


TEXAS. 


James A. Butler to be postmaster at Troup, in the county of 
Smith and State of Texas. Office became Presidential April 1, 
1903. 


| 


| W.E. Connelly to be postmaster at Hubbard, in the county of 

| Hill and State of Texas, in place of William B. Norvell. Incum- 

| bent’s commission expired March 31, 1902. 

| Ellie V. Flanagan to be postmaster at Henderson, in the count 
of Rusk and State of Texas, in place of John M. Hickey, decal 

| _ Albert L. Gibson to be postmaster at Guffey, in the county of 

eye and State of Texas. Office became Presidential Octo- 
yer 1, 1903. 

Dallas Harbert to be postmaster at Commerce, in the county of 
Hunt and State of Texas, in place of Charles W. Rush. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired March 31, 1902. 

Elias J. M. Hopkins to be postmaster at Rockdale, in the county 
of Milam and State of Texas, in place of Esta Witcher, resigned. 

D. A. Robinson to be postmaster at Dallas, in the county of 
ee and State of Texas, in place of William M. O’Leary, de- 
ceased. 

Gertrude Taylor to be postmaster at Llano, in the county of 
Liano and State of Texas, in place of James L. Taylor, deceased, 


TENNESSEE. 


place of John W. | James 8S. Beasley to be postmaster at Centerville, in the county 


- ae and State of Tennessee. Office became Presidential 
uly 1, 1903. 

William B. Farris to be postmaster at Pulaski, in the county 
| of a and State of Tennessee, in place of Peter J. Clarke, de- 

ceased. 

Lewis J. Garner to be postmaster at Cookeville, in the county 
| of Putnam and State of Tennessee. Office became Presidential 

October 1, 1903. 

Rufus T. Hickman to be postmaster at Lynnville, in the county 

| of Giles and State of Tennessee. Office became Presidential July 
1, 1903. 

Lorenzo H. Lasater to be postmaster at Athens, in the county 
| of McMinn and State of Tennessee, in place of William 8S. Hoge, 
deceased. 

Thomas J. Littleton to be postmaster at Estill Springs, in the 
| county of Franklin and State of Tennessee. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1903. 


. 


UTAH. 


Samuel Judd to be postmaster at St. George, in the county of 
Washington and State of Utah. Office became Presidential July 
1, 1903. 

VERMONT. 

Albert H. Cheney to be postmaster at Stowe, in the county of 
Lamoille and State of Vermont. Office became Presidential Oc- 
tober 1, 1903. 

Henry E. Spencer to be postmaster at Proctor, in the county of 

| Rutland and State of Vermont, in place of William P. Donahue. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 15, 1898. 
VIRGINIA, 


| ‘William T. Tillar to be postmaster at Emporia, in the county 


of Greenesville and State of Virginia, Office became Presidential 

| April 1, 1903. 

| WASHINGTON. 

| Grant C. Angle to be postmaster at Shelton, in the county of 
Mason and State of Washington, in place of Albert J. Munson, 
removed. 

John Black to be postmaster at Fairhaven, in the county of 
Whatcom and State of Washington, in place of Samuel P. Tap- 

| ping. Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, 1902. 

| William M. Clemenson to be postmaster at Clarkston, in the 
county of Asotin and State of Washington. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1903. 

Richard Connell to be postmaster at Odessa, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Washington. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 

WEST VIRGINIA, 

Edgar C. Bennette to be postmaster at Richwood, in the county 
of Nicholas and State of West Virginia. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1903. 

Madison E. Callihan to be postmaster at Thurmond, in the county 
of Fayette and State of West Virginia, in place of Samuel G. 
Walker, resigned. 

Thad T. Huffman to be postmaster at Keyser, in the county of 
oe State of West Virginia, in place of John W. Matlick, 

eceased. 
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WISCONSIN, 
stmaster at Wautoma, in the county 


William H. Berray to be ; . 
isconsin. Office became Presidential 


of Waushara and State of 
April 1, 1903. 

Thomas W. Claridge to be postmaster at Reedsburg, in the 
county of Sauk and State of Wisconsin, in place of John Kellogg, 
deceased. 

Albert E. Edwards to be tmaster at Monticello, in the county 
of Green and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presidential 
July 1, 1903. : 

Gertrude Frazier to be postmaster at Viola, in the county of 
Richland and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. ’ 

Edith L. Maynard to be postmaster at Sheboygan, in the county 
of Sheboygan and State of Wisconsin, in place of Charles H. May- 
nard, deceased. 

Sutcliffe Parkin to be postmaster at Mazomanie, in the county 
of Dane and State of Wisconsin, in place of Maud Dodge, resigned. 

Kirby Thomas to be postmaster at Superior, late West Superior, 
in the county of Douglas and State of Wisconsin, in place of Kirby 
Thomas, to change name of office. 

WYOMING. 

Frank S. Knittle to be postmaster at Douglas, in the county of 
Converse and State of Wyoming, in place of Howard 8. Dates- 
man, removed. 

William P. Webster to be postmaster at Cody, in the county of | 
Bighorn and State of Wyoming. Office became Presidential | 
July 1, 1903. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn November 11, 1908. 

Asst. Surg. Matthew K. G , of Maryland, to be a passed as- | 
sistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service 
pad United States, the same having been made through a cler- 

error, 


TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 
The injunction of secrecy was removed November 11, 1903, from 
a@ commercial convention (Ex. 1, 57th Cong., 2d sess.) between 
the United States and Cuba, and from the hearings thereon before | 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, November 11, 1903. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS, 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, my colleagues, Hon. Charles C. 
Reid, of the Fifth district of Arkansas, and Hon. R. M. Wallace, | 
of the Seventh district of Arkansas, were not present on the first 
day of the session. I ask that they be given an opportunity to | 
take the oath of office. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen will step forward to the bar 
of the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request on | 
behalf of Hon. Thomas B. Kyle, of the Seventh district of Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will step forward to the bar | 
of the House. 

The Members named came forward and took the oath of office. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed, 


conn 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
— was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
OLLOWS: | 
A letter from the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives, | 
submitting an inventory of all books, maps, and pamphlets re- | 
maining in his department November 2, 1903—-to the Committee 
on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
e = following titles were introduced, and severally referred as | 
OLLOWS: | 
By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 1192) to re- | 
peal the 10 per cent tax on State-bank issues—to the Committee | 
on Banking and Currency, 





Also, a bill (H. R. 1198) to amend sections 3242 and 3281 of the 
Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 1194) providing 
for subsistence for rural free-delivery carriers—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 1195) to provide for the pay- 
ment of certain claims against the District of Columbia, caused 
by the destruction of the Northern Liberty market house in Se 
tember, 1872—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 1196) for the purchase of 
a national forest reserve in the Southern Appalachian Mountains, 
to be known as the ‘‘ National Appalachian Forest Reserve’’—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 1197) for investigations of the 
chemical composition and economic uses of cotton seed and its 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 1198) providing for the pun- 
ishment of United States prisoners for crimes committed while 
confined in State penal institutions—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 1199) to regulate the mode and 
manner of taking proof in all civil cases, both at law and equity, 


| in the circuit courts of the United States—to the Committee on 
| the Judiciary. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1200) to provide for a road to the Shiloh 
National Military Park—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1201) to provide for a road to the Shiloh 
National Military Park—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1202) to repeal an act to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy throughout the United States, approved 
July 1, 1898—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 1208) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to provide a post-office building at all cities 
or towns where first, second, or third class post-offices are located— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1204) to increase the limit of cost for the 
purchase of site and the erection of a public building at Wash- 
ington, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1205) to establish a fish-hatching and fish 
station in the State of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr.SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 1206) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Dover, in the State of New Hampshire—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 1207) providing for the em- 
ployment of letter carriers at every post-office which produced a 
gross revenue for the preceding fiscal year of not less than $1 ,900— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 1208) to amend the 
pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 1209) to erect a custom-house and 
post-office building in the city of Paris, State of Tennessee—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 1210) for the improvement of 
harbor of refuge at Duck Island Harbor, Connecticut—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1211) for the improvement of the New Haven 


| (Conn.) Harbor breakwater—to the Committee on Rivers and 


Harbors. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 1212) to erect a public building at 
Dixon, I1l.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 1213) to amend section 4 of an act 
passed December 27, 1894, entitled ‘*An act to establish a national 
military park at the battlefield of Shiloh’’—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 1214) making an appropriation 
for increasing the depth of the main ship channel in the Patapsco 
River to Baltimore Harbor, Maryland, to 35 feet—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1215) making an appropriation to increase 
the depth of the main ship channel at York Spit, in Chesapeake 
Bay, to 35 feet and of a width to 600 feet—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 1216) to increase the pen- 
sions of those who have become totally blind by reason of service 
in the Army or Navy of the United States—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 1217) for the maintenance and 
improvement of the Connecticut River below Hartford—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1218) for the improvement of the Housatonic 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1219) for the improvement of the harbor at 
Milford, Conn.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1220) to provide for the modification of the 
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project for the improvement of the harbor of New Haven,Conn.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1221) to provide for the modification of the | 
project forthe improvement of the harbor of New Haven, Conn.— | 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 1222 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Mitchell. in the State of South Dakota—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1223) to establish mining experiment sta- | 
tions, to aid in the development of the mineral resources of the | 


United States,and for other purposes—to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1224) making the anniversary of the discov- 


ery of America by Christopher Columbus a legal holiday—to the | 


Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 1225) providing for the erec- 


tion of a public building in the city of Mason City, lowa—to the | 


Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 1226) to prevent monopoly and 


trusts, and to secure free competition in trade among the States | 
and Territories of the United States, and for other purposes—to | 


the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1227) donating to the State of Arkansas | 
100,000 acres of public land for the purpose of establishing, equip- | 
ping, and maintaining a textile school in said State—to the Com- | 


mittee on the Public Lands. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1228) defininga legal day’s work, and for other | 


purposes—to the Committee on Labor. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1229) to refund the cotton tax—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1230) to revive the right of action under the | 


captured and abandoned property acts, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 1231) for the 
relief of gaugers, storekeeper-gaugers, and storekeepers—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 1282) to fix the 4ees | 


of court criers, bailiffs, and witnesses in attendance upon United 
States courts in Alabama—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1233) to erect suitable buildings, and to im- 
prove the grounds around the same, for disabled Confederate sol- 
diers, at or near Mountain Creek, Ala.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 1234) to limit the meaning of 


the word “‘ conspiracy *’ and the use of injunctions and restraining 


orders in certain cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 1235) for the erection of a | 


ublic building at the city of Barre, Vt.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1236) for the erection of a public building | 
at Island Pond, Vt.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and | 


Grounds. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 1237) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Iola, in 
the State of Kansas—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1238) in relation to interstate commerce, and | 


authorizing the imposing of licenses and occupation taxes on per- 


sons engaged in such commerce—to the Committee on Interstate | 


and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 1239) for the erection of a pub- 


lic building in Westerly, R. I.—to the Committee on Public Build- | 


) to provide for the pur- | 
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By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 1246) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to fulfill certain treaty stipulations 
with the Chippewa Indians of Lake Superior and the Mississippi, 
and making appropriation for the same—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 1247) for the bene- 
fit of the national cemetery near the city of Lebanon, in the State 
of Kentucky—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H.R. 1248) appropriating 
$100,000 to enlarge the public building at Montgomery, Ala., so 
as to meet the necessities of the public business—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. THAYER: A bill (H. R. 1249) to admit hides free of 
duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 1250) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
| at Elizabethtown, in the State of Kentucky—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1251) for the erection of a public building at 
Lebanon, Marion County, Ky.—tothe Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1252) for the erection of a public building at 
| Bardstown, Nelson County, Ky.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 1253) to pro- 
vide a public building for the use of the post-office and other civil 
| offices of the city of Pine Bluff, Ark.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 1255) to provide for a site fora 

depot for the Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Committee on In- 
| terstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 1256) to provide for 
the improvement of Rough River, in Kentucky—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1257) to provide for the improvement of Salt 
oo: in the State of Kentucky—to the Committee on Rivers and 

iarbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1258) to provide for the further improve- 
ment of Green River, in the State of Kentucky—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A joint resolution (H. J. 
| Res. 17) proposing an amendment to the Constitution relating to 
| direct taxes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 18) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution providing for the repeal of the fifteenth 
amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 19) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A resolution (H. Res. 11) asking for Report on 
Hog Cholera: Its History, Nature, and Treatment, by Theobald 
Smith, published in 1891; also Bulletin 6 of Bureau of Animal In- 
dustry; also Bulletin 24 and Bulletin 100—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A resolution (H. Res. 12) asking for a re- 
port from the Secretary of Agriculture whether horseflesh is being 
canned, cured, or otherwise prepared for human food in thiscoun- 
try; and if so, at what places and to what extent—to the Com- 
| mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 13) asking the Secretary of Treasury 
to cause to be prepared in book form 5,090 copies of tabulated 
statements of tariff laws passed, giving date of passage, date of 
repeal, and period they were in operation—to the Committee on 











ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1240) providing for the erection of a monnu- 
ment at Put in Bay, Ohio, commemorative of Commodore Oliver 
Hazard Perry and those who participated in the naval battle of 
Lake Erie on the 10th day of September, 1813—to the Committee | 
the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1241) making appropriation for site and 
pedestal of a statue of the late Maj. Gen. Ambrose E. Burnside | 
in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1242) to provide a life-saving station at or 
near Greenhill, on the coast of South Kingston, in the State of 
Rhode Island—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 1248) to reclassify railway 
postal clerks and prescribe their salaries—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 1244) to 
increase the compensation of fourth-class postmasters—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1245) granting to N. F. Thompson and asso- 
ciates the right to erect a dam and construct power station at 
Muscle Shoals, Alabama—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 


Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 1254) appropriating 
$4,243.90 to repay the city of Montgomery, Ala., moneys expended 
for streets and sidewalks adjacent to the Government building in 
said city—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R.1259) granting a pension to 
Henry H. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1260) granting a pension to G. W. Baldwin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1261) granting a pension to George W. Robb— 
to the Committee on Invali: Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1262) granting a pension to Capt. W. P. 
Fryer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1263) granting an increase of pension to Da- 
vid Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1264) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Lioyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1265) granting an increase of pension to Mil- 
ton S. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1266) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
shall Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1267) granting an increase of pension to D. 
Miller Gordon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1268) granting an increase of pension to John 
B. Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1269) to correct the military record of George 
W. Brice—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1270) to correct the muster of Benjamin F. 
Hasson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1271) for the relief of Mrs. Jane W. Mason— 
to the Committee on Claims. , 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 1272) for the relief of Col. 
Azor H. Nickerson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 1278) granting an increase of 
pension to J. J. Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1274) — a pension to Mrs. Mirah A. B. 
Miller, widow of George Miller, alias George Reynolds, late a 
soldier in the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1275) for the relief of John W. Ledbetter— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1276) for the relief of Mrs. 8. F. Prestridge— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1277) for the relief of Isaiah Friday—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1278) for the relief of S. R. Bell and S. H. 
Green—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1279) for the relief of C. C. Huckabee—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1280) for the relief of W. J. Warren—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1281) for the relief of the heirs of George O. 
Baker—-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 1282) granting 
an increase of pension to George Baker—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 1283) granting 
an increase of pension to Lorenzo Weeks—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 1284) granting 
an increase of pension to James H. Beulen—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1285) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Gosage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. 8. 1286) granting an increase of pension to John 
Brasch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1287) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus B. Dopp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1288) nting an increase of pension to 
Jason Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 1289) for the relief of 
Joseph A, Jennings—to the Confimittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. B. 1290) for the relief of the Georgia Railroad 
and Banking Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 1291) author- 
izing the issuance of patents to Amanda C. Hines, Minnie A. 
Hines, and Harriet A. Hines for lands allotted to them in South 
Dakota—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 1292) granting an increase 
of pension to Icabod 8S. Sprosser—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1293) granting an increase of pension to T. H. 
Ashton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 1294) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam McBrien—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1295) granting an increase of pension to Victor 
Vifquain—to the Committee on Pensions. 

_ By Mr, CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 1296) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry J. Whitaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1297) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace B. Tanner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1298) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Owen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1299) granting an increase of pension to 
David A. ae the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1800) granting an increase of pension to 
John F, Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1801) granting an increase of pension to 
John 8, Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1802) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet Jane Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1803) granting an increase of pension to Julia 
may thon hy Say on Invalid Pensions. 

so, @ bi . RR. granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward Larkin—to the Committee on Invalid Paneina: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1805) granting an increase of pension to Gil- 
bert A. Kenney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1306) granting an increase of pension to John 
Flood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1307) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Dedrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1308) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Cassidy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1309) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1310) granting a pension io Maria B. 
Wheaton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1311) granting a pension to William A, 
Luther—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 1312) granting a pension to George F. Hol- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1313) granting a pension to Penelope A. 
Dexter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1314) granting a pension to Denison L. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1315) to remove the charge of desertion 
against the army record of Francis J. Brady—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 1316) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Day—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1317) granting a pension to Thomas E. Mc- 
Intire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1318) granting a pension to Dennis Dyer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1319) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Deegan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1320) granting a pension to Ellen J. Clark— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1321) granting a pension to Edwin Babcock— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1322) granting an increase of pension to John 
G. Vassar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1323) granting a pension to William W, 
Plank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1324) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Skidmon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1825) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Louther—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1326) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1327) granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 1328) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Anton Ernst—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 1329) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Joseph Willett—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1330) granting a pension to Samuel W, 
Searles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.1331) granting a pension to Lewis W. Gran- 
tier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1332) for the relief of Mrs. Martha E. West— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 1333) granting an increase of 
pension to Timothy Quinn—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1834) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Kilburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1335) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 1336) granting an increase of 
pension to Alonzo R. Boynton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1337) granting an increase of pension to 

| Leonard F. Hathaway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1338) granting an increase of pension to 
George E. Pierson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 1339) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 1340) for the relief of H. 
Manwaring—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1841) for the relief of Joseph Martin—io the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1342) for the relief of Jasper N. Cooper—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1348) for the relief of the heirs of J. M. 
Robb—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1344) for the relief of Smith R. Mershon— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1345) for the relief of James Naylor—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1846) for the relief of Milton Newcomb—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1347) for the relief of the estate of J. L. 
Walker, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1348) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Moss—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1349) for the relief of J. J. Ramsey—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1350) for the relief of the heirs of Archibald 
C. Hays—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1351) for the relief of John E. Herrod—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1352) for the relief of Samuel McClure—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1353) for the relief of the Madison Female 
ee at Richmond, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1354) for the relief of the heirs of John F. 
Logan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1355) for the relief of Henry P. Bottom—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
__ Also, a bill (H. &. 1356) for the relief of Levi H. Hendren—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 1357) for the relief of the heirs of W. L. 
Waddy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1358) for the relief of Ellerson Padgett—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1359) for the relief of M. J. Vanarsdale—to | 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1360) for the relief of John D. Myers—to | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1361) for the relief of Thomas Noon—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1362) for the relief of Ben F. Bryant—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1363) for the relief of M. C. Reynolds—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1364) for the relief of Benjamin F. Chat- | 
ham—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1365) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas | 
Stone—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1366) for the relief of the trustees of the | 
Christian Church of Danville, Ky.—to the Committee on War | 
Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1367) for the relief of the heirs of James | 


Madison Martin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1368) for the relief of M. D. Hall—to the | 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1369) for the relief of Peter Tribble—to the | 
Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1870) for the benefit of Henry F. Newland, | 


deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1371) for the relief of Henry S. Branaman, of 
Rockcastle County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1372) for the benefit of John Wesley Eu- | 


banks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1373) for the relief of Simeon H. King’s | 
executrix—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1374) for the benefit of James M. Crawford— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1375) for the relief of David Huddleson—to | 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1376) for the relief of E. B. Caldwell, jr.—to | 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1377 
tratrix of John Conn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1378) for the benefit of Thomas W, Caldwell, 
of Jessamine County, Ky—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1379) for the benefit of D. N. Williams—to | 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1380) for the benefit of H. P. Button, of Per- | 
ryville, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1381) for the relief of R. Z. Moss—to the | 
Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1382) for the relief of S. P. Martin—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1384) for the relief of John Nolan—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1385) for the benefit of James Woods, admin- | 


istrator—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1386) for the benefit of the Harrodsburg Pres- ' 
byterian Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1387) for the relief of W. G. Dunn, adminis- 
trator of Cooper Dunn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 1388) for the benefit of George Price, of | 
Simpsonville, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims, 


) for the benefit of Mary Conn, adminis- 


1383) for the relief of A. Portwood—to the | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1889) for the relief of Jacob Robinson’s es- 
tate—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1390) for the relief of James M. Clowers— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1391) for the relief of the heirs of Mary A. 
Dennis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1392) for the benefit of the heirs of Caleb Mar- 
ratta, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13938) for the relief of Jonathan Jacobs—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1394) for the benefit of the heirs of James 
D. McKenzie—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1395) for the benefit of the heirs of G. W. 
| Rogers—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1396) for the relief of John P. Willis—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1397) for the relief of John Nolan or Nolen— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H.R. 1398) for the relief of John Taylor—to the 

Committee on Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1399) for the relief of John H. McBrayer—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H.R. 1400) granting a pension to W. D. Gibson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R, 1401) granting a pension to Charles C. Sacrey— 
| to the Natta on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1402) granting a pension to John M. Heath— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1403) granting a pension to Alexander Curd— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1404) granting a pension to Harriet Harris— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1405) granting a pension to Isaiah Proctor— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pension to Solomon Riddell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1407) granting a pension to Abe L. McAnelly— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1408) granting a pension to Mary Weber— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1409) granting a pension to W. H. O’Dear— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1410) granting a pension to R. T. Mattingly— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1411) granting a pension to Amy Griffey—to 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1412) granting a pension to Edgar Wool- 
folk—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1413) granting a pension to Thomas W. Card- 
| well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1414) granting a pension to James Morris— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pertsions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1415) granting a pension to M. Weiser—to 
| the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1416) granting a pension to James L. Webb— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1417) granting a pension to Levi Reynolds— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1418) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E, Fish— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1419) granting a pension to Granville C. 
West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1420) granting an increase of pension to 
Boston Dillon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1421) granting an increase of pension to 
| Harden Golden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1422) granting an increase of pension to 
| Allen Demaree—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1422) to correct the military record of Simeon 
R. Cook—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1424) for the relief of George Bentley—to 
| the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1425) for the relief of Mrs. Eugenia D. Potts 
and Elizabeth Huette—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1426) for the relief of James G. Dunn. ad- 
| ministrator of R. B. Dunn, deceased—to the Committee on War 

Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1427) for the relief of the heirs of C. L. Car- 
ter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 1428) for the relief of the 
Little Rock and Memphis Railroad Company, to refer to the 
| Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 1429) referring to the Court of Claims the claims 
of O. P, Cobb and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1430) for the relief of Willard W. Howe, of 
' Aurora, Ind.—to the Committee on Claims, 
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granting an increase 
Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 1431) 


of pension to Samuel H. Maxam—to the 
Pensions. : ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1482) es a pension to Adah A. Hel- 
mer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1488) for the relief of Rev. George W. C. 
Smith—to the Committee on Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1484) granting a pension to H. 8. Chase— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 1485) for the relief of Henry 
Crangle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1436) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam D. Hatch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1487) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Bryant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1438) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian Kinter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1489) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel B. Pickel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1440) granting an increase of pension to John 
Fryer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1441) granting an increase of pension to John | 


F. Wier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1442) granting an increase of pension to 
George Platts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1448) granting an increase of pension to 
George Wolf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1444) granting a pension to Mrs. A. J. B. 
Richards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 1445) granting an increase 
of pension to John Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 1446) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Alexander D. Patton—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1447) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of William Thomas—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1448) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of William H. Phillips—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1449) to remove the charge of desertion | 


from the military record of William H. Hannah—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1450) to remove the charge of (desertion 
against the military record of William H. Ludwick—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1451) to remove the charge of desertion 


Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1452) to remove the charge of desertion from 


the military record of James H. Troy—to the Committee on Mili- | 


tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1453) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Jasper L. R. Reed, alias Jasper Reed—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1454) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of James Boatman, alias James M. Boatman— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1455) to remove thecharge of desertion from 
the military record of D. C. Kindle—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1456) to remove the charge of desertion from 








the military record of Julius Shelley—to the Committee on Mili- | 


tary Affairs. 


Jacob Dunham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1468) granting a pension to John W. Cundiff— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1469) granting a pension to Thomas Leever— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1470) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry B. Teetor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1471) granting a pension to Hill C. Craw- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1472) granting a pension to Levi G. Fessen- 
den—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1473) for the relief of C. C. Shearer—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1474) for the relief of Lisette Miller—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1475) for the relief of Isaac Holbrook—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1476) to amend the naval record of John 
W. Thompson and secure for him an honorable discharge—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1477) to remove the sentence of court-martial 
from the military record of Thomas J. Sutton—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 1478) granting an increase 
of pension to John Wesley Mosier—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1479) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob W. Roby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1480) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
gar W. Thornton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1481) granting an increase of pension to B. P. 
Munns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1482) granting an increase of pension to 
George C. Vance—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1483) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Black—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1484) granting an increase of pension to A. 
Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1485) granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1486) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1487) granting an increase of pension to D. T. 
Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1488) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. McGee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1489) granting an increase of pension to 


| Swan Swanson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
from the military record of Allen Moore—to the Committee on | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1490) granting an increase of pension to 


| Ephriam Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1491) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin L. Pembleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1492) granting an increase of pension to H.S. 
Barnum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1498) granting an increase of pension to 
James V. Morrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1494) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac D. Neihardt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 1495) granting an increase of 


| pension to Ransom O. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1496) granting an increase of pension to 
Carroll A. McKnight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1497) granting an increase of pension to 


| Dana Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1457) granting an increase of pension to | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1458) granting an increase of pension to | 


Thomas B. Tucker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1459) granting an increase of pension to Henry | 
| liam Woodcock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1460) granting an increase of pension to Ann | 


B. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Cc. Burck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1461) granting an increase of pension to Sam- | 
uel Y. Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1462) granting an increase of pension to David | 
M. Harris—to the Committee fat tevelia Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1463) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 
liam T. Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1464) granting a pension to Mary C. Par- | 
sons—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1465) granting an increase of pension to | 
Samuel J. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also; a bill (H. R. 1464) granting a pension to Nancy McIntire— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1467) a a pension to Elbert H. Ander- 
s0n—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 1498) granting an increase of pension to 


| Frank Flint—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1499) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver H. Mackenzie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1500) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1501) granting an increase of pension to Jas- 
per H. Perkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1502) granting an increase of pension to 
Eugene P. Tewksbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1503) granting an increase of pension to Cam- 
den M. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1504) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel L. D. Goodale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1505) granting an increase of pension to 
George C. Goodell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1506) granting a pension to Abby M. George— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1507) granting a pension to Elizabeth Kew— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1508) granting a pension to Celia M. Cutler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1509). granting a pension to James L. Swan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1510) granting a pension to Nahum C. Baker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1511) for the relief of Julius A. Morrill—to | 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1512) for the relief of John E. Kelley—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1518) for the relief of the estate of George 
W. Saulpaw—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1514) removing the charge of desertion from | 
the military record of Norris W. Silver, alias Norman W. Sil- | 
ver—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1515) granting a pension to Lucy Warren— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. BR. 1516) to re- 
move charge of desertion from record of Jesse Ford—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1517) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Hutchison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1518) granting a pension to William Nelson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1519) granting a pension to Thomas P. | 
Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. BR. 1520) for the relief | 
of the Mission of St. James, in the State of Washington—to the | 
Committee on Private Land Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1521) granting a pension to Chester E. 
Wadsworth—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 1522) for the 
— of the estate of Bedford Brown—to the Committee on | 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1528) for the relief of the estate of Josiah | 
Turner—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1524) for the relief of Robert D. Patterson— | 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1525) for relief of the heirs and distributees | 
of H. W. Hargrove—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1526) for the relief of Charles W. Johnson, 
— of Lydia Johnson—to the Committee on War, 
Claims. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 1527) nting a pension to 
William C. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1528) granting an increase of pension to | 
Charles Jarolman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1529) nmting an increase of pension to 
Conrad G. Boehme—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 1580) for the relief of John B. | 
Luttrell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1581) forthe relief of Johnathan Y. Bridges— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1532) for the relief of Charles W. Russey— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1533) for the relief of Simeon Austin—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1584) for the relief of the estate of Robert B. 
Pearce, deceased—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1535) for the relief of the heirs of H. D. 
Flowers, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1536) for the relief of Martin V. Rust—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1537) for the relief of Katie Reeves, heir at 
law of Henry Clay, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1588) for the relief of personal representative 
of William B.-Waldran, late of Memphis, Tenn.—to the Com- | 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1539) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. Lucy | 
A. Coleman, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1540) for the relief of the heirs of Asa Clark, | 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1541) for the relief of Michael McNally—to | 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1542) for the relief of Mrs. Sue Pipkins—to | 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1548) for the relief of the heirs of Isaac L. | 
Eppler, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1544) for the relief of the estate of Doctor | 
Nicholas Spring, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (i, R. 1545) for the relief of James A, Mitchell—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1546) for the relief of Chester Bethel—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1547) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth L. Twa- 
week—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1548) for the relief of James R. Lafferry— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1549) for the relief of Thomas Whittaker— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 1550) for the relief of Valen- 
tine Lapham—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1551) to increase pension of Edward §. Cli- 
thero—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 1552) granting a pension to 
Mabel L. Darte—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1553) grantinga pension to Margaret Eleanor 
McCoy, widow of Col. Thomas F. McCoy—to the Committee oa 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1554) granting a pension to Christian R. 
Pisle—to the Committee on Invalid Fenclona, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1555) granting a pension to Loni Catharine 
McMullen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1556) for the relief of Henry C. Wolfe—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1557) for the relief of Jacob J, Miller—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1558) for the relief of Alexander Everhart— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R.1559) for the relief of Peter Cummings—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1560) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1561) granting an increase of pension to John 
Lilley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1562) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Jackman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 1563) granting a pension to Ory 
Warriner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1564) granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Doan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1565) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine F. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1566) granting an increase of pension to Ellis 
T. Peirce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 1567) granting an 


| increase of pension to Hiram N. Parker—to the Committee on 


Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1568) granting an increase of pension to 
James V. Tabor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1569) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma J, Nutting—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1570) granting an increase of pension to 


iJ oseph McKenney, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1571) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Read—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1572) granting an increase of pension to 
Chester B. Dexter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1578) granting an increase of pension to Cy- 
rus Hurd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 1574) granting an increase of pension to 


| George B. True—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1575) granting an increase of pension to 


| Henry F. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 1576) for the 
relief of James W. Kenney—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1577) for the relief of Carl B. Peterson—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1578) for the relief of David Smith—‘o the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1579) for the relief of William R. Boag—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1580) for the relief of C. W. Beals—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1581) for the relief of Charles F. Wood—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1582) for the relief of Helen P. Spicer—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1583) for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Peter Brennan, who was killed by the explosion of 
a submarine torpedo at Castle Island—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1584) for the relief of the Globe Works, of 
Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1585) for the relief of the heirs and legal 
representatives of Samuel Svenson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1586) for the relief of the First National 
Bank of Newton, Mass.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. RB. 1587) granting a pension to Mary Eleanor 
Morgan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1588) granting a pension to Ernest B, 
Hutchins—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1589) granting a pension to Benjamin O, 
Low—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also. a bill (H. R. 1590) granting a pension toSusan M. Schmitt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1591) granting a pension to Frederick F. 
Murtagh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1592) granting an increase of pension to 
Adelaide E. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1593) granting an increase of pension to 
David BE. Burbunk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1594) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel Niles Dickerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 1595) for relief of Louisa Mc- 


Cali, executrix, and so forth, of Canton, Iil.—to the Committee 


on Claims. 
By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 1596) to 


authorize the Secretary of War to cause to be investigated and to | 


provide for the payment of the claim of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Huntsville, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1597) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
cause to be investigated and to provide for the payment of the 
claim of the Presbyterian Church of Huntsville, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1598) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
cause to be investigated and to provide for the payment of the 
claim of the Primitive Baptist Church, of Huntsville, Ala.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1599) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
cause to be investigated and to provide for the payment of the 
claim of the Florence Masonic Lodge, of Florence, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1600) to pay the claim against the United 
States of the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, 
of Athens, Limestone County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1601) to donate certain lands in Alabama for 
educational purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1602) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
cause to be investigated and to provide for the paymerit of the 
claim of the Walnut Grove Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of 
Madison County, Alas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1603) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, at Bellefonte, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1604) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church, at Bellefonte, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1605) for the relief of the trustees of Har- 
mony Methodist Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1606) for the relief of Sallie C. Smith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1607) for the relief of Bolivar Lodge of Free 
and Accepted Masons—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1608) for the relief of Cumberland Presbyte- 
rian Church, of Larkinsville, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1609) for the relief of the Masonic lodge of 
ae Colbert County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1610) for the relief of the trustees of Leba- 
non Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1611) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Missionary Baptist Church at Gravelly Springs, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1612) for the relief of Decatur Lodge, No. 
52, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, Decatur, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1613) for the relief of Dan Walden—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.1614) for the relief of the commissioners’ court 
of Limestone County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1615) for the relief of the trustees of First 
— Church, Decatur, Ala.—to the Committee on War 

‘laims. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 1616) for the relief of the trustees of the Cum- 
berland Presbyterian Church, of New Garden Camp Ground—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1617) to authorize the Secretary of War to 


cause to be investigated and to provide for the payment of the | 


claim of the North Alabama College of Huntsville, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 1618) for the 
relief of J. E. Caldwell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 1619) for the relief of William 
H. Hugo—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 1620) granting a pension to 
Daniel Madigan—to the Committee on Pensions. 


XXXVII——14 


By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 1621) for the relief of Mary W. 
Ridley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1622) for the relief of Edmund W. Williams— 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1623) granting an increase of pension to 
| John H,. Reed—to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1624) granting an increase of pension to 
| Charles W. Boyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1625) granting an increase of pension to 
| John W. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1626) granting an imcrease of pension to 
| Persia M. Hawkins—to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1627) granting a pension to Martha A. San- 
| ders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1628) granting a pension to John M. Count- 
ess, alias John Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1629) granting a pension to Robert M. Reed— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1630) granting a pension to R. B. White—to 
| the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also,a bill (H. R. 1631) granting a pension to John R. Costen— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1632) to remove charge of disobedience of 
orders against William W. Kirby—to the Committee on Military 
| Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1633) granting an honorable discharge to 
John W. Harwood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1634) to correct the military record of John 
Turnbo, deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1635) to muster William H. Brown—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1636) to muster in certain members of Col. 
Frank W. Harrison’s regiment of West Tennessee recruits, and 
to grant them an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1637) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Elias C. Phillips—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1638) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of James Quinn—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1639) for the relief of J. M. Rice—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1640) for the relief of A. G. Hawkins—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1641) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
Morton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1642) for the relief of the estate of Elijah 
Williams, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1648) for the relief of the estate of 
Hurst—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1644) for the relief of Simon Witkowski—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1645) for the relief of W. E. Mitchum—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1646) for the relief of James D. Lane—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1647) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. C. 
Williamson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1648) for the relief of John Zimmerman—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1649) for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
Hays, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1650) for the relief of James Anderson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1651) for the relief of T. M. D. Coln—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1652) for the relief of M. Robinson, admin- 
istrator of T. E. Robinson, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1653) for the relief of Frederick Webb—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1654) for the relief of the estate of Doctor 
J. M. Walker, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1655) for the relief of the board of trustees 
of the Memphis Conference Female Institute, of Jackson, Tenn.— 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1656) for the relief of P. E. Parker—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1657) for the relief of Thomas Cary—to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1658) for the relief of Benjamin F. Bennett— 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1659) for the relief of the estate of John 
Richards, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1660) for the relief of J. M. Elston--to tho 
Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1661) for the relief of Zelpha Watson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1662) for the relief of James M. Brandon—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1663) for the relief of Cullen C. Argo—to the | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1664) for the relief of B. F. Walpole—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1665) for the benefit of H. C. Ruth—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1666) for the relief of James Kerby—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1667) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Tinder, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1668) for the relief of B. J. Young—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1669) for the relief of the estate of Isaac F. 
Huddleston. deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1670) for the relief of the estate of Robert 
Edwards, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 1671) for the relief of John Smith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1672) for the relief of Mary J. Moody—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1673) for the relief of John Mincey—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1674) for the relief of Jesse Cobb (colored)— 
to the Committee on War Claims. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1675) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of James Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1676) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of B. J. Young. deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1677) for the relief of estate of M. W. Savells, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1678) for the relief of D. C. Savells—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1679) for the relief of W. M. Brevard & Co.— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1680) for the relief of R. H. Carter—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1681) for the relief of the estate of S. M. | 
Davidson, deceased, late of Madison County, Tenn.—to the Com- | 


mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1682) to amend the military record of John 
H. Skinner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 1683) for the relief | 


of Alderson T. Keen—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1684) for the relief of John P. Jones—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1685) for the relief of James 8. Iglehort—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1686) for the relief of John A. Heald—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill H. R. 1687) for the relief of F. M. Head—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1688) for the relief of Moses Horrel—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1689) for the relief of the estate of William 
Horlow, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1690) for the relief of Robert Hubbord—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1691) for the relief of Andrew G. Gorrell— | 


to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1692) for the relief of J. S. Neal—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 


Also,a bill (H. R. 1693) for the relief of Hubbard K. Milward— | 


to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1694) for the relief of William A. Nally—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 
Also,a bill (H. R. 1695) for the relief of Fenelon B. Matthews— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1696) for the relief of the Methodist Epis- | 


copal Church at Newhaven, Ky.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1697) for the relief of Joseph Murray—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1698) for the relief of Anthony McAndrew— 
to the Committee on Claims. 
. Also, a bill (H. R. 1699) for the relief of D. J. K. Maddox—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1700) for the relief of the legal representa- 


tives of Warren Mitchell, deceased—to the Committee on War | 


Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1701) for the relief of Joseph Metcalfe—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1702) for the relief of P. H. McDonough— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1703) for the relief of 8S. G. Parker—to the 
| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1704) for the relief of Mary L. Piatt—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1705) for the relief of Thomas J. Pottinger— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1706) for the relief of Dennis Pride—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1707) for the relief of Benjamin O. Purvis— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1708) for the relief of Elisha R. Swain—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1709) for the relief of Lawrence H. Rous- 
seau—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1710) for the relief of the estate of Thomas W. 
Robinson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1711) for the relief of the estate of William 
H. Routt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1712) for the relief of Isham Richardson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1713) for the relief of James G. Queen—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1714) for the relief of the lawful heirs of 
|G. W. Upton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1715) for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
A. Spencer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1716) for the relief of the estate of B. J. 
Stoner, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1717) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Samuel Schiffer—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1718) for the relief of the estate of James Z. 
Watkins, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1719) for the relief of the estate of Harvey 
| Woodward—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1720) for the relief of H. C. Wood—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1721) for the relief of August Schlapp—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1722) for relief of Abner Goodman—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1723) for the relief of Mrs. E. S. Golladay 
and Mrs. M. F. Bowling—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1724) for the relief of the estate of Levi 
Fields, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1725) for the relief of James I. Friend—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1726) for the relief of Columbus P. French— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1727) for the relief of G. W. Ebert—to the 
| Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1728) for the relief of John Fuller—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1729) for the relief of the minor children of 
Alice Evans. deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1730) for the relief of William W. Davis—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1731) for the relief of E. T. Dram—to the 
| Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1732) for the relief of Merril Denham—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1733) for the relief of the estate of Charles 
Darnell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1734) for the relief of Caroline Commandun— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1735) for the relief of Lemuel C. Canfield— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1736) for the relief of J. R. Claybrooke—to 
| the Committee on Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1787) for the relief of J. R. Claybrooke—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1738) for the relief of Stephen Camplin—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1739) for the relief of Fannie Crump—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1740) for the relief of Harrison Cox—to the 
| Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1741) for the relief of Omar H. Case—to the 
| Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1742) for the relief of the heirs of Lucinda 

Cook—to the Committee on War Claims. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 1743) for the relief of Samuel Bartlett—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1744) for the relief of Carrie M. Boone—to the 
| Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1745) for the relief of Clement Calhoon—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1746) for the relief of the estate of R. Colvin, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1747) for the relief of Conrad Claycomb, of 
Kentucky—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1748) for the relief of Henry C. Bumgardner— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1749) for relief of F. K. Beaven—to the Com- 

ittee on War Claims. 
ee a bill (H. R. 1750) for the relief of Columbus B. Allen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1751) for the relief of Lewis Anderson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1752) for the relief of Charles Lee—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1753) for the relief of Charles H. Adams—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1754) for the relief of the estate of Franklin 
Le Grand—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1755) for the relief of Benjamin F. Lutman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1756) for the relief of Daniel J. Basham—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1757) granting a pension to Rebecca Lewis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1758) granting a pension to Harvey W. Kelly 
and Augustus Kelly, minor children of H. P. B. Kelly—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1759) granting a pension to Thomas Kin- 
kaid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1760) granting a pension to Sebastian F. 
Kissinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1761) granting a pension to Samuel M. 
James—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also,a bill (H. R. 1762) granting a pension to John J. Horn- 
back—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1763) granting a pension to Matilda V. Helton | 


and Alex. Whitehouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1764) granting a pension to Rufus Helms— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1765) nting a pension to Edward I. Gilky— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1766) granting a pension to John Messinger— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1767) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mor- 
ris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1768) granting a pension to P. A. Milner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1769) granting a pension to Tabitha L. Mc- 
Glasson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1770) granting a pension to Addie L. Mc- 
Felia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1771) granting a pension to Harvey Lang- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1772) granting a pension to Mary Dolores 
O’Neal—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1773) granting a pension to Margaret A. Os- 
borne—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1774) granting a pension to Elizabeth Stin- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1775) granting a pension to James Rabern— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1776) granting a pension to Henry Ramey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1777) granting a pension to John Rogers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1778) granting a pension to Elzie Paynter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1779) granting a pension to Allen Popham— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 1780) granting a pension to Jacob D. Wil- 

liams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1781) granting a pension to Cynthia Stone— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1782) granting a pension to William P. 
Slaughter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1783) granting a pension to Samuel Shep- 
herd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1784) granting a pension to Thomas J. Spark- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1785) ting a pension to Samuel T. Wal- 
lace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1786) granting a pension to Laura Ann 
Willis—to the Committee on Tnvalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1787) granting a pension to Richard West— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1788) granting a pension to Harriett Wheat- 


ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 








Also, a bill (H. R. 1789) granting a pension to William T. 
Gorr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1790) granting a pension to Mary D. England— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1791) granting a pension to Richard Eu- 
bank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1792) granting a pension to Bennett Daven- 
port—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1793) granting a pension to Adolph Denk- 
hoff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1794) granting a pension to John M. Cal- 
loway and correct his military record—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1795) granting a pension to Lucy B. Culver— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1796) granting a pension to James Bird—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1797) granting a pension to Sidney Bozarth— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1798) granting a pension to Jefferson G. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1799) granting a pension to Mary E. Bra- 
shear—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1800) granting a pension to Anna B. Lewis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1801) granting a pension to James Allen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1802) granting a pension to John Logsdon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1803) granting an increase of pension to 
W. H. Kyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1804) granting an increase of pension to Clif- 
ford Haddock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1805) granting an increase of pension to E. F. 
Hocker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1806) granting an increase of pension 
William M. Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1807) granting an increase of pension 
Rawleigh M. Monin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1808) granting an increase of pension 
Napoleon McDowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1809) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas McClure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1810) granting an increase of pension 
James B. Mc Whorter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1811) granting an increase of pension 
Stephen L. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1812) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam. Petit—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1813) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
bert B. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1814) granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Vunfleet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1815) granting an increase of pension to 
Ideral Vanfleet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1816) granting an increase of pension to John 
R. Vickers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1817) granting an increase of pension to Lu- 
ther Towne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1818) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1819) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Yates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1820) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Whitworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1821) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
seph Farmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1822) granting an increase of pension to M. W. 
Dunkin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1823) granting an increase of pension to John 
Daly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1824) granting an increase of pension to 
Jerome B. Duggins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1825) granting an increase of pension to W. A. 
Dever—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1826) granting an increase of pension to 
Virginia Crump—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1827) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha Corder—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1828) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Bland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1829) granting an increase of pension to N. R. 
Brasheor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1830) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the ne record of Charles T. Jackson—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1831) to remove charge of desertion against | 
Benjamin A. Helm—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, 4 bill (H. R. 1832) to complete the military record of | 
James Hicks—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1833) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of J. H. Morris and grant him a discharge— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1834) to remove the charge of desertion against 
John B. Perkins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1835) to place the names of William D. Rabern 
and George W. Raybern on the roll of the United States Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1836) to remove the charge of desertion against 
W.B. Summers and to grant him a discharge—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1837) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Ni athan Stewart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

lso,a bill (H. R. 1838) granting a discharge to Peter Wilson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1839) to remove the charge of desertion from | 


the military record of Stephen Greenwell—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1840) removing charge of desertion from 
the military recordof John P. Fox and to grant him a discharge— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1841) to remove the charge of desertion from | 


the military record of David Coats and restore him to the pen- 


sion roll of the United States—to the Committee on Military Af- | 


fi ir Ss. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1842) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Michael Cullen—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1843) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of James Braden—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1844) to remove the charge of desertion from 
military record of W. T. Akridge and grant him a discharge— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1845) to amend and correct the military rec- 
ord of Thomas Etherton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 1846) to correct the military record of Frank- 
lin Nix and grant him adischarge—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1847) to correct the military record of Alex- 
ander Nugent and grant him a discharge—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1848) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam G. Dougherty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1849) to correct the military record of Eb- 
enezer Logsdon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1850) granting a pension to Melvina C. 
Stith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1851) granting an increase of pension to 
David T. Towles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1852) for the relief of the trustees of the Col- 
ored Baptist Church of Lebanon, Ky.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1853) for the relief of Elijah Q. Cooper, of 
Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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from the military record of Henry J. Bolewine—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1867) for the relief of Dewitt Eastman—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1868) granting a pension to Lydia E, French— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1869) granting an increase of pension to John 
B. Ashton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,abill (H. R. 1870) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Benjamin F. Dayton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1871) removing the charge of desertion 
from the military record of J. E. Getman—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1872) granting an increase of pension to 
George Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1873) removing the charge of desertion 
against David Whitford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1874) granting an increase of pension to Gar- 
rett Schermerhorn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.1875) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam C. Lathrop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1876) for the relief of Gideon Holton—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1877) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Suits—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1878) to restore to the pension roll the name 
of Allen C. Remore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1879) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Potts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1880) for the relief of Conrad Bohn—to the 


| Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 1854) for the relief of Joseph | 


B. Sargent—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1855) granting a pension to Harriett B. Ri- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1856) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander H. Covert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1857) granting a pension to William C. Man- 
nihg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 1858) to cor- 
rect the naval record of George Nelson Armstrong—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 
3y Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H.R. 1859) granting an increase 
of pension to Patrick Cannon—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1881) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Ashley C. Cameron—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1882) granting an increase of pension to 
James Durkee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1883) granting a pension to Harriet A. Cook— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1884) granting an increase of pension to 
Marzavan J. Secord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1885) granting a pension to Anna McFalls— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1886) granting a pension to Edward A. Good- 
fellow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1887) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1888) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Westerhouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1889) for the relief of George H. Suits—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1890) granting an increase of pension to E. A. 
W hitcomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1891) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1892) granting an increase of pension to John 
Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1893) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1894) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hanley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1895) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew Marvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 1896) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel W. Weaver—to the Committee on 


| Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1897) granting an increase of pension to 


| John T. Thatcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 1860) for the relief of certain | 
enlisted men of the Twentieth Regiment of New York Volunteer | 


Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 1861) granting an increase of 
pension to James Wilkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
S1008. 

Also.a bill (H. R. 1862) for the relief of the Laird-Norton Com- 
pany, ot Winona, Minn.—to the Committee on Claims. 


| 
| 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1898) granting an increase of pension to David 
L. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1899) granting an increase of pension to Phi- 
lander Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1900) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel Visnow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1901) granting an increase of pension to W.F. 
| Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1902) granting an increase of pension to Clark 
Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1903) granting an increase of pension to 


¢ ‘laudius Tifft—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Aliso, a bill (H. R. 1863) granting an honorable discharge to | | 


Harry A. White—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1864) granting an increase of pension to 
Amyntas Briggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill “(H. R. 1865) granting an increase of pension to Or- 
mon W. Walsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1866) to remove the charge of desertion ' Wyman J. Crow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1904) granting an increase of pension to 
O. D. Heald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1905) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Holliday—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 1906) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1907) granting an increase of pension to 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1908) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey D. Barr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 1909) to authorize the con- 
veyance to the town of Winthrop, Mass., for perpetual use as a 
public road, of a certain tract of land—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. é : 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 1910) granting a 
pension to Cephas Kendal Knox—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1911) authorizing the payment of the claim 
of M. A. Gantt & Son for board and lodging to volunteers during 
the Spanish-American war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1912) to refer the claim of John Sampey to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also. a bill (H. R. 1913) authorizing the payment of the claim | 


of Eve Gorman for the death of her husband, a Government 
employee, who was killed on Coosa River Lock in December, 
1894—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 1914) granting a pension 
to John H. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1915) granting a pension to William Stone- | 


street, Company E, Third West Virginia Cavalry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1916) for the relief of Capt. Sidney F. Shaw— | 


to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1917) granting a pension to George M. D. 
Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 1918) for the 

relief of the Ditmar Powder and Chemical Company, of New York 
City—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1919) for the relief of the widow and children 
of Henry C. Murphy, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1920) for the relief of James Willett—to the 
Committee on Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolution of the Syno¢é of Nebraska of 
Evangelical Lutheran Churches, against the army canteen and 
against the sale of intoxicating liquors in Government buildings 
or on Government premises—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of Rhode Island Society, Sons of 


the American Revoluton, for the erection in Washington, D. C., | 


of a monument to the heroes of the American Revolution—to the 
Committee on the Libirary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the Synod of Presbyterian Churches 
of Wisconsin, demanding fair trial of the anticanteen law and 
urging further appropriations for temperance work in the Army, 
and indorsing the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

Also, paper to accompany bill of C. W. Young for increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of C. E. Pipp, E. J. Rose, and | 


other citizens of Otsego, State of Michigan, against the passage 
of a law providing for sending merchandise in the mail—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Picnic Association of George A. Custer 
Post, No. 208, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Mich- 
igan, favoring a $12 per month service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of George A. Custer Post, No. 208, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Michigan, favoring a $12 per 
month service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Grand Junction, State of Michigan, favoring passage of bill for- 
bidding sale of intoxicating liquors in Government buildings or 
premises—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also. resolution of L. T. P. A. of Michigan, requesting the re- 


peal of sections 44 and 49, Revised Statutes—to the Committee on | 


the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


Also, petition of John Griffith and 37 other citizens of Three | 
Rivers, Mich., against the passage of a bill providing for sending | 


parcels of merchandise through the mail at a cost of 5 cents a 
pound and 2 cents for each additional pound—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Resolution of Stannard Post, No.2, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Vermont, favoring passage 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolution of Grand Army of the Republic, 
Post No. 90, Nora Springs, Iowa, favoring a service pension to 
soldiers of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ By Mr. HEMENWAY: Papers to accompany bill granting an 
increase of pension to John Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Statistics regarding tonnage 


on Tuckerton Creek, Ocean County, N. J.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Local Union No. 223, Ottumwa, 
Iowa, of the Cigar Makers’ International Union of America, rela- 
tive to a bill providing that eight hours shall constitute a day’s 
work for all employed upon Government work—to the Committee 
| on Labor. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Papers to accompany bill increasing the 
pension of Edward 8. Clithers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions. 

By Mr. McCALL: Resolution of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts, favoring the passage of the bill to establish a library 
| post—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolution of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, rela- 
tive to the establishment of an international congress—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, favor- 
ing legislation for the protection of the forests of the White 
Mountains by including them in a national park—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: Papers to accompany bill granting 
an increase of pension to Henry F. Davis—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RODEY: Memorial from the governor, associate jus- 
tices, and other officials of New Mexico, recommending the crea- 
tion into a public park of what is known as Pajarito Park or the 
ar National Park—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to Daniel Madigan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of the cigar manufacturers of New 
Haven, Conn., protesting against any change in the present tariff 
rates between the United States and Cuba on cigars and manu- 
factured tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

| By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Resolution of Dunlap Post, No. 

| 147, Grand Army of the Republic, of Rock Rapids, Department of 
| Iowa, favoring the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, petition of members of Stephen A. Hurlburt Post, No. 82, 
| Grand Army of the Republic, of Alta, Department of Iowa, fa- 
| voring passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
| Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, papers to accompany bill for an increase of pension for 
| Samuel Visnow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 

| to W. F. Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
| to George W. Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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THURSDAY, November 12, 1903. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington. 

Mr. BENJAMIN R. TILLMAN, a Senator from the State of South 

| Carolina, appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NAVAL TRAINING STATION ON THE GREAT LAKES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, pursu- 
| ant to law, a copy of a report recommending a site on the Great 

Lakes for a naval training station; which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
| ordered to be printed. 

LAWS OF NEW MEXICO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate, pursuant 
to law, the acts of the thirty-fifth legislative assembly and gov- 
ernor of the Territory of New Mexico; which were referred to 
| the Committee on Territories. 

FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of The Seamen’s Friend Society of Wilmington, 
N. C., v. The United States; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He alsolaid before the Senate acommunication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy of 
the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of The War- 
dens and Vestrymen of St. Paul’s Episcopal Church at Franklin, 
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Tenn., v. The United States; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy of 
the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of The Trus- 
tees of the Reformed Church of Sharpsburg, Washington County, 
Md., v. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res. 14) 
making immediately available the appropriations for mileage of 
Senators and Members of the House of Representatives, and for 
other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of the Presby- 
terian Sunday Schoolof Arkport; of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Arkport; of the congregation of the Methodist 
Protestant Church of Arkport; of the Methodist Protestant Mis- 
sionary *ociety of Arkport; of the Methodist Protestant Sunday 
School of Arkport; of the Presbyterian Opportunity Circle of 
Arkport; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Union 
Springs; of the congregation of the Lenox Presbyterian Church, 
of New York City; of the Brighton Heights Young People’s So- 
ciety of Christian Endeavor, of New York City; of the Woman’s 
Missionary Society of the Lenox Presbyterian Church, of New 
York City: of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Corn- 
wail-on-the-Hudson: of the congregation of the Baptist Church of 
Homer; of the Woman’s Synodical Society of Home Missions of 


the Synod of New York; of the Civic League of. Arkport; of the | 


Young Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Ballston Spa; of 


the Presbytery of Genesee, of Batavia: of the Woman’s Christian 


Temperance Union of Niagara; of sundry citizens of Hermitage 
and Silver Springs; of the Epworth League of Cohocton; of the 


congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Cohocton; of sundry | 
citizens of New York City; of the Woman’s Christian Temper- | 


ance Union of Homer; of the congregation of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Homer; of sundry citizens of Homer; of the con- 
gregation of the First Baptist Church of Ballston Spa; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Corinth; of the congre- 
gation of the Olivet Presbyterian Church, of Troy; of the Young 


Woman's Christian Temperance Unionof Yonkers; ofthe Woman's | 
Christian Temperance Union of Highland; of the Woman’s Chris- | 


tian Temperance Union of Royalton; of the Missionary Society of 


Hornellsville; of sundry citizens of Gorham, Flint, and Stanley; | 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Seneca; of the 


Woman's Republican Club of New York City; of the Presbytery 


of Brooklyn; of the congregation of the Episcopal Church of Corn- | 


wall; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Cornwall; ofsundry citizens of Waterloo; of the Woman’sChristian 
Temperance Union of South Dayton; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Waterloo; of sundry citizens of Troy; of 


the congregation of the Brighton Heights Reformed (Dutch) | 
Church, of New Brighton; of the congregation of the Free Bap- | 
tist Church of Grant; of the Young People’s Society of Christian | 


Endeavor of Grant: of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Grant; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Am- 


sterdam: of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church | 


of Otsego; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Bed- 
ford: of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Bedford: of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of 
Seneca; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Wolcott; of 


sundry citizens of Stamford; of the congregation of the Baptist | 


Church of North Salem; of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Perinton; of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Greenport; of the congregation of the 
United Presbyterian Church of New York City; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of New York City; of the Woman’s 
Missionary Society of Bedford, and of the Woman’s Missionary 
Society of Buffalo, all in the State of New York, praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Blackstone, Mass., and a petition of the Epworth 
League of Blackstone, Mass., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. RegEp Smoot, a Senator from 


the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- | 


leges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the common council of Phila- 
delphia, Pa.. praying that an appropriation be made to provide 
for a deeper channel in the Delaware River and Bay and the har- 
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| bor of Philadelphia; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. SCOTT presented petitions of the congregation of the Pres- 
byterian Church of West Liberty, of the Christian Endeavor So- 
ciety of the Presbyterian Church of West Liberty, of Woman’s 
Synodical Society of the Home Missions of the Presbyterian 
Church of West Virginia, and of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Wheeling, all in the State of West Vir- 
ginia, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 

| tion to prohibit polygamy, and also for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMoorT, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union No. 19, American Federation of Labor, of Sault Ste. Marie, 
Mich., and a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 208, 
American Federation of Labor, of Kalamazoo, Mich., remonstrat- 
ing against the ratification of the Cuban reciprocity treaty; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Herkimer, N. Y., and a petition of the 
congregation of the United Presbyterian Church, Mount Pleasant, 
Pa., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of the International United Brother- 
hood of Leather Workers on Horse Goods, of Detroit; of Local 
Union No. 1415, of Saginaw; of Upholsterers’ Local Union No. 31, 
of Detroit; of the Barbers’ Local Union of Kalamazoo; of the In- 
ternational Wood Carvers’ Association of Grand Rapids; of Typo- 
graphical Union No. 360, of Menominee; of Bartenders’ Local 
Union No. 306, of Saginaw; of the Trades and Labor Council of 
Grand Rapids; of Local Union No. 7, of Grand Rapids; of the 
Trades and Labor Council of Detroit: of Typographical Union No. 
72, of Lansing; and of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 24, of Muske- 
gon, all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State of 
Michigan, praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the International United Brother- 
hood of Leather Workers on Horse Goods, of Detroit; of Local 
Union No. 1415, of Saginaw; of Upholsterers’ Local Union No. 31, 
of Detroit; of the Barbers’ Local Union of Kalamazoo; of the In- 
ternational Wood Carvers’ Association of Grand Rapids; of Typo- 
graphical Union No. 360, of Menominee; of Bartenders’ Local 
Union No. 306, of Saginaw; of the Trades and Labor Council of 
Grand Rapids; of Local Union No. 7, of Grand Rapids; of the 
Trades and Labor Council of Detroit; of Typographical Union 
No. 72, of Lansing, and of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 24, of 
Muskegon, all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State 
of Michigan, praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti- 
——- bill: which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the California Central 
Coast Counties Improvement Association, of San Jose, Cal., pray- 
ing for the enforcement of the immigration laws, and also for the 
appointment of a commissioner to ascertain the needs of the labor 
market; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the W. 8S. Hancock Council, No. 
20, Junior Order United Americam Mechanics, of Los Angeles, 
Cal., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the immigra- 
tion law to exclude illiterate immigrants from this country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Unions of San Diego, Villa Park, Oceanside, Mountain View. 
and Willits; of the Clear Lake Baptist Association, of Willits; of 
the Kingdom Extension Society of San Jose; of sundry citizens of 

| Castroville, and of 140 members of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Nevada City, all in the State of California, praying for 
an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition 6f the Trades and Labor 
| Assembly of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., and a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Elkpoint, Vermilion, Jefferson, Gayville, Yankton, Lester- 
ville, Armour, Tripp, Delmont, Parkston, and Utica, all in the 
State of South Dakota, praying for the passage of the so-called 
eight-hour bill; which were referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Blue Blanket Total Absti- 
nence Society of Campbell and Walworth Counties, in the State 
of South Dakota, praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
| He also presented a petition of Harrison Post, No. 36, Depart- 
| ment of South Dakota, Grand Army of the Republic, of Alexan- 

dria, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
' which was referred to the Committea on Pensions. 
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He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wolsey, S. 
Dak., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Rrep Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented petitionsof the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Unions of Kearny, Harrison, and Fairton; of the 
Christian Endeavor Society of the Knox Presbyterian Church, of 
Kearny; of the congregations of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Rutherford, the Presbyterian Church of New Ver- 
non, the Arlington Avenue Presbyterian Church, of East Orange, 
the First Presbyterian Church of Plainfield, the Knox Presby- 
terian Church, of Kearny, the First Presbyterian Church of Plain- 
field, the North Reformed Church Mission, of East Newark, and the 
Grace Baptist Church, of Camden; the Home Missionary Society 
of New Brunswick; the Foreign Missionary Society of Ocean 
Grove; the Young Men’s Christian Association of Trenton; the 
Ladies’ Aid Society of the Knox Presbyterian Church, of Kearny; 
of Enterprise Temple, No. 25, Templars of Honor and Temper- 
ance, of Harrison; of members of the Orthodox Friends of Tren- 
ton; end of sundry citizens of Plainfield and South Orange, all in 
the State of New Jersey, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, ; 

Mr. KEAN presented petitions of the Willard Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Westfield; of the congregation of the 
Baptist Church of Westfield; of the Woman’s Missionary Society 
of the First Presbyterian Church of Morristown; of the Young 
Men’s Christian Association of Trenton; of the congregation of 
the First Presbyterian Church of Montclair; of the congregation 
of the Hamburg Baptist Church, of Hardyston; of the congrega- 
tion of the Presbyterian Church of Delaware; of the congregation 
of the First Presbyterian Church of Montclair; of the Woman's 
Home and Foreign Missionary societies of the Presbyterian Church 
of Greenwich; of the Woman’s Home Missionary Circle of New 
Vernon; of 1,000 members of the Woman’s Home Mission Society 
of the Presbyterian Church of New Brunswick; of the Ladies’ 
Missionary Society of Mount Freedom; of sundry citizens of East 
Orange, and of sundry citizens of Passaic, all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution to prohibit polygamy and also for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 62, Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Bookbinders, of Newark, N. J., and a peti- 
tion of Local Union No. 344, Passaic Folders’ Protective Associa- 
tion, of Passaic, N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called 


Hoar anti-injunction bill; which was referred to the Committee | 


on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 62, Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Bookbinders, of Newark, N. J., and a peti- 
tion of Local Union No. 344, Passaic Folders’ Protective Associa- 
tion, of Passaic, N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called 
eight-hour bill; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I present some petitions from 
various churches praying for the expulsion of REED SMOOT as a 


Senator, and also petitions from the Woman’s Christian Temper- | 


ance Union of my State making the same prayer. 
With the indulgence of the Senate, I should like to say that I 


differ with my distinguished friend the Senator from Massachu- | 


setts [Mr. Hoar]. I contend that these various organizations of 
Christian women and men have a right to petition the Senators 
here and that they ought to do so. Of course it is a judicial 
question, which will be determined on the facts; but these are not 
idle petitions. This Mormon question has been with us for half 
a century,and it is withusnow. These same religious and moral 


bodies petitioned for the unseating of the polygamist Roberts in | 
the other House, and they had much to do with directing public | 


attention to the matter. 
All that the petitioners ask is that Senators shall study this 


question. I have had at least a dozen Senators say to me that | 
there is nothing at all in this case. But these Christian people | 


understand what they are doing. They represent the moral 
thought of this country, and I. instead of dissuading them from 
sending petitions, will say to them here in my place, I hope you 
will send as many as possible. 

No Senator is going to be governed by these petitions or their 
requests. It will not influence my distinguished friend or myself. 
Both of us are members of the committee. But it will make us 
pause. When we understand that the moral sentiment of the 
people of this country is aroused on a subject which they under- 
stand and which they have combated for fifty years, it will make 
us pause and study the documents they have sent here. 

I will say this: If the allegations which have been made against 
ReExEpD Smoot and which are on file in the Committee on Privileges 





and Elections can be proven, there will not be a Senator on this 
floor who will vote to retain him in this body. And if these alle- 
gations can not be proven, then we will all unite in asking him to 
sit with us. But these Christian organizations, who represent the 
moral thought of this country, say to us through these petitions, 
** Pause and consider and give a hearing.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, perhaps I ought to ask leave of 
the Senate to say one word. 

I do not suppose there is a member of the Senate—certainly I 
am not in any such position—who finds it necessary to make any 
public display of his attachment to the family tie as established 
in all Christian countries and which is so signally manifested in 
its beauty in ourown. It seems to me almost queer that a man 
should get up and make a flourish of his sense of the importance 
of vindicating our institutions against polygamy, which is natu- 
rally taken as a matter of course; but of course I am no judge for 
anybody but myself about that. 

What I said yesterday was simply to call the attention of some 
constituents of my own, some of them dear friends of mine, which 
I did with an expression of profoundest respect for them, to the 
fact that they were asking us to make a certain determination of 
a judicial question, involving constitutional law and involving an 
investigation into facts in regard to which we are the judges. 
Suppose a question in reference to Mormonism were before the 
Supreme Court of the United States, who would think it wise or 
becoming or desirable that excellent religious men and women of 
our country should pour in their petitions on the table of the Su- 
preme Court, telling the judges that they want them to decide 
that case, and, if they find the man guilty, then to see that the 
proper sentence is passed and proper judgment executed; or, sup- 
pose it were a case of murder or parricide, and the case had gone 
up to that court on a conviction. 

My object in what I said was to point out to my countrymen 
and my countrywomen the judicial nature of this case. It was 
not because the Senate of the United States deem it a small mat- 
ter; it was because the Senate of the United States, in my judg- 
ment, deem it a great matter, that I called attention to the fact 
that the propriety of a judicial proceeding should be preserved. 

Mr. HALE. I have, Mr. President, some regret that this sub- 
ject has been brought before the Senate for discussion. It is a 
very grave and serious matter. 

While I appreciated yesterday the force of what the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] so well said, that this is a judi- 
cial body, I do not quite agree with him that in settling the title 
to a seat in the body the Senate acts purely like a court of law. 
It is not subject to the rules that govern courts. It is not limited 
as to the nature of the testimony that it takes. It is not in its re- 
sults simply the decision of a body of sequestered men, as a court 
is, that in secret considers propositions before it and from which 
emanate judicial decisions. 

The Senate is not such a body as that. It is a part of the Gov- 
ernment that has relation to the people, to popular ideas, to the 
life and the sentiments of the people, and I think it is entitled, as 
nobody expects a great court would be, to information as to the 
feelings, the sentiments, and the wishes of people throughout the 
country. 

So I do not go as far as the Senator from Massachusetts does in 
being in any way disturbed or irked because good men and good 
women, or bad men and bad women, choose to present their peti- 
tions to this body upon the question as to the title of a Senator to 
a seat here, and the underlying question which the Senate has to 
consider, and of which the public take great notice and in which 
they feel great interest. 

Nor do I think it is fitting that a Senator now should announce. 
as upon ordinary measures, his stand upon this matter. I donot 
think it ought to be considered that this most grave question is 
foreclosed. From my examination into the question, with the seri- 
ous propositions that are involved, the great underlying moral 
questions that may be in it, the greater question, if possible, of the 
intrusion into political life and influence of a great hierarchy, I 
do not think Senators should assume, I say again, that this is a 
foreclosed question. But let us keep our minds free and clear 
and examine the testimony and examine all the considerations 
that are presented to the Senate before we try to do what is exact 
| justice in this matter. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will be referred 
| to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 

| Temperance Union and of the congregations of the Church of 
Christ and the Church of the Nazarene, of Boise; of 42 citizens of 
Boise, and of 56 citizens of Boise, in the State of Idaho, praying 

| for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 
| polygamy, and also for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. REED SMoOoT, a Senator from the State of Utah; 

| which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
| Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Iron Molders’ Union 
| No, 257, of Nashua, N. H., praying for the passage of the so- 
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called: Hoar anti-injunction bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Iron Molders’ Union No. 257, 
of Nashua, N. H., praying for the passage of the so-called eight- 
ee — which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented petitions of the congregations 
of the Central Christian, Noble Street Methodist Episcopal, 
Trinity, First Baptist, First Presbyterian, and First Methodist 
Episcopal churches, all of Anderson, in the State of Indiana, 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions of the Lutheran Synod of 
Paxton; the Young Men’s Christian Association of St. Charles; 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of St. Charles; the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Wheaton; of sundry citizens of Rollo; of the 
Evangelical Church of Naperville; the Presbyterian Church of 
Ridgefield; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Na- 
perville; of the First Church of Wheaton; of the Warren Ave- 
nue Church, of Chicago; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Kirkwood; of the Baptist Association of Palmyra; of 
the Baptist Association of Johnstown; of the Baptist Association 
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ple’s Christian Union of Waterford; of the congregation of the 
United Presbyterian Church of Vandergrift; of the congregation 
of the First Lutheran Church of Vandergrift; of the congrega- 
tion of the Presbyterian Church of Vandergrift; of sundry citi- 
zens of Swarthmore; of sundry citizens of Pittsburg; of the con- 
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Forest City; of 
the congregation of the Atonement Church, of Philadelphia; of 
the Christian Endeavor Society of the Atonement Church, of Phila- 
delphia; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of New Oxford; of the congregation of the Mount Washington 
Methodist Protestant Church, of Pittsburg; of the congregation 
of the Princeton Church of Philadelphia; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Douglass; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Erie; of the congregation of the Presbyterian 
Church of Erie; of the congregation of the First Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Rochester; of the congregation of the United 
Presbyterian Church of Rochester; of the South Street Twentieth 
Century Club, of Erie; of the congregation of the African Meth- 
odist Episcopal Zion Church of Allegheny; of the Woman's 
Home Missionary Society of Oxford; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Adams County; of the congregation of the 
Simpson Methodist Episcopal Church, of Altoona; of the congre- 
gation of the Presbyterian Church of Parker City; of the congre- 


of Sims; of the Baptist Association of Arcola; of the Woman’s | gation of the Gaston Presbyterian Church, of Philadelphia; of the 


Christian Temperance Union of St. Charles; of the First Baptist 
Church of Harvey; of the First Methodist Church of St. Charles; 
of sundry citizens of Winfield, and of the Presbytery of Alton, all 
in the State of Illinois, praying for an investigation of the charges 





congregations of the Gettysburg Methodist Episcopal Church and 
of the United Evangelical Church, of Altoona; of the congrega- 
tion of the Evangelical Church of Bangor; of sundry citizens of 
Barnes; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Bristol; 


made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the | of sundry citizens of Carversville; of the Woman’s Christian 


State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the Grays 
Harbor Commercial Club, of Cosmopolis, Wash., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Manchester, N. H., praying for an investi- 
gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Honeybrook; of the Woman’s Home and 
Foreign Missionary Society of Honeybrook; of sundry citizens of 
Honeybrook; of the congregation of the Southern Presbyterian 
Church of Philadelphia; of sundry citizens of Philadelphia; of 
sundry citizens of Hazleton; of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Allegheny; of the congregation of the United 
Brethren Church of Mount Pleasant; of the congregation of the 
Presbyterian Church of Honeybrook; of the Woman’s Synodical 
Society of Home Missions of Philadelphia; of the congregation of 
the Presbyterian Church of Hazleton; of the Huntington Presby- 
tery, of Clearfield; of the executive committee of the Schuylkill 
branch of the Philadelphia Christian Endeavor Union,of Phila- 
delphia; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Dil- 
worthtown; of the congregation of the Second Church of the Cov- 
enanters of Philadelphia; of sundry citizens of Philadelphia; of 
sundry citizens of Dubois; of the Woman’s Missionary Society of 
West Alexander; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Franklin; of the Saturday Club, of Wayne; of the congregation 
of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Altoona; of the Pres- 
byterian Christian Endeavor Society of Oxford; of the Ladies’ 
Missionary Society of Limestone; of the Young Ladies’ Mission- 
ary Society of Washington; of sundry citizens of Roxboro; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Mansfield; of the 
congregation of the Third Presbyterian Church of Washington; 
of the Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of the Third 
Presbyterian Church of Washington; of the Woman’s Missionary 
Society of the Third Presbyterian Church of Washington; of the 
Frankford Presbyterian Church, of Philadelphia; of the Society of 
the Sons of Temperance of Hollidaysburg; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Unionof Mercer; of the Upper Path Valley Pres- 
byterian Church, of Spring Run; of citizens of Carversville; of 
the congregation of the Duquesne Heights Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Pittsburg; of the congregation of the Baptist Church 
of Union City; of the Vandergrift Commercial College, of Van- 
dergrift; of the congregation of the Reformed Church of Vander- 
grift; of the congregation of the Free Methodist Church of 
Vandergrift; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church 
and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Swarthmore; 
of the East Mill Creek Union of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union, of Erie; of the McDowell Memorial Presbyterian 
Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor, of Philadelphia; of 
the Woman’sHomeand Foreign Missionary Societies of the Temple 
Presbyterian Church, of Philadelphia; of the congregation of the 
United Presbyterian Church of Waterford; of the Young Peo- 








Temperance Union of Avondale; of sundry citizens of Galeton; 
of sundry citizens of Glen Campbell; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Harrisburg; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Pittsburg; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Hollidaysburg; of sundry Methodist Episcopal 
ministers of Philadelphia; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Erie; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Millville; of the Springdale Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Butler; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Chester; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Middletown; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of 
Wilcox; of the congregation of the Bethlehem Presbyterian 
Church, of Philadelphia; of the Ladies’ Aid Society of Oxford; of 
the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Vander- 
grift; of sundry citizens of Glenside; of the congregation of the 
Bethel United Presbyterian Church, of Quakertown; of the First 
Missionary Society of Oxford; of the congregation of the Presbyte- 
rian Church of Huntingdon Valley; of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Union City; of the congregation of 
the United Brethren Church of Union City; of the High Street 
Twentieth Century Club, of Union City; of the Sorosis Society 
of Union City; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Rixford, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Forest City, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polyg- 
amy and also for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Philadelphia Drug Exchange, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made to 
provide a 35-foot channel in the Delaware River from Philadel- 
phia to the sea; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Toledo, lowa, and a petition of the congre- 
gation of the German Methodist Episcopal Church of Colesburg, 
Iowa, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented petitions of the Trades and Labor 
Assembly of Logansport; of International Broom and Brush 
Makers’ Union No. 76, of Terre Haute; of Local Union No. 230, 
of Indianapolis; of Carpenters and Joiners’ Local Union No. 436, 
of New Albany; of the Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association, of Terre 
Haute; of Local Union No. 244, of Brazil; of the Boiler Makers 
and Iron Ship Builders’ Local Union No. 10323, of Lafayette; of 
Local Union No. 360, of Lafayette, and of Machinists’ Local Union 
No. 548, of Princeton, all of the American Federation of Labor, 
in the State of Indiana, praying for the passage of the so-called 
eight-hour bill; which were referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the Trades and Labor Assembly 
of Logansport; of International Broom and Brush Makers’ 
Union No. 76, of Terre Haute; of Local Union No. 230, of In- 
dianapolis; of Carpenters’ and Joiners Local Union No. 436, of 
New Albany; of the Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association of Terre 
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Haute; of Local Union No. 244, of Brazil; of the Boiler Makers’ 
and Iron Shipbuilders’ Local Union No. 10323, of Lafayette; 
of Local Union No. 360, of Lafayette, and of Machinists’ Local 
Union No. 543, of Princeton, all of the American Federation of 
Labor, in the State of Indiana, praying for the passage of the so- 
called Hoar anti-injunction bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. ; , 
He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Fairfield; of the congregation of the First 
Congregational Church of Fairmount; of the congregation of Trin- 
ity Church, of Anderson; of the State Baptist convention, of 
Bloomington; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Upland; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Fort Wayne; of the congregation of the Friends’ Church of 


New London; of the congregation of the Friends’ Church of | 


Kokomo; of the congregation of the First United Brethren Church 
ot Kokomo; of the congregation of St. John’s Evangelical Lu- 
theran Church, of Anderson; of the congregation of the Noble 
Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Anderson; of the congre- 
gation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Kokomo; of the con- 
gregation of the First Baptist Church of Kokomo; of sundry citi- 
zens of Kokomo; of the congregation of the Central Christian 
Church, of Anderson; of the Ladies’ Equal Suffrage and Literary 
Club of Kokomo; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Kokomo; of sundry citizens of Hammond; of the con- 
gregation of the Markland Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Kokomo; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Anderson; of the congregation of the First Methodist Episco- 
pal Church of Anderson; of sundry citizens of Muncie; of the 
congregation of the Courtland Avenue Friends’ Christian Church, 
of Kokomo; of the congregation of the Christian Church of Ko- 
komo; of the Epworth League of Kokomo; of sundry citizens of 
Westfield; of sundry citizensof Richmond, Jefferson, Albany, and 
Liberty; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Albany; of sundry citizens of Parker and Redkey; of the Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Albany; of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Fairmount; of sundry citi- 


zens of Fairmount; of the congregation of the First Methodist | 


Episcopal Church of Wabash; of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Muncie; of the Baptist Association of Connersville; 
of the Baptist Association of Liberty; of sundry citizens of Ham- 
mond, Westfield, and Sheridan; of the congregation of St. Peter’s 
Reformed Church, of Huntington; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Huntington; of the Baptist Association of 


Amity; of the congregation of the Christian Church of Hunting- | 


ton; of the congregation of the Wesleyan Church of Huntington; 
of the congregation of the United Brethren Church of Hunting- 
ton; of the Congregation of the Evangelical Lutheran Church of 
Huntington; of the congregation of the First Christian Church 
of Huntington; of the Society of Friends of Huntington; of the 
congregation of the First Baptist Church of Huntington; of M. 
B. Stultz, of Huntington; of the Union Baptist Association of 
Washington; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Laporte; of sundry citizens of Friendswood and Indianapolis: 
of the Baptist Association of New Hope; of sundry citizens of 


West Newton; of the Baptist Association of Indianapolis; of mem- | 


bers of the Baptist Sunday School Convention of Lebanon; of the 
Baptist Association of Westport; of the Baptist Association of 
Delaware; of the Baptist Association of Borden; of sundry citi- 
zens of Windfall and Evansville; and of the Baptist Association of 


Evansville, all in the State of Indiana, praying for an investiga- | 


tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMoorT, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of sundry citizens of Maine, 
Minn., and a petition of the Oak Park Congregational Church, of 
Minneapolis, Minn., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ee a resolution of the house of repre- | 
assembly of the State of Missouri, passed 


sentatives of the genera 
March 11, 1903, after the adjournment of the Fifty-seventh Con- 


gress, favoring the establishment of a bureau of public roads in | 


the Department of Agriculture. I move that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of Local Union No. 893, of 
Canton; of Local Union No. 800, of Streator; of Local Union No. 
221, of Cable: of Local Union No. 892, of Kingston Mines; of 
Local Union No. 650, of Edwards, all of the United Mine Work- 
ers of America, and of Local Union No. 61, Amalgamated Wood 
Workers’ International Union, of Murphysboro, all in the State 
of Illinois, praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour 
eee were referred to the Committee on Education and 

abor. 


He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 893, of Canton; 
of Local Union No. 800, of Streator: of Local Union No. 221, of 
Cable; of Local Union No. 892, of Kingston Mines; of Local 
Union No. 650, of Edwards, all of the United Mine Workers of 
America, and of Local Union No. 61, Amalgamated Wood Work- 
ers’ International Union of America, of Murphysboro, all in the 
State of Illinois, praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar 
anti-injunction bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 487) making an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of the Patapsco River and channel to 
Baltimore, Md.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 488) to purchase a site for the 
Revenue-Cutter Service at Curtis Bay, Maryland; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 489) limiting the hours of daily 
service of laborers and mechanics employed upon work done for 
the United States, or for any Territory, or for the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 490) creating a commission to in- 
quire into the condition of the colored people of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 491) to provide for the construc- 
tion of the Maryland and Delaware Free Ship Canal as a means of 
| military and naval defense and for commercial purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 492) to amend section 2 of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act te incorporate the Convention of the Protestant 
Episcopal Church of the Diocese of Washington;’? which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
| trict of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 493) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Richard E. Bouldin; which was read twice by its title, 
| and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 494) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Julia A. Gilpin; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 495) for the erection of a statue of 
Gen. Otho Holland Williamsat Williamsport, Md.; which was read 
| twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 496) for the purchase of the oil 
| portrait of Maj. Gen. William Smallwood; which was read twice 
| by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 
|__He also introduced a bill (S. 497) for the relief of Patrick H. 
| Philbin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
| Committee on Naval Affairs. 
| He also introduced a bill (S. 498) for the relief of Franklin 

Buchanan Sullivan; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
| read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
| tary Affairs: 
| <A bill (S. 499) to establish a permanent military camp ground 
in the vicinity of Oakland, in Garrett County, Md.;: 

A bill (S. 500) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Anton Ernst; 
| <A bill (S.501) removing the charge of desertion from the record 
of William Harig; and 

A bill (S. 502) removing the charge of desertion from the record 
of William Harig. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 503) for the relief of the Hagerstown and Middleburg 
Turnpike Company, of Washington County, Md.; 

A bill (S. 504) for the relief of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
| Company; 

A bill (S. 505) for the relief of the Merchants and Miners’ 
| Transportation Company, of Baltimore, Md.; 
A bill (S. 506) for the relief of Poole & Hunt; 
A bill (S. 507) for the relief of Horace Resley: 
A bill (S. 508) for the relief of Virginia I. Mullan; 
A bill (S. 509) for the relief of Catherine Burns; 
A bill (S. 510) for the relief of the Locust Point Company, of 
Baltimore, Md.; 
A bill (S. 511) for the relief of the estate of Lewis W. Mann, 
| deceased; 
| A bill (S. 512) for the relief of N. F. Edmonds; 
| A bill (8S. 513) for the relief of the representatives of James 
Hooper; 
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A bill (S. 514) for the relief of Henry R. Walton, administrator 
of John Walton, deceased; 
A bill (S. 515) for the relief of Elizabeth Thomas; 
A bill (S. 516) for the relief of G. Finley Smith, administrator 
of David Smith, deceased; 
A bill (S. 517) for the relief of Thomas Dixon; 





A bill (S. 518) for the relief of Eugene L. Derr, administrator | 


of the estate of John Derr, deceased; 

A bill (S. 519) for the relief of Bernard James; 

A bill (S. 520) for the relief of William James; 

A bill (S. 521) for the relief of the heirs of John H. Waring; 

A bill (S. 522) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. Salome Main; 
: A bill (8. 523) for the relief of the estate of Lewis W. Mann, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 524) for the relief of the estate of Elijah Thompson, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 525) for the relief of William A. Gordon, administra- 
tor of the estate of William D. C. Murdock, deceased; 

A bill (S. 526) for the relief of Milton F. Colburn, administrator 
of the estate of Gilbert Colburn, deceased; 


A bill (S. 527) for the relief of Ellen Ogle Thomas, administra- | 


trix de bonis non cum testamento annexo of Jane Thomas, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 528) for the relief of John S. Mann; 

A bill (S. 529) for the relief of Herbert O. Dunn; 


A bill (S. 530) for the relief of Anna M. Anderson and Charles | 


Y. G. Anderson, executors of George W. Anderson, deceased; 

A bill (S. 531) for the relief of the widow and children of John 
Hamilton, deceased. 

A bill (S. 582) for the relief of Rinaldo P. Smith; 

A bill (S. 533) for the relief of George Brewer; 

A bill (S. 534) for the relief of William O. Saville; and 

A bill (S. 535) for the relief of Charles R. Hooper. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 536) to place Henry C. La 
Point on the retired list of the Army; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 537) granting an increase of 
pension to Edwin A. Campbell; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 538) granting an increase of pen- 


sion to Alice W. Stoodley; which was read twice by its title, and | 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 539) to provide homes 
and employment for the homeless poor and to make them self- 
sustaining home owners, independent of being hired; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 540) providing for addi- 
tional officers in the district of Chicago, in the collection district 
of Indiana and Illinois; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 541) to provide for the taking of 
a census of agricultural statistics in the year 1905 and every tenth 
year thereafter; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Census. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 542) forthe relief of B. J. D. Irwin; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 548) to provide for the erection of 
a public building at Centralia, I1l.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 544) to finally adjust the swamp- 
land grants, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 545) to authorize the 
use of penalty envelopes by the government of the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 546) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Dover, in 
the State of New Hampshire; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 547) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Irving W. Coombs; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 548) for the relief of 
Henry Harris; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 549) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Stephen Thomas; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 
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A bill (S. 550) granting an increase of pension to John R. Henry 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 551) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Myers (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 552) granting a pension to Ira K. Eaton. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills, which were 
| severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
| tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 553) granting an increase of pension to Farmer J. 

| James (with accompanying papers); 

| A bill (S. 554) granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 

| Farley (with accompanying papers); 

| <A bill (S. 555) granting an increase of pension to Royal A. S. 

| Kingsley (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 556) granting an increase of pension to William 

Stall; and 

| <A bill (S. 557) granting a pension to Stephen K. Fuson. 

| Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 558) for the re- 

| lief of Alexander Stoddart; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 559) for the relief of the 
| legal representatives of George W. Soule; which was read twice 
' by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the following bills; which were severally read 
| twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
| <A bill (S. 560) granting an increase of pension to John Roby 
| (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 561) granting an increase of pension to Solomon Jean 
| Bucher (with accompanying papers); 
| A bill (S. 562) granting an increase of pension to Emeline F. 
Emmons; 

A bill (8.563) granting an increase of pension to John R. Knox 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 564) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Marshall (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 565) granting an increase of pension to James E. Bar- 
nard (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (8. 566) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Hart (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 567) granting an increase of pension to William Cody 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 568) granting an increase of pension to Lyman H. 
Lamprey (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 569) granting an increase of pension to Jesse B. Nurse 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 570) granting an increase of pension to Orlando F. 
Davis (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 571) granting an increase of pension to Lewis H. Cate 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 572) granting an increase of pension to Franklin W. 
McKinley (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 573) to provide for holding courts 
of northern district of West Virginia at Martinsburg, W. Va.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 574) providing for the 
erection of a public building at the city of Walla Walla, in the 
State of Washington; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 575) to establish 
| a fish-culture station on Blacks Fork of Green River, in the State 
| of Wyoming; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 576) extend- 
ing to the subports of Spokane. Blaine, Sumas, and Nelson, in the 
State of Washington, the privileges of the seventh section of the 
act approved June 10, 1880, governing the immediate transporta- 
tion of dutiable merchandise without appraisement; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 577) to confirm and 
legalize prior admissions to citizenship of the United States where 
the judge or clerk of the court administering the oath to the ap- 
plicant or his witnesses has failed to sign or seal the record, oath, 
or the judgment of admission, and to establish a proper record of 
such citizenship; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 578) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Bullamore; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands: 

A bill (8S. 579) to regulate the use by the public of reservoir 
sites located upon the public lands of the United States; 

A bill (8. 580) to extend the provisions of section 2455 of the 
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Revised Statutes of the United States as amended by act of Feb- Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 619) making an appropria- 


ae 26, 1895, relating to public lands; and 
A bi 


tion for completing the construction of the road to the national 


ll (S. 581) to permit second homestead entries in certain | cemetery near Pensacola, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, 


cases, and for other purposes. 


Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 582) to ratify an agreement | é 
with the Lower Brulé band of the Sioux tribe of Indians in South | the Navy to establish and cause to be maintained two free public 
Dakota, and making appropriation to carry the same into effect; | schools for children under 17 years of age at the town of Warring- 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | ton, on the naval reservation on Pensacola Bay, in the State of 


on Indian Affairs. 


and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 620) to authorize the Secretary of 


Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


He also introduced a bill (S. 583) for the relief of Levi Carn- | Committee on Naval Affairs. 


rike: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Military Affairs. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 584) for the relief of John H. Mc- 


Laughlin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 


Committee on Claims. 
He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 


read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on | 


Pensions: 

A bill (S. 585) to extend the benefits of the act of June 27, 1890, 
to the members of the company of Indian scouts under command 
of Brig. Gen. Alfred Sully in 1864 and 1865; 

A bill (S. 586) granting a pension to Annie H. Zoll; 

A bill (8. 587) granting an increase of pension to Anson P. 
Williamson; 
an (S. 588) granting an increase of pension to Wilbur F. 

ittle: 

A bill (S. 589) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
McMullen; and 

A bill (S. 590) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
H. Beadle. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 591) to carry into effect the 
findings of the Court of Claims in behalf of Peter Targarona; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles. and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 592) granting a pension to David B. Wood; 

A bill (S. 593) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Horn (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 594) granting an increase of pension to Finley T. John- 
son (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (8S. 595) granting an increase of pension to John P. Brown. 


Mr. MONEY introduced the following bills; which were sev- | 


erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 596) for the relief of the estate of Calvin B. Cunning- 
ham. deceased: 

A bill (S. 597) for the relief of R. A. Myrick; 

A bill (S. 598) to revive and amend an act to provide for the 
collection of abandoned property and the prevention of frauds in 


insurrectionary districts within the United States, and acts amend- | 


atory thereof; 

A bill (8. 599) to revive and amend an act to provide for the 
collection of abandoned property and the prevention of frauds in 
insurrectionary districts within the United States, and acts amend- 
atory thereof; 

A bill (S. 600) for the relief of Benjamin F. Garraway; 

A bill (S. 601) for the relief of the estate of William E. Bolls, 
deceased; 

A - (S. 602) for the relief of the heirs of Rachael Sloan, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 608) for the relief of D. W. Stuart, executor of Char- 
lotte Spear, deceased: 

A bill (8.604) for the relief of John H. Rector: 

A = (8S. 605) for the relief of the estate of James Irwin, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 606) for the relief of A. J. and Martha S. Ward; 

A bill (S. 607) for the relief of M. A. Reinhart; 

A bill (S. 608) for the relief of R. T. Cheek; 

A bill (S. 609) for the relief of L. A. Whitehead; 

A bill (8. 610) for the relief of the estate of George G. Noland, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 611) for the relief of the estate of J. B. Hall, deceased; 

A bill (8. 612) for the relief of J. E. Whittington: 

A bill (S. 613) for the relief of the estate of John Rist, deceased; 

A bill (8. 614) for the relief of the estate of Charles H. Borland, 
deceased; 

A ee (S. 615) for the relief of the estate of Sarah A. Gayle, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 616) for the relief of the estate of James S. Douglass, 
deceased; 

A bill (8. 617) for the relief of the estate of John M. Hawkins, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 618) for the relief of the estate of Samuel D. Kelley, 
deceased. 


| 


He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 621) for the relief of Fernando J. Moreno; 

A bill (S. 622) for the relief of the legal representatives of Joseph 
Sierra, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 623) for the relief of Henry O. Bassett, heir of Henry 
Opeman Bassett, deceased. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 624) to grant to the city 
of Pensacola, in the State of Florida, all the right, title, and in- 


| terest of the United States of America in and to certain lots of 
land in said city; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
| to the Committee on Public Lands. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 625) granting an increase of pen- 


| sion to Alice M. Hickey; which was read twice by its title, and 
| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 626) for the establishment of a fish- 
cultural station in the State of Florida; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 627) granting an imerease of 

| pension to Cary P. Taplin; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


| He also introduced a bill (S. 628) to establish a Government 


| building in the town of Pocatello, Idaho; which was read twice 
by its.title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 629) to establish a Government 
building in the town of Lewiston, Idaho; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
| and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 630) to establish a Government 
building at the town of Moscow, Idaho; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 631) to provide for the pur- 
chase of the McLean property and adjacent property at Appo- 
mattox, Va., in commemoration of the surrender of the Army of 
Northern Virginia to General Grant: which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 632) to correct the military record 
of Harrison Wagner; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 633) for the relief of the trustees of the Cedar Run 
Baptist Church, of Culpeper County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 634) for the relief of the trustees of Ebenezer Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, of Culpeper County, Va.: 

A bill (S. 635) for the relief of the trustees of Washington Street 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Alexandria, Va.; 

A bill (S. 636) for the relief of Bolivar Sheild; 

A bill (S. 637) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian 
Church of Fredericksburg, Va.; 

A bill (S. 638) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- 

any; 
, A bill (S. 639) for the relief of Isaac Davenport and others; 

A bill (S. 640) for the relief of the trustees of the Opequon 
Presbyterian Church, of Kernstown, Va.; 

A bill (S. 641) for the relief of the trustees of the Grove Pres- 
byterian Church, of Morrisville, Va.; 

A bill (S. 642) for the relief of the trustees of the Oak Grove 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Norfolk County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 643) for the relief of the trustees of Fletcher Chapel, 
in King George County, Va.; 
| A bill (S. 644) for the relief of the trustees of the Colored Meth- 
| odist Episcopal Church, of Winchester, Va.; 
| <A bill (S. 645) for the relief of the trustees of the Presbyterian 
| Church of Highland County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 646) for the relief of the First Baptist Church, of 


| 
| 


Alexandria, Va.; 
A bill (S. 647) for the relief of the wardens and vestrymen of 
| Old Merchant's Hope Episcopal Church, of Prince George County, 


a.; 
A bill (S. 648) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 


Episcopal Church South, of Fredericksburg, Va.; 
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A bill (S. 649) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist | 
Episcopal Church South, of Morrisville, Va.; 

A bill (S. 650) for the relief of the trustees of Mount Holly 
Baptist Church, of Fauquier County, Va.; and 

A bill (8S. 651) for the relief of the trustees of New Salem Bap- 
tist Church, of Culpeper County, Va. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 652) relative to the port of | 
Chester, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 653) to purchase an oil painting 
entitled *‘The Death of Brevet Lieutenant-Colonel Alonzo H. 
Cushing;’’ which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 
Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 654) for the relief of Abram G. | 
Hoyt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 655) for the relief of John F. Fin- | 
ney; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally | 
= twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Naval | 

ffairs: 

A bill (S. 656) providing for the retirement of petty officers and 
enlisted men of the Navy; 

A bill (S. 657) to promote the efficiency of the clerical service 
in the Navy of the United States, to organize a clerical corps of 
the Navy of the United States, to define its duties, and to regu- 
late its pay; and f 

A bill (S. 658) providing for the establishment of a naval train- | 
ing station for the Great Lakes on a shore site adjoining the har- 
bor of Erie, Pa., and for other purposes. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee | 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 659) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Whitlock; 

A bill (S. 660) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Frederick; 

A bill (S. 661) to pension certain soldiers and nonenlisted men | 
who served in the war of the rebellion; 
A bill (S. 662) granting an increase of pension to Carrie Keefer; 
; A bill (8. 663) granting an increase of pension to Mary B. Kel- | 

er; and 

A bill (S. 664) granting a pension to Jackson D. Siner. | 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 665) to grant an honorable discharge from the mili- 
tary service to Adolph F. Hitchler; 

A bill (S. 666) to correct the military record of Henry F, Miller; 
and 

A bill (S. 667) to grant an honorable discharge from the mili- 
tary service to Christian Heinze. 

Mr. CULLOM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 668) for the 
relief of Maurice Langhorne; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 669) granting a pension to Annie 
Jameson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 670) for the relief of the 
legal devisees of James W. Schaumburg; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 671) to increase the pen- 
sions of those who have lost both eyes or have become totally 
blind from causes occurring in the military or naval service of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 672) granting ——- 
to Rear-Admiral Bowman H. McCalla, United States Navy, to ac- 
cept a decoration tendered to him by the Emperor of Germany; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 678) for the relief of Jeremiah 
Cutler Burnett; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 674) to restore William McElroy, late a first lieuten- 
ant in the United States Army, to his former rank, and for other 
purposes; 

A bill (S. 675) to grant an honorable discharge to William A. 
Treadwell; and 

A bill (S. 676) to establish a permanent military camp ground 
upon the Nacimiento ranch, situated in Monterey and San Luis 
Obispo counties, Cal. 








Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 


| erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 


on Claims: 

A bill (8. 677) for the relief of the legal representatives of A. G. 
Boone; 

A bill (8. 678) for the relief of Mary B. Spencer, administratrix 
of Albert G. Boone, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 679) for the relief of Mrs. Julia L. Hall. 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


| Pensions: 


A bill (S.680) granting an increase of pension to Wilbert B. 


| Teters (with an accompanying paper): 


A bill (S. 681) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Larkins 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (8.682) granting a pension to Jacob S. Grimes; 

A bill (S. 683) granting a pension to Madison M. Burnett; 

A bill (8.684) granting an increase of pension to Sebald V. 
Schlessinger; 

A bill (8.685) granting a pension to A. Elizabeth Nichols; 

A bill (8.686) granting a pension to Bartlett Minot; 

A bill (S. 687) granting a pension to W. H. H. Lewis; 

A bill (8. 688) granting a pension to Job E. Brownell; 
— bill (8.689) granting an increase of pension to Jackson J. 

ane; 

A bill (8.690) granting a pension to Henry F. Tower: 

A bill (8.691) granting an increase of pension to Franklin Fulton; 

A bill (S. 692) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Mitchell; 

A bill (S. 693) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 


| De Rocher; 


A bill (8. 694) granting an increase of pension to Edward L. 
Berthoud; 

A bill (8S. 695) granting an increase of pension to Henry E. Allen; 

A bill (S. 696) granting an increase of pension to W. F. Nichols; 

A bill (8S. 697) granting an increase of pension to John B. Hanna; 

A bill (S. 698) granting an increase of pension to W. A. Gunn; 

A bill (S. 699) granting a pension to Elliott H. Benton; and 

A bill (8S. 700) granting a pension to Moses A. Lovelady. 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 701) to validate certain certificates of soldiers’ addi- 
tional homestead right; 

A bill (S. 702) to aid the State of Colorado to support a school 
of mines; 

A bill (S. 703) setting apart a tract of land to be used as a ceme- 
tery by the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of Central City, 
Colo.; and 

A bill (S. 704) providing for free homesteads in the Ute Indian 
Reservation in Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 705) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of G. B. Stimpson; which was read twice by 
oo and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

s. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 706) for the relief of David H. 
Moffat; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 707) to amend an act entitled 
**An act providing the terms and places of holding the courts of 
the United States in the district of Minnesota, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved April 26, 1890; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs: 

A bill (8. 708) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to au- 
thorize the building of a bridge across Thief River, in the State 
of Minnesota; 

A bill (S. 709) for the relief of the estate of Ramsay Crooks; 

A bill (S. 710) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of the 
Shoshone Indians to title in all of the Wind River Reservation, 
and so forth; 

A bill (S. 711) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to ful- 
fill certain treaty stipulations with the Chippewa Indians of Lake 
Superior and the Mississippi, and making appropriation for the 
same; 

A bill (S. 712) to provide for the service of warrants issued by 
United States commissioners in the district of Minnesota, and for 
the summary disposition by such commissioners of certain cases 
connected with Indian liquor traffic; and 

A bill (S. 718) for the relief of Rev. Charles Wright. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 714) for the establishment of a national park and 
cemetery at Fort Ridgely, in the State of Minnesota; 
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A bill (S. 715) to place Edward Simonton on the retired list of 
the Army; 4 : 

A bill (S. 716) granting an honorable discharge to Jacob Neibles; 

A bill (S. 717) to correct the military record of Maurice J. 
O’ Brine; 

A bill (S. 718) for the relief of Sylvester D. Foss; and 

A bill (S. 719) for the relief of Charles T, Trowbridge, George 
D. Walker, and John A. Trowbridge. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 720) for the relief of B. Jackman; 

A bill (S. 721) for the relief of Darwin S. Hall; and 

A bill (S. 722) for the relief of the heirs of Rinaldo Johnson 
and Ann E. Johnson, deceased. 


Mr. CLAPP introduced the following bills; which were sever- | 


ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 
A bill (S. 
A bill (8. 
Secord; 
A bill (8. 


723) granting a pension to Jacob Niebels; 
724) granting an increase of pension to Marzovan J. 


725) granting a pension to Amanda L. Mardin; 
A bill (S. 726) granting an increase of pension to L. P. Storms; 
A bill (S. 727) granting a pension to George W. Witherell; 
A bill (S. 728) granting a pension to Eliza Houghton; 
A bill (8.729) granting a pension to Aletta Joel; 
A bill (S. 730) granting a pension to Adoniram C. Harper; and 
A bill (8.731) granting a pension to Abbie Webster. 
Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 732) to authorize the erection 
of a monument at Lundys Lane to the memory of Capt. Abraham 


F. Hull; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the | 


Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S.733) to provide for the erection of 
a monument in commemoration of the services of Gen. Frederick 
Steuben in the Revolutionary war; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 734) for the relief of Edwin Bell; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | 


on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 785) for the relief of Jean Louis 
Legare, of the Dominion of Canada; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 736) for the relief of Sid- 
ney J. Wetherell, assignee of A. V. Davis; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 737) for the relief of Ste. Genevieve 
County, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 738) for the relief of the trustees 


of the First Baptist Church, of Jefferson City, Mo.; which was | 


read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
vits of Adam Opel, Howard Barnes, Lorenz Siefert, and Archie 
Drake. I move that the bill and accompanying papers be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 739) for the relief of 
F. X. Mulhaupt and Caroline Mulhaupt, of Jackson County, 
Mo.; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the petition, 
statement, affidavit, etc., for the relief of F. X. Mulhaupt and 


Caroline Mulhaupt, of Jackson County, Mo., for reference to | 


the Court of Claims under act of March 3, 1887. 
the = and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to.. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 740) for the 
relief of Mrs. George C. Maynard, widow of George C. Maynard; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the petition 
and affidavit of Mrs. George C. Maynard, together with the afii- 
davit of George A. Dice, post-office inspector, and six vouchers, 
ail of which have been sent to me to present with the bill. I move 
that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S.741) granting an increase 
- ae to William D. Woodworth; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion of William D. Woodworth for increase of pension, together 
with affidavits of D. A. Smith, G. L. Dewitt, James H. Poet, and 
Dr. J: H. Woodward. I move that the bill and accompanying 
papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

he motion was agreed to. 
Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S.742) granting a pension to 





Charles E. Cline; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 743) for the relief of the per- 
sonal representatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 744) granting an increase 


| of pension to Stephen Gascoigne; which was read twice by its 


title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 745) granting a pension to John 
Swenson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 746) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Charles K. Bolster; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 747) for the relief of Ramon 0. 
Williams and Joseph A. Springer; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 6) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy to donate to the Minnesota Historical 
| Society the steering wheel of the former ship Minnesota; which 
oe read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
ATralrs. 





To accompany the bill, I present the affida- | 


I move that | 


He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 7) authorizing the 
| Secretary of War to deliver to Acker Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of St. Paul, Minn., two condemned cannon and sixteen 
cannon balls for ornamenting burial grounds of deceased soldiers 
| in that city; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McCOMAS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 

| priate $1,000,000 for deepening and improving the main ship chan- 

nel of the Patapsco River and Baltimore Harbor, intended tc be 

proposed by him to the riverand harbor appropriation bill; which 

| Was a to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
| printed. 


J. E. SIMPSON & CO. 


On motion of Mr. PLatt of New York, it was 


| Ordered, That Senate report No. 1061, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, 
relative to the bill (S. 272) for the relief of the members of the firm of J. E. 
Simpson & Co., be reprinted. 


DISCHARGES FROM MILITARY SERVICE, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iask that an order be made to print as a 
Senate document memoranda prepared at the War Department 
giving the laws and Army regulations in regard to the discharge 
| of enlisted men from the military service. The paper is in a very 

condensed form, which will make it convenient for the reference 
of Senators and Representatives. Questions in relation to this 
matter frequently arise. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
| quest? The Chair hears none, and the order to print will be made, 
SARAH E. NICHOLS. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
| Expenses of the Senate: 
| Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is. authorized 
| and directed to pay to Sarah E. Nichols, widow of John L. Nichols, late 
| assistant in stationery room, Senate of the United States, a sum equal to six 
months’ salary at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, 
said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all otzer allow- 
| ances. 


KATE L. ZIMMERMAN. 


Mr. SCOTT submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
| and directed to pay to Kate L. Zimmerman, widow of John R. Zimmerman, 
late upholsterer and locksmith in the Senate of the United States, a sum 
equal to six months’ salary at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of 
his demise, said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all 
| other allowances, 





ANGALINE P. ROOT. 


Mr. DOLLIVER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Angaline P. Root, widow of Richard Root, late mes- 
senger, acting assistant doorkeeper in the Senate of the United States. a sum 
egual to six months’ pay at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of 
his demise, said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and ail 
other allowances. 


PASSAIC RIVER SURVEY FROM DUNDEE DAM. 
Mr. KEAN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby. authorized and directed to cause a 
survey to be made of the Passaic River, New Jersey. from the Dundee Dam, 
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with a view to widening and deepening the channel and the construction of 
a lock-in the Dundee Dam for the purpose of preventing the disastrous flooc 
which have recently occurred, causing loss of life and valuable property, an 
to subm * a plan and estimate for such improvement at the earliest date 
practicable. 


PROTECTION FROM FLOODS IN STATE OF WASHINGTON, 


Mr. ANKENY submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby’is, authorized and directed to presenta 
report showing the estimated cost of Ere protection from annual floods 
in the valleys of the White, Black, Duwamish, and Samanish rivers, Wash- 
ington, and to submit a plan for such relief. 


DISPOSITION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. In accordance with the provisions of 
Rule XL, I give notice that I propose to move an amendment to 
the rules, which, if adopted, will modify Rule No. VII, and for 
that purpose I submit the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

; pean d, That the rules of the Senate be amended by adding thereto the 
oliowing: 

‘That Senators, of their own motion, at any time while the Senate is sit- 
ting, may deposit in a receptacle provided for that purpose at the Secretary's 
desk any petitions or memorials, reports from the Committee on Pensions, 
and pension bills; and all matters so deposited shall be disposed of in the 
same manner as if nted by Senators from their places on the floor of 
the Senate; and the Becretexy of the Senate shall promptly furnish*each day 
to the official reporters of debates for publication in the RECORD a transcript 
of all the matters above referred to.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the | 


Senator from North Dakota desire made of the resolution? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Under the rule it is required that such 
a resolution shall be printed and lie upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That order will be made. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HALE. If there be no further morning business, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE BOREING. 


Mr. McCREARY. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
resolutions of the House of Representatives announcing the death 
of Hon. VINCENT BoREING, late a Representative from the State 
of Kentucky. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The 
Chair lays before the Senate the resolutions referred to by the 
Senator from Kentucky, which will be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
November 10, 1908. 

Resolved, That the House has learned with profound sorrow of the death 
of Hon. VINCENT BOREING, a Representative from the State of Kentucky. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to transmit this resolution to the 
ate and to send a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President, later in the session I will 
ask the Senate to name a time for the delivery of such remarks in 
respect to the life and public services of my late colleague in the 
other House as may be deemed proper. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE FOERDERER. 


Mr. PENROSE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
resolutions of the House of Representatives relative to the death 
of my late colleague in that body, Hon. R. H. FoERDERER. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the resolutions indicated by the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
November 10, 1903. 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. R. H. FomRDERER, a Representative-elect from the State of Pennsyl- 
Vania. 

" Daslosd, That the Clerk be directed to transmit this resolution to the Sen- 
ate and a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, t, as a further mark of respect to the memory of Hon. VIn- 
CENT BorREING and Hon. R. H. FOERDERER, this House do now stand 
edjourned. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, at some subsequent time I will 
ask the Senate to fix a day when fitting tribute may be paid to the 
memory of my deceased colleague. For the present, as a mark of 
respect to his memory, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 
13 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, November 
16, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate November 12, 1908. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Charles U. Snider, of Lakeview, Oreg., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Lakeview, Oreg. 


m- 
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REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES, 


Algernon 8. Dresser, of Oregon City, Oreg., to be register of 
the land office at Oregon City, Oreg. 

Marshall H. Jewell, of Bismarck, N. Dak., to be register of the 
land office at Bismarck, N. Dak. 

John N. Watson, of Paisley, Oreg., to be register of the land 
office at Lakeview, Oreg. 

Edward W. Davis, of Union, Oreg., to be register of the land 

| office at Lagrande, Oreg. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, November 12, 1908. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
— ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER, 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, Hon. Thomas H. Ball, a 
Member-elect to the Fifty-eighth Congress from the State of 
Texas, has not been present before at this session of Congress. 
He is now upon the floor of the House, and I ask that he be sworn 
in as a Member of this Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will come forward to the bar 

| of the House. 
Mr. Ball came forward, and the oath of office was administered 
to him by the Speaker. 

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the folowing 
committee: 

On Ways and Means: Mr. Payne, Mr. DauzeLL, Mr. GrRos- 
venor, Mr. TAwNEY, Mr. McCat1, Mr. Bascock, Mr. METCALF, 
Mr. Hit of Connecticut, Mr. BoutELL, Mr. Watson, Mr. Cur- 
TIs, Mr. W1LLiAMs of Mississippi, Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana, 
Mr. Swanson, Mr. McCLetian, Mr. Cooper of Texas, and Mr. 
CLARK. 

JOHN DA SILVA. 


By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Linpsay, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House the papers in the 
case of John Da Silva, Fifty-seventh Congress, no adverse report 
having been made thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. TATE. Mr. Speaker, I ask indefinite leave of absence for 
my colleague, Judge GRIGGs, on account of sickness in his family. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks indefinite leave of ab- 
sence for Representative Griaas, of Georgia, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

There was no objection. 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE, 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. THAYER. A question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Speaker, since we have been called to- 
gether in extraordinary session at an extraordinary time, two 
weeks before it seemed that it was necessary —— 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that this 
is not a statement of a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. So far it is not, but if the gentleman from 
Massachusetts states to the Chair that he has a question of per- 
sonal privilege, the Chair will hear him, in order. 

Mr. PAYNE. It seems to me he could state his question of 
privilege first and make his other statement afterwards. 

The SPEAKER. If the point of order is made, that is correct. 

Mr. THAYER. I may take my own order of g, I sup- 
pose, as to what I shall say first or second, and it is a matter of 
personal privilege to which I rise. I ~ in view of this—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thus early in the session desires to 
say that it is impossible for a Member to state everything in one 
sentence. If the gentleman from Massachusetts states that in his 
judgment he has a question of personal privilege to present, the 
Chair will hear it—— 

Mr. THAYER. In view of the fact, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER (continuing). And the gentleman proceeds 
upon that understanding. 

Mr. THAYER. In view of the fact, Mr. Speaker, that 400 
men have been here assembled for four days and substantially 
nothing whatever has been aes, with the prospect that 
for the next four days nothing will be accomplished; and in view 
of the fact that many who live in places accessible to the Capitol 
have already returned home, and others wish to go; and in view 
of the fact that this Cuban question was thoroughly discussed at 
the last session and no substantial amount of time is needed to 
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pass or reject this matter at this special session, I want to ask 
if a person would be suspected of being derelict in duty or open 
to criticism by this House if he should return to the quiet of his 


own home and the bosom of his own family, there to be engaged 
in getting up the winter’s wood or mending his fences, if they, 
perchance, need mending, providing he returns home with the 
understanding left with the Chair that he would return to the 
Capitol at any time when the six or eight prominent Members of 
Congress (who constitute the Congress) notified him that there 
would be anything to do? [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair states that the gentleman’s ques- 
tion of personal privilege hardly amounts to a faint assault upon 
the dignity of a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam somewhat inclined toask unanimous con- 
sent that the gentleman be excused from attendance. [Laughter on 
the Republican side.] Mr. Speaker, I introduce the following bill, 
and ask that it be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
‘ ae SPEAKER. The bill will go through the box and be re- 

erred. 

Mr. PAYNE. It isa public bill, and I would like to have the 
title of the bill read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title of the bill will be 
read. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What is the nature of this 
request? 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that the title of the bill 
which he proposes to introduce be read. Under the rules it would 
be introduced through the box. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill by its title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a convention between the United 
States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the Lith day of December, 1902. 

; Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
ourn. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Before that motion is put, I 
should like to ask the gentleman a question concerning this bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I made my motion. The gentleman can ask 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
hold the motion for a moment. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will not stand in the way of the gentleman 
— statement. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if he is prepared from his side of the House to give us any- 
thing in the nature of a notice of their modus operandi or plan in 
connection with this matter. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would state to the gentleman that the Com- 
mittee—— 

: Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. To what committee is the bill 
0 go? 

Mr. PAYNE. TotheCommittee on Waysand Means. I would 
state that I instructed the clerk to call a meeting of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means for to-morrow, and I hope to report the 
bill at the session of the House to-morrow. , 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. You are going to call a meet- 
ing of the Committee on Ways and Means and report the bill the 
same day? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wanted to know the magni- 
tude of the outrage we would be expected to submit to. 

Mr. PAYNE. This is simply promptness, not outrage. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That may be from your stand- 
point, speaking in comparison with some other things that have 
occurred. 

Mr. PAYNE. We will be most happy to consult with the gen- 
tleman in the matter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. At what hour is the meeting 
of the committee? 

Mr. PAYNE. At half past 10. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Can not you make it 10 instead 
of half past 10, and give us half an hour longer? 

Mr. PAYNE. I have already requested the clerk of the com- 
mittee to send out the notices for half past 10. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That would give us half an 
hour longer. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman will have a chance to say 
all he has to say if we meet at half past 10. 

TheSPEAKER. Pending the motion, the Chair lays before the 
House the following enrolled joint resolution: 


I ask the gentleman to with- 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 
The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint reso- 
lution of the following title: re . 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 14) making immediately available 
the ee for mileage of Senators and Mem 


of the 


House of Representatives, and for other purposes. 








LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent (at the request of Mr. ApAMs of Peun- 
sylvania), indefinite leave of absence was granted to Mr. Burk 
of Pennsylvania, on account of serious illness. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the gentleman from New York, that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, with a 
favorable recommendation, a copy of the report of the board ap- 
posses to select a site for a naval training station on the Great 

akes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a con- 
vention between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, 
signed on the ilth day of December, in the year 1902—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 1922) author- 
izing purchase of a site for customs purposes and the construction 
of buildings at Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 1923) to provide for giving 
medals to those who served in the Army during the war with 


| Spain—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 1924) authorizing the re- 


| corder of the General Land Office to issue certified copies of pat- 


ents, records, books, and papers—to the Committee on the Public 


| Lands. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1925) providing for the removal of the port 
of entry in the customs collection district of Alaska from Sitka, 
Alaska, to Juneau, Alaska—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 1926) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Beverly. in the State of Massachusetts—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 1927) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to create a customs district of the Territory 
of Arizona,’’ approved April 29, 1890—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 1928) to provide for a naval train- 
ing station for the Great Lakes at harbor of Erie, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 1929) to increase the com- 
pensation of carriers on rural free-delivery mail routes—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 1930) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Anderson, 8. C.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 1931) in- 
creasing the cost of public building at Seattle, in the State of 
Washington—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1932) providing for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Whatcom, in the State of Washington—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 1933) to appropriate the 
sum of $40,000 to the Cape Cod Pilgrim Memorial Association, to 
be used in erecting at Provincetown, Mass., a suitable memorial 
of the landing of the Pilgrims—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1934) to make the currency responsive to the 
varying needs of business at all seasons in all sections—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 1935) for a public building 
at Ann Arbor, Mich.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 1936) extending 
to the subports of Spokane, Blaine, Sumas, and Nelson, in the 
State of Washington, the privileges of the seventh section of the 
act approved June 10, 1880, governing the immediate transporta- 
tion of dutiable merchandise without appraisement—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 1937) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Ansonia, Conn.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
_— and Grounds. 

y Mr. LEVER: A bill (H, R. 1938) to provide for the erection 
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of a public building at Sumter, 8S. C.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 1939) creating the south- 
western juicial district in Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 1940) to provide for the ex- 


tension and enlargement of the public building at Columbus, 
Ohio—to the Commitiee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 1941) to increase salaries | 


of rural free-delivery carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Reoads. 

By 
from Springfield, 1l., to the national cemetery at Camp Butler, 
adjacent thereto—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1943) granting pensions to teamsters of the 
war of the rebellion and Indian wars from 1861 to 1865, inclu- 
sive—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 1944) makingan appropriation 
to construct a gravel road from Shiloh National Military Park to 
the city of Corinth, Miss., together with all necessary bridges— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 1945) in amendment of 
section 2 of an act entitled *‘An act granting pensions to soldiers 
and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of manual 
labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and 
dependent parents ’’—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 1946) to amend section 5278 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States on extradition—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 1947) to revive and 
amend an act to provide for the collection of abandoned property 
and the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary districts within 
the United States, and acts amendatory thereof—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R.1948) to provide suitable medals 
forthe officersandcrewsof the United States vessels of war Cumpber- 
land, Congress, and Monitor—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 1949) to pur- 
chase a painting of the frigate Constitution as ‘‘ Old Ironsides,”’ 
and entitled ‘* Old Ironsides ’’—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1950) to reimburse naval volunteers enlisted 
for one year or during the war with Spain for the cost of clothing 
and equipment—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 1951) for the erection of a pub- | 


lic building at Las Vegas, N. Mex.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1952) for the erection of a public building at 
Albuquerque, N. Mex.—tothe Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1953) to provide for an additional associate | 


justice of the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1954) to authorize the exploration and pur- | 


chase of mines within the boundaries of private land claims—to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1955) to validate certain acts of the legisla- | 


tive assembly of the Territory of New Mexico with reference to 
the issnance of certain bonds—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 1956) to author- 
ize an exchange of sites for the public buildings of Garland 
County, Ark.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 1957) in reference to the civil 
service and appointments thereunder—to the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service. 


By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 1958) to amend section 2, | 


chapter 14, of the acts of the Forty-ninth Congress, second ses- 
sion, approved January 3, 1887—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1959) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 


procure medals for the Sixth Massachusetts Regiment, who were 
the first fully equipped soldiers to arrive on April 19, 1861, for the 
defense of the city of Washington—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1960) providing that the statute of limitations | 


shall not be interposed in any suit brought by any laborer, work- 
man, or mechanic in the Court of Claims against the United States 
to recover wages claimed to be due him under the national eight- 
hour law—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1961) to remove the duty on hides of cattle— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1962) to remove the duty on coal—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. RLXEY: A bill (H. R. 1963) to increase the membership 
of the Court of Claims, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Claim: 

Also, a vill (H. R. 1964) to protect the monuments already 


Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 1942) to construct a road | 


| erected on the battlefields of Bull Run, Virginia—to the Committee 
| on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1965) to provide for the construction of a 
memorial bridge across the Potomac River from Washington to 
Fort Myer and the national cemetery at Arlington—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1966) for the judicial ascertainment of claims 
against the United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1967) to forbid distilleries in local-option 
communities—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 1968) to authorize certain 
persons who have intermarried with Cherokees to sue for their 
interest in certain moneys of the tribe from which they were ex- 
cluded—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 1969) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Delaware, Ohio—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 1970) to establish a perma- 
nent military camp ground upon the Nacimiento ranch, situated 
in Monterey and San Luis Obispo counties, Cal.—to the Commit- 
on Military Affairs. 
3y Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 1971) to allow the growers of 

leaf tobacco to stem, twist, and sell the same without paying tax— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 1972) authorizing a survey for 
the harbor of New Bedford and Fairhaven, Mass., for the pur- 
pose of increasing the width of the channel and depth of the har- 
bor and providing increased anchorage grounds—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 1973) to regulate the prac- 
tice in United States courts in regard toinstructing juries therein— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 1974) to provide for the erec- 
tion of an addition to the public building at Rochester, N. Y.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 1975) to amend 
section 1225 of Revised Statutes, so as to provide for detail of 
retired officers of the Army and Navy to assist in military instruc- 
tion in schools—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1976) to prevent robbing the mail, to pro- 
vide a safer and easier method of sending money by mail, and to 

| increase the postal revenues—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 1977) to purchase a painting of 
Abraham Lincoln—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 1978) to provide for the im- 
provement of the Tug and Louisa forks of the Big Sandy River, in 
West Virginia and Kentucky—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 1979) providing for the extension 
of the national cemetery on Williamsburg turnpike, near the city 
of Richmond, Va.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania (by request): A bill (H. R. 
1980) limiting the hours of daily service of laborers and mechanics 
| emplpyed upon work done for the United States, or for any Ter- 
ritory, or for the District of Columbia, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 1981) to extend the 
provisions of the act of June 27, 1902, entitled ‘* An act to extend 
| the provisions, limitations, and benefits of an act entitled ‘An act 

granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 

1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Cherokee disturb- 
| ances, and the Seminole war,’ approved July 27, 1892°’—to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 1982) to establish a library 
| post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

| By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 1983) to provide for compensa- 
| tion for certain employees of the Treasury, War, and Navy De- 
partments—to the Committee on War Ciaims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 1984) for the ap- 
| propriation of $200,000 for the building of a custom-house, public 
| buildings, and so forth, in the cities of Phoonix, Prescott, and 
| Tucson, Ariz.,and for other purposes—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 
| By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (HR. 1985) to au- 

thorize the Norfolk and Western Railway Company to bridge the 
| Tug Fork of Big Sandy River at certain points where the same 

forms the boundary line between the States of West Virginia and 
| Kentucky—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 

merce. 
| By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 1986) providing for the 

erection of a public building at Bessemer, Ala.—to the Commit- 
| tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 1987) providing for the trans- 

fer of forest reserves from the Department of the Interior to the De- 
partment of Agriculture—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1988) to provide for the purchase of a site and By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A resolution (H. Res. 16) 
the erection of a public building thereon at Sheridan, in the State | referring the bill H. R. 8821 to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
of W yoming—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. | mittee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 1989) authorizing the Com- By Mr. GREENE: Memorial of the general court of the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to construct toilet rooms— | monwealth of Massachusetts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. Also, memorial of the general court of the Commonwealth of 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1990) to erect a monument in memory of the | Massachusetts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Union and Confederate soldiers who fell at Lonejack, Mo.—to 8. : 
the Committee on the Library. By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Memorial asking Congress to annex 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 1991) for the adjudi- | that portion of Arizona lying north of the Colorado River to the 
cation by the Court of Claims and Supreme Court of pension | State of Utah—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
claims involving difficult or important questions of law, as a 





means of establishing judicial precedents for the guidance of the : 7 sais 
Secretary of the Interior and Commissioner of Pensions—to the PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1993) fixing salary of Vice-President and | the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
members of the Cabinet—to the Committee on Apporpriations. follows: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1994) granting equal privileges to per diem | By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 1992) relating to the 
employees in the United States Navy outside of Washington. | payment and disposition of pension money due inmates of the Gov- 
D. C., with thése employees in the Executive Departments in | ernment Hospital for the Insane—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Washington. D. C.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2001) granting 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1995) to extend the benefits of the act en- | a pension to Nora J. Glahn—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
titled ‘‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are | sions. 
incapacitated for the performance of manual labor,’’ and so forth, | Also, a bill (H. R. 2002) to correct the military record of Phillip 
approved June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Graham—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1996) providing for the repair and rebuilding By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 2003) to commission Henry D. 
of the road from Harrisonville, N. J., to the post at Fort Mott, | Hall, late captain in the United States Revenue-Cutter Service, a 
N. J.. and the national cemetery at Finns Point, New Jersey—to | captain on the retired list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 





the Committee on Military Affairs. | By Mr. BABCOCKE: A bill (H. R. 2004) for the relief of Capt. 
By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 1997) to prohibit the granting | Herman C. Schumm—to the Committee on Claims. 
or issuing of revenue license for the sale or giving away of in-| Also.a bill (H. R. 2005) granting an increase of pension to Alex- 


toxicating liquors, wines, spirits, and so forth, in any district or | ander J. Hood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
territory of any of the several States or Territories of the United By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 2006) granting a pension to 
States of America where the sale or giving away of such intoxi- | Catherine Lenihan, now Hairsine—to the Committee on Invalid 
cating liquors, wines, spirits,and so forth,are prohibited by the laws | Pensions. 
of said States or Territories—to the Committee on Waysand Means. By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 2007) for the relief of the 
By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 1998) to require city and street | legal representatives of Henry Ohlekopf, deceased—to the Com- 
railway companies to use vestibule fronts in certain months—to | mittee on Claims. 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 2008) for the relief of B. J. D. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1999) to aid and encourage military training Irwin—to the Committee on Claims. 
and instruction by donation of public lands—to the Committeeon | Also, a bill (H. R. 2009) for the relief of the estate of Sven J. 
the Public Lands. | Johnson—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 2000) granting pensions to Also, a bill (H. R. 2010) for the relief of the heirs of John A. 
soldiers and sailors of the civil war—to the Committee on Invalid | Dolan—to the Committee on Claims. 
* Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 2011) to correct the military record of Stephen 
By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 2055) to authorize the Sec- | W. Coakley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
‘ retary of the Treasury to examine the evidence of debts claimed | Also, a bill (H. R. 2012) to grant an honorable discharge to 
_ to be due or of payments made by the State of Missouri to the | Oscar Allen Westover—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
officers and privates of the militia forces of said State for military | Also, a bill (H. R. 2013) to grant an honorable discharge to 
services performed in the suppression of thé rebellion in full con- | Franz Spamer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
cert and cooperation with the authorities of the United States and By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 2014) for the relief of Charles 
subject to their orders, and to make report thereof to Congress— | Backman—to the Committee on Claims. 


to the Committee on War Claims. By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 2015) for the relief of 
By Mr. ESCH: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 20) providing for Miss Eliza A. White—to the Committee on Claims. 

estimate of cost of extending pier in Lake Pepin Harbor, Wis- Also, a bill (H. R. 2016) granting an increase of pension to 

consin—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. | George Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. RODEY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 21) for the! By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 2017) granting 
par oan of 5,000 copies of the report of the governor of New | an increase of pension to John Mohr—to the Commitiee on In- 

exico to the Secretary of the Interior for the year ending June | valid Pensions. 

30. 1903—t® the Committee on Printing. | By Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2018) granting 

By Mr. RIXEY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 22) asking for | a pension to William H. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid 
estimates for the improvement of Aquia Creek, in Stafford | Pensions. 

County, Va.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. | Also, a bill (H. R. 2019) granting a pension to Mary Gwynn— 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 23) asking for estimates for to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
the improvement of Quantico Creek, in Prince William County, | Also, a bill (H. R. 2020) granting an increase of pension to 
Va.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. | George F. Sill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 24) asking for estimates for| By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 2021) for the relief of 

' the improvement of Accotink Creek, in Fairfax County, Va.—to | I. J. Humphreys—to the Committee on War Claims. 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. | - Also, a bill (H. R. 2022) for the relief of Thomas J. Wear—to 

By Mr. LAMB: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 25) directing a | the Committee on War Claims. 
suitable shaft to be placed at the grave of George Wythe—to the | Also, a bill (H. R. 2023) for the relief of the estate of Allen 
Committee on the Library. | L. Barnes, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A joint resolution (H. J. By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 2024) granting an increase 
Res. 26) to appoint Robert 8. Talbot a chief. engineer on the re- | of pension to Cinly Dieh1—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
tired list of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | Also, a bill (H. R. 2025) granting an increase of pension to 

By Mr. CANDLER: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 3) to | Francis E. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
provide for printing of United States maps—to the Committee on Also, a bill (H. R. 2026) granting an increase of pension to 
Printing. Alfred Diehl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A resolution (H. Res. 14) providing for the Also, a bill (H. R. 2027) granting a pension to John Dorrow— 
printing of 1,000 copies of the history of the United States navy- | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
yard at Boston—to the Committee on Printing. | Also, a bill (H. R. 2028) to increase the pension of William T. 
‘Also, a resolution (H. Res. 15) authorizing the Clerk of the | Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

House of Representatives Come the Public Printer withacopy | Also, a bill (H. R. 2029) granting a pension to Myrtilla J. Wad- 
of the Digested Summary and phabetical List of Private Claims | dell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

presented tothe House of Representatives from the Fifty-second | Also,a bill (H. R. 2030) for the relief of Lorenzo Browning—teo 
to the Fifty-seventh Congress—to the Committee on Printing. the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2031) for the relief of legal representatives 
of 8. V. B. Strider, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2082) for the relief of Oliver McGrue—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2033) for the relief of John F. Bretz—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2034) to remove the charge of desertion 
—_ the record of John C, Berry—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2035) to remove the charge of desertion 
a the record of Jacob Deardorff—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2036) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Henry Schwindt—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2037) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Dan B. Stone—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2038) to remove the charge of desertion 
mio the record of Dennis Lyons—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2039) to remove the charge of desertion 


against James Hickey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2040) granting a pension to James Ander- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2041) granting an increase of pension to | 
James W. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2042) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
vin B. Hubbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pénsions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2043) granting an increase of pension to | 
Thomas McCormick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2044) granting an increase of pension to 
Hamilton H. McAleney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2045) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Henwood—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2046) granting an increase of pension to | 
Peter W. Krieger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2047) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac R. Allison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2048) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas McVey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2049) granting an increase of pension to | 
James Atkison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 2050) for the relief of 
Thomas J. She —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2051) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
seph Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

7 Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 2052) for the relief of Ramon 
O. Williams and Joseph A. Springer—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 2053) for the re- 
lief of Hans Peter Guttormsen—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2054) to correct the military record of 8. 
Spencer Carr—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 2056) to correct the records | 
of Cass County Regiment Missouri Home Guards, so as to place 
the name of the late Irwin Walley on grade as captain of scouts— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2057) granting a pension to Elizabeth Christ- 
mas—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2058) for the relief of P, J. Kennedy—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2059) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of M. B. Mosley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2060) for the relief of the heirs of David G. 
Stockwell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2061) granting an increase of pension to Grif- 
fith T. Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2062) for the relief of John Jefferson Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2063) for the relief of John S. McBride—to 





the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2064) toremove charge of desertion and grant 
honorable discharge to Peter C. O’Neill—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2065) to correct the record of William T. 
Mefford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2066) granting a pension to Phoebe B. Colton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2067) for the relief of George W. Buxton— 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pension to Ella G. Day— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2069) granting a pension to Lois D. Moon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2070) to correct the record of James Clin- 
gen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2071) for the relief of Wesley C. Howe—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2072) for the relief of the heirs of O. H. 
Cogswell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2078) for the relief of Mary Montville—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2074) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of A. L. H. Crenshaw—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 2075) for the relief of 
Hiram Kendall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2076) for the relief of A. T. Triay—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 2077) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Baptist Church of Charlestown, W. Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2078) for the relief of the estate of Frederick 
A. Roeder, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2079) for the relief of the trustees of St. 
John’s Protestant Episcopal Church, of Harpers Ferry, W. Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2080) for the relief of the estate of R. Mc- 
Chesney, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2081) for the relief of Elk Ranch Presby- 


| terian Church, of Jefferson County, W. Va.—to the Committee 
| on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2082) for the relief of the trustees of the 


| Methodist Episcopal Church of Middleway, W. Va.—to the Com- 
| mittee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2083) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Charlestown, W. Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2084) for the relief of the trustees of the 


| Methodist Episcopal Church of Summit Point, W. Va.—to the 


Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2085) for the relief of Goff A. Hall—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2086) for the relief of Joseph Duncan—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2087) for the relief of Edward Tearney, ad- 


ministrator of Samuel Ridenour, deceased—to the Committee on 


War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2088) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas G. 


| Flagg, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2089) for the relief of Joseph R. Brown—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2090) for the relief of John Whittington—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2091) for the relief of the estate of Jacob 
Custer, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2092) for the relief of the heirs of Charles 
A. Dinkle, heirs of John F. Dinkle and J. Daniel Dinkle—to the 
Committee on War Claims. . 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 2093) for the relief of the rep- 
resentatives of James Hooper—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 2094) granting a pension to 
Charity A. Seibell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2095) granting a pension to William F. Haw- 


| ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 2096) for the relief of the heirs 
of John Freeland, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2097) for the relief of John D. Youell—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2098) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
R. A. Bradshaw—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2099) for the relief of J, Terry Dillard—to 


the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2100) for the relief of Benjamin I. Craig—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2101) granting a pension to James R. Moore— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2102) for the relief of the estate of Robert J. 
~ deceased, of Staunton, Va.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2103) for the relief of Martha H. Shultz—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2104) for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
Huffman, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2105) for the relief of the estate of Peter 
Sheets, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 2106) granting an 
increase of pension to Aaron Preston—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ° 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2107) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Whitney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2108) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
D. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 











ting a pension to Carrie L. Thorn- 
ensions. 
grastios a pension to Mary Farrell—to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2109) i 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid 


Also, abill (H.R. 2110) 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2111) gas, a pension to Henry D. Tous- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2112) to ey Allen Tacey the sum therein 
named—to the Committee on Claims. ; 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 2118) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah A. Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2114) granting a pension to William Mc- 
Cloud—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2115) to increase the pension of John Quinn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2116) to increase the pension of Richard C. 
Ivory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2117) for the relief of Adolphus Yuncker—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2118) for the relief of Anna M. Mershon, ad- 
ministratrix of Daniel §. Mershon, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2119) for the relief of John H. Anderson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2120) referring the claim of the legal repre- 
sentatives of William T. Duvall, deceased, against the United 
States to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H.R.2121) granting a pension to | 
Gertrude Merrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2122) granting a pension to O. H. Lyon—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2123) granting a pension to Robert Lappin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2124) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
J.Grannis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 2125) for the relief of the heirs at 
law of Capt. John Lewis—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2126) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Colored Methodist Episcopal Church, of Winchester, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2127) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Opequon Presbyterian Church, of Kernstown, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2128) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
Clevenger, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2129) for the relief of Lewis M. Miller—to | 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2180) for the relief of the estate of Branon | 
Thatcher, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2181) for the relief of William Mason—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2132) for the relief of C. A. Sprinkel—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2133) for the relief of George W. Bromley— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2184) for the relief of the estate of Robert | 
Barr, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2185) for the relief of Wesley Rankins—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2136) for the relief of James W. Nickens— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2187) for the relief of the estates of James 
and Eliza M. Lewis, deceased, late of Frederick County, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 2138) granting an increase of 
pension to Delu Norris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2189) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Kight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2140) granting a pension to Alice A. Johnson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 2141) toamend the military 
record of Samuel Anderson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 2142) granting an increase of 
pension to Isaac J. Holt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 2143) for the 
relief of John Morgan’s heirs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

_ By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 2144) granting a pen- 
sion to Myrtie B. Poole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2145) granting a pension to Henry B. Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2146) granting an increase of pension to Ab- 
ee Se ail (a “— a on Invalid Pensions. 

.a . R. 2147) ting an increase of pension to Val- 
entine Faulhaber—to the Gommitice on Invalid clean 
an increase of pension to Law- 
nvalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2148) grantin 
rence Cook—to the Committee = 








a 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2149) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2150) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Whitman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2151) granting an increase of pension to Cel. 
Samuel H. Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2152) nting an increase of pension to 
James Beistle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 2153) granting an increase of 
pension to Solon C. Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2154) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert S. Pettijohn, of Long Pine, in the State of Nebraska—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 2155) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles W. Bechstedt—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 2156) for the relief of the trustees 
of Liberty Baptist Church, New Kent County, Va.—to, the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2157) for the relief of trustees of Four Mile 
Creek Baptist Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2158) for the relief of William M. Mantlo, 
of New Kent County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2159) for the relief of Margaret Myers—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2160) for the relief of the personal represent- 
ative of the estate of Alexander Myers, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 2161) granting an increase of 
pension to Josephine A. Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 2162) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Wilson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 2163) to remove the charge 
of ication from the military record of Samuel Smith—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2164) granting a pension to Richmond L. 
Weston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2165) granting a pension to Lydia A. Magoon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2166) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert 8. Shepard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2167) granting a pension to Paran C. H. Bel- 
cher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2168) granting an increase of pension to 
James Cushing Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2169) granting arrears of pension to H. Morris 
Husband—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2170) granting a pension to Isaac E. Shepard- 


| son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2171) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Lovejoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2172) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2173) nting a pension to Louisa Stafford— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2174) granting a pension to Penny F. Ste- 
phens—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2175) granting an increase of pension to John 
Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2176) to correct and amend the military rec- 


| ord of George R. Bowker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2177) for the relief of Harrison Loring—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2178) granting a pension to Sarah A. Mé- 
Inerney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2179) granting a pension to Orange S. Pratt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2180) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Timothy Reed—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2181) to remove the charge of desertion - 
from the military record of Sanford K. Knox—to the Committee 
on ne Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2182) to grant jurisdiction and authority to 
the Court of Claims to adjudicate the claim of Jacob B. Phillips 
against the United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2183) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Soule—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2184) granting a pension to Joseph W. Clift— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2185) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Chamberlain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 2186) granting a pension to 
Enoch Vandecar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2187) to remove the charges of desertion 
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from the record of Enoch Vandecar—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 2188) granting an increase of 
pension to Richard L. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10nSs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2189) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Spindler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 2190) granting an increase | 


of pension to John Dewire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2191) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 


liam C. Pollard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2192) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam O. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2193) for the relief of David Tweed—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2194) granting a pension to Mary Dewire— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 2195) for the relief 
of the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Charles- 
ton, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2196) for the relief of the estate of N. T. 
Power, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2197) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2198) for the relief of the estates of Asa 


Faulkner, deceased, Lewis L. Faulkner, deceased, and §S. B. | 


Spurlock, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a biJl (H. R. 2199) granting an increase of pension to Gil- 
bert R. Duff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 2200) granting an increase of 
pension to J. G. A. Middleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2201) granting an increase of pension to 
George McDonald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 2202) to provide for the 
payment of arrearage of salary due to inspectors of customs for 
the district of Huron, Mich., and so forth—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RIDER: A bill (H. R. 2203) waiving age limit in the 


case of Boatswain J. J. Rochfort, United States Navy, permitting | 


him to take the examination for ensign, United States Navy—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 2204) granting an increase of 
pension to Addison B. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2205) granting an increase of pension to 
Hannibal H. English—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2206) granting an increase of pension to 
Jose Francisco Chaves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2207) granting a pension to Louisa C. V. 
McClanahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2208) granting a pension to Jose Gutierrez y 
Garcia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2209) granting a pension to William Reagan— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2210) granting a pension to Julian Lujan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2211) for the relief of James P. Chase—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2212) for the relief of A. H. Raynolds—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2213) for the relief of W. A. Walker—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 2214) for the relief of Lucy B. 
Legrande, Catherine Jameson, Elizabeth H. Lester, Shirley B. 
Shackelford, Edwin A. Gibson, and the heirs of Henry Shackel- 
ford, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2215) for the relief of James K. Skinker—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2216) for the relief of the estate of Sina | 


Hughlett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2217) for the relief of loyal citizens, therein 
named,of Loudoun County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2218) for the relief of the estate of Charles 
M. Roberts, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2219) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2220) for the relief of legal representatives 
of James M. Streshley—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2222) for the relief of Newton Woodyard— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2223) for the relief of the estate of Lewis | 


Shumate, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 


2221) for the relief of William Knight—to | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2224) for the relief of the surviving execu- 
tors of Anna Maria Fitzhugh, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 2225) for the relief of estate of James Follin, 
| deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 2226) for the relief of Granville J. Kelly— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2227) for the relief of Miss L. E. Bowen—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2228) for the relief of Mrs. Annie J. Bassett— 
| to the Committee on Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2229) for the relief of Mrs. R. C. Iones—to 
| the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2230) for the relief of Emma C. Franner, 
| George W. Seaton, Hiram K. Seaton, Howard Seaton, Mary Sea- 
| ton, Blanche Seaton, George W. Taylor, Edward Taylor, and 
| Catharine Pomeroy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2231) for the relief of the legal. representa- 
tives of John B. Humphreys—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2232) for the relief of the estate of Emanuel 
| Wenner, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2233) for the relief of William Ketland—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2234) for the relief of the legal representa- 
— of James B. McNair, deceased—to the Committee on War 

| Claims. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 2235) for the relief of the heirs of Carter B. 

Butler, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2236) for the relief of George H. Shaver—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2237) for the relief of Richard K. Hughlett— 

to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2238) for the relief of the estate of Lewis 
| Shumate, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2239) for the relief of Thomas Sherman—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2240) for the relief of the estate of William 
| Fletcher, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 2241) for the relief of the legal representa- 
| tives of S. A. Buckner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2242) for the relief of the estate of Robert 
| Brockett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2243) for the relief of Lavinia M. Payne—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2244) for the relief of-heirs of James W. 
| Stone—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2245) for the relief of the heirs of Robert 

Green—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2246) for the relief of the estate of John Po- 
| land, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2247) for the relief of the estate of Amos 
Jones, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2248) for the relief of the estate of James M. 
Catlett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2249) for the relief of Catharine Makely—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2250) for the relief of John A. Fairfax—to 

the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2251) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Thomp- 
| son—to the Committee on Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2252) for the relief of the legal representa- 
| tives of William Hough, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2258) for the relief of the personal represent- 
— of Sewell B. Corbett, deceased—to the Committee on War 
| Claims. 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 2254) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Mason James, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2255) for the relief of H. M. Smith—to the 
| Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2256) for the relief of John Mann—to the 
_ Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2257) for the relief of Benjamin M, Yancey— 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2258) for the relief of the estate of Mary E. 
Binns, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2259) for the relief of the estate of Dr. Bailey 
Shumate, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2260) for the relief of the estate of William 
| Shreve, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2261) for the relief of the estate of Henry S. 
| Williams, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 2262) for the relief of the estate of William 
| Y. Dulin, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2263) for the relief of Napoleon B. Watkins— 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 


| 
| 


| 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2264) for the relief of the estate of W. H. 
Stringfellow, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2265) for the relief of the estate of William 
A. Bowen, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2266) for the relief of the estate of Alexander 
F. Dulin, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2267) for the relief of the estate of Charles A. 
Newlon, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2268) for the relief of Luther H. Potterfield— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2269) for the relief of George M. Fry—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 2270) for the relief of James Downs—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2271) for the relief of John H. Haws—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2272) for the relief of Thomas J. Nichols— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2273) for the relief of Lucy J. Sullivan—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2274) for the relief of John C. Newton—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2275) for the relief of Mrs. Elvira Moore, 
executrix of J. L. Moore—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2276) for the relief of John Sullivan—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2277) for the relief of certain employees of 
the United States whose pay was withheld and used for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2278) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of William Burley, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2279) for the relief of the estate of George 
Hickman, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2280) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of David Scott, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2281) for the relief of John Young—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2282) for the relief of Francis M. Brabham— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2283) for the relief of Mrs. Mary E. Mac- 
gregor—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2284) for the relief of John H. Hammill—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2285) for the relief of George Umbaugh—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2286) for the relief of Susan J. Stegler—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2287) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tivesof Eli Tavenner, d —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2288) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
Griffith W. Paxson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2289) for the relief of Virginia E. Ficklin 
and James W. Ficklin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2290) for relief of Sarah A. Skinner—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2291) for the relief of Jane D. Galleher, widow 
of T. H. Galleher—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2292) for the relief of Jane L. Follin, widow 
of Joseph N. Follin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2298) for the relief of Charles Clarkson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2294) for the relief of George Gorham—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2295) for the relief of the executors of the 
estate of Sarah M. Sewall, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2296) for the relief of Anna E. Hughlett—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2297) for the relief of Mrs. L. A. Lynn—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2298) for the relief of the estate of Maria 
Gibson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2299) for the relief of Seth R. Cooper—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2300) for the relief of George S. Ayre, ad- 
—— of Thomas Ayre, deceased—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 2301) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Mrs. 8S. W. Skinker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2302) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie Ball—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2303) for the relief of Hezekiah T. Embrey, 
administrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2304) for the relief of the estate of James T. 
Ball, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2805) for the relief of the legal representa- 
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oe of Joseph H. Maddox, deceased—to the Committee on War 
aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2306) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of James Follin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2307) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of E. A. W. Hove, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2308) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Washington Street Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Alex- 
andria, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2309) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church 
at Warrenton, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. H. 2310) for the relief of the trustees of New 
Salem Baptist Church, of Culpeper County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2311) for the relief of the trustees of Mount 
Holly Baptist Church, of Fauquier County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2312) for the relief of the trustees of Union 
Church, of Falmouth, Stafford County, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2313) for the relief of the vestry of Lambs 
pa Protestant Episcopal Church—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2314) for the relief of the trustees of Zoar 
Baptist Church, of Bristersburg, Fauquier County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2315) for the relief of the trustees of Round 
Hill Church, of King George County, Va.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2316) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Marshall, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2317) for the relief of the trustees of Calvary 
Protestant Episcopal Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2318) for the relief of the trustees of Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, at Sudley, Prince William County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2319) for the relief of the trustees of Hart- 
wood Presbyterian Church, of Stafford County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2320) for the relief of the trustees of Cedar 
Run Baptist Church, of Culpeper County, Va.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2321) for the relief of the Culpeper Baptist 
Church, at Culpeper, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2322) for the relief of the trustees of Black 
or Church, in Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2323) for the relief of the vestry of Aquia 
Protestant Episcopal Church,of Stafford County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2324) forthe relief of the vestry of St. Paul’s 
Episcopal Church, of Culpeper County, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2325) for the relief of the vestry of St. Paul’s 
Episcopal Church, of Alexandria, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2326) for the relief of the vestry of St. Ste- 
phen’s Protestant Episcopal Church, of Culpeper, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2327) for the relief of the vestry of St. Mark’s 
Episcopal Church, Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2328) for the relief of the trustees of Chestnut 
Fork Old School Baptist Church, of Culpeper County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2329) for the relief of the vestry of the Epis- 
copal Church of Remington, Fauquier County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2330) for the relief of the trustees of Mount 
Horeb Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Fauquier County, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2331) for the relief of the trustees of Berea 
Baptist Church, of Stafford County, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2332) for the relief of the trustees of Broad 
Run Baptist Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2333) for the relief of Andrews Chapel, of 
Stafford County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2334) for the relief of the trustees of the 





Waterford Baptist Church, Waterford, Loudoun County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2335) for the relief of the trustees of the First 
Ciee Church, of Alexandria, Va.—to the Committee on War 
aims, 
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Also. a bill (H. R. 2336) for the relief of the trustees of Wash- 
ington Street Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Alexandria, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2337) for the relief of the trustees of Fletcher 
Chapel, in King George County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2338) for the relief of the trustees of Mount 
Holly Baptist Church, of Fauquier County, Va.—to the Commit 
tee on War Claims. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 2339) for the relief of the trustees of New 
Salem Baptist Church, of Culpeper County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2340) for the relief of the trustees of Eben- 
ezer Methodist Episcopal Chi:rch, of Culpeper County, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2341) for the relief of the trustees of the Grove 
Presbyterian Church, of Morrisville, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2342) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Morrisville, Va.—to the 
Cominittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2343) for the relief of Pohick Church, in 
Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2344) for the relief of Fairfax Lodge, No. 43, 
of Culpeper County, Va.—to the Committee on War ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2345) for relief of Paris Simms and others— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2346) for the relief of the heirsof the late 
Mrs. Mary Ann Randolph Custis Lee, of Fairfax County, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 2347) for the relief of Henry Priest, of Fau- 
quier County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2348) for the relief of John Doherty—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2349) for the relief of the trustees of Warren- 
ton. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2350) for the relief of the legal representa~ 
tives of Alexander F. Butler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2351) for the relief of Mrs. Mary J. Grau— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2352) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Charles W. Adams, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2353) granting an increase of pension to S.C. 
Hilleary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2354) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Bangher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2355) granting an increase of pension to 
George Beer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2356) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Locker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2357) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward A. Branham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 2358) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Bali—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2359) granting an increase of pension to 
Capt. R. H. Atkinson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2360) granting an increase of pension to 
Georganna Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2361) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2362) to pension David MeGee, of Louisa 
County, Va., alias David Woolfalk—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2363) granting a pension to John Little- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2364) granting a pension to William M. 
Prestage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R.2365) granting a pension to Adaline T. 
Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2366) granting a pension to Walter S. Buch- 
anan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2367) granting a pension to Merton C. San- 
born—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,.a bill (H. R. 2368) granting a pension to Burnetta B. Leh- 
mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2369) granting a pension to Eliza J. Wilson— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 2370) ting a pension to George M. Ross— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2371) granting a pension to Sarah J. Herr- 
man—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2372) granting a pension to Joseph J. Foltz— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2378) granting a pension to Ann S. Jeffer- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2374) to compensate Arthur M. Chichester 


and W. B. Chichester, heirs of Mary Chichester—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2375) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Samuel W. Hough, administrator of 
William N. Hough, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2376) for the allowance of the claims of cer- 
ain citizens of Virginia for damages to their property incident 
to the encampment at Manassas, and march from Camp Alger 
to Thoroughfare Gap, Virginia, as recommended by a board 
of officers appointed for the consideration of claims for damages 
to property by volunteer soldiers during the war with Spain—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 2377) for the 
relief of the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of 
Huntsville, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. — for the relief of H. C. Armistead—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2379) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of the estate of Robert Herstein, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2380) for the relief of Alfred O. Williamson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2381) to refer the claim of Nancy Taylor 
against the United States to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2382) for the relief of Mary B. Dancy—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2383) for the relief of the heirs of George W. 
Hughes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2384) for the relief of Houston L. Bell—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2385) for the relief of Burwell J, Curry—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2386) for the relief of William R. Rison, 
trustee of Harriett M. Barnard and others—to the Committee on’ 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2387) for the relief of James M. Gullatt—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2388) for the relief of the heirs of the estate 
of John Hogan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2389) for the relief of the estate of Bradford 
Hambrick—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2390) for the relief of the estate of Alfred 
Hambrick—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2391) for the relief of the trustees of Cum- 
berland Presbyterian Church, of Huntsville, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2392) for the relief of the estate of W. W. 
McCrary—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2393) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Missionary Baptist Church, at Waterloo, in Lauderdale County, 
Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2394) for the relief of James R. Nance—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2395) for the relief of William W. Callahan, 
administrator of the estate of Thomas Gibbs—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2396) for the relief of W. P. Hooper—to the 
Committee on War ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2397) for the relief of J. W. Johnson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2398) for the relief of James G. Porter—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2399) for the relief of William Moseley, ad- 
ministrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2400) for the relief of B. F. Ludwig, former 
postmaster at Huntsville, Ala.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2401) for the relief of the executor or ad- 
ministrator of the estate of C. C. Spiller, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2402) for the relief of James Hilliard—to the 
Committee on War ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2408) for the relief of M. H. Carr—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2404) for the relief of Henry C. Martin and 
Robert D. Martin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2405) for the relief of Thomas W. White—to 
the Committee on War ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2406) for the relief of the estate of A. L. Lo- 
gan, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2407) for the relief of the heirs of John Smith, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2408) for the relief of the estate of F. L. 
Hammond, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2409) for the relief of Fabius Varin—to the 
Committee on "War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2410) for relief of E. L. Raney—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. ) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2411) for the relief of the estate of W. W. 
McCrary—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2412) for the relief of the widow and minor 
children of John F. Lanier, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2413) for the relief of the estate of Peter S. 
Baker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2414) for the relief of the estate of Marius 
B. Cawthon, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2415) for the relief of B. F. Hembree—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2416) for the relief of Parks 8. Townsend— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2417) for the relief of the legal heirs of 
James I, Donegan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2418) for the relief of Sandy Crawford—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2419) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
Ingram, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2420) for the relief of Cumberland Presby- 
terian Church, of Pleasant Springs, Ala.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2421) for the relief of the estate of William 
P, Tanner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2422) for the relief of W. C. Tipton—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2423) for the relief of Jacob A. Paulk—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 2424) granting a pension to Emma 
Butler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 2425) to grant a pension to 
F. M. Harrison—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2426) for the relief of the heirs of George T. 
Howard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2427) to grant a pension to Cynthia Thomas— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 2428) granting an increase 
of pension to Ahimaaz E. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 2429) for the relief of Jacob A. 
Henry—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 2480) for the relief of N. F. 
Palmer, jr., & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 2431) to remove the charge of 
rye ionyg against Isaac M. Dow—to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 2482) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Donaldson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2483) granting an increase of pension to John 
F. Wotring—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2434) granting a pension to Jane A. Sher- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2435) granting a pen- 
sion to Reuben Vermillion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 2486) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of the estate of A. C. Barton, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2437) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of the estate of Isaac Johnson, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 2438) granting an increase of 
— to Samuel 8S. Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2439) granting an increase of pension to John 
Pea—to vine Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H.R. 2440) granting a 
— to Ellen 8. Pickering—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2441) for the promotion of First Lieut. Thomas 


Mason, Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Committee on Interstate 
- oe Commerce. 
y Mr. 
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of Charles H. Algert and others similarly situated on the Navajo | 


aa Reservation, in Arizona—to the Committee on the Public 
nds. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 2443) nting a pension to 
Joseph Vernia—to the Committee on ahd fen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2444) pamtne a pension to John Hammond— 
to po ann Invalid Pensions. 

80, a . R. 2445) ting a pension to H Gray- 

brook—to the Committee cs Tnvell Pensions: aay eee 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2446) granting a pension to James Faulken- 
borough—to the Committee on Invali Pensions. we 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2447) granting a pension to Hiram G. McLe- 
more—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2448) granting a pension to John McIntyre— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2449) granting a pension to Abby Kent— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2450) granting a pension to Lucinda Heith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2451) granting a pension to Hardin Howe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2452) granting a pension to Anna Beau- 
champ—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2453) granting a pension to Hugh Kelly—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2454) granting a pension to Bridget A. Kelly— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2455) granting a pension to William R. 
Knibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2456) granting a pension to Susan Sutcliff— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2457) granting a pension to Joseph R. Palmer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2458) granting a pension to George Heish- 
man—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2459) granting a pension to George Wash- 
ington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2460) granting a pension to Nancy Thurman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2461) granting a pension to Sarah L. Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2462) granting a pension to Martha Brisco— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2463) granting a pension to David Melton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2464) granting a pension to William M. 
Howell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2465) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2466) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
bert T. Weathers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2467) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth McLain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2468) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Menaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2469) granting an increase of pension to 
William Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2470) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet S. Packard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2471) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2472) granting an increase of pension to 
David F. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2478) for the relief of Hugh J. Needham—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2474) for the relief of Aaron M. Applegate— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2475) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam F. Songer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: A bill (H. R. 2476) granting an increase 
of pension to 8. T. Grove—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2477) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
J. McLaughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2478) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth J. Turney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2479) granting an increase of pension to Lan- 
der Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2480) granting a pension to Andrew J. Bau- 
com—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2481) granting a pension to A. C. Hogan, jr.— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2482) to correct the military record of Henry 
C. Rhoades—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2483) to remove the charges standing against 


ILSON of Arizona: A bill (H.R. 2442) for the relief | ee of J. W. Parmeter—to the Committee on Military 


irs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2484) granting an increase of pension to S.N, 
Northway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2485) for the relief of Harry Hume Ains- 
worth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 2486) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph A. McCormick—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2487) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Rutherford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 2488) granting 
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an increase of pension to John P. Veach—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 2489) for the relief of John Ward—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 2490) grant- 
ing a pension to John Maynard—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2491) granting a pension to Larkin May- 
nard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2492) for the relief of West Virginia troops— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2493) toremove the charge of desertion from 
record of S. B. Miller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 2494) for the relief 
of Isaac N. Forrester—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2495) for the relief of Joseph Curriden—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2496) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of James R. Thompson, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2497) for the relief of certain officers of the 
Navy and the Marine Corps—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2498) for the relief of the heirs of certain 
seamen lost in the foundering of light vessel No. 37—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2499) granting an increase of pension to 
Smith Bilderback—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2500) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret G. Halpine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2501) granting a pension to Elizabeth K. 
Long—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2502) granting a pension to Minerva Stur- 
gess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2503) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2504) granting a pension to Walter Man- 
ning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 2505) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Atkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2506) for the relief of Michael J. Kramer— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of select and 
common councils of Philadelphia, relating to a 35-foot channel 
for the Delaware River, port of Philadelphia—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolution of the Chamber of Com- 
merce, Wichita, Kans.. asking for passage of more stringent leg- 
islation to prevent violation of interstate-commerce act—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of select and common councilsef Philadelphia, 
relating to a 35-foot channel for the Delaware River, port of 
Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of Washington Post, No. 12, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Lawrence, Department of Kansas, favoring passage 
of service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: Petition of J. W. McMurray and 20 other citi- 
zens of Francesville, Ind., favoring the passage of a service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ By Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania: Petition and papers of Wil- 
liam H. Palmer and 29 other citizens of Homestead, Pa., request- 
ing the passage of special pension bill for the relief of William H. 
Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper relating to a bill providing an increase of pension 
for George F. Sill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of James M. Davault, of Sul- 
livan County, Tenn., praying reference of war claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Absalom Roach, of Grainger County, Tenn., 
praying reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Wilson Manley, of Grainger County, Tenn., 
praying reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of W. T. Pritchett, of Washington County, 
Tenn., praying reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Papers relating to a pension bill for the 
relief of Joseph A. McCormick—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the pension bill for the relief of John 
M. Rutherford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of McKinley Post, No. 351, Grand Army of the 
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Republic, Stella, Department of Nebraska, favoring passage of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the West Lancaster County Sunday School 
Association, of Nebraska, against the sale of _—_ in the Philip- 
pine Islands—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of Robert Hale Post, No. 
$28, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, favor- 
ing passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Waterville Post. No. 260, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Kansas, favoring passage of a serv- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Wichita, Kans., 
favoring the passage of legislation for the prevention of unjust 
discrimination in tariff rates between different sections and local- 
ities, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, letter of A. Grant Evans, moderator of the Synod of In- 
dian Territory and Oklahoma, praying for the amelioration of con- 
ditions which are fraught with serious danger among the Five 
Civilized Tribes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Resolution of A. E. Welch Post, 
No. 75, Grand Army of the Republic, Red Wing, Department of 
Minnesota, favoring the passage of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Michael Cook Post, No. 123, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Faribault, Department of Minnesota, favoring the 
passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also. resolution of Scofield Post, No. 121, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Zumbrota, Department of Minnesota, favoring passage 
of a service-pension bill—to the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of J. L. Heywood Post, No. 83,Grand Army of 
the Republic, Northfield, Department of Minnesota, favoring pas- 
sage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of J. H. Babb, of Randolph County, 
W. Va., praying reference of war claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of heirs of Daniel Ott, deceased, late of Jefferson 
County, W. Va., praying reference of war claim to Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of heirs of Barney Ott, deceased, late of Jefferson 
County, W. Va., praying reference of war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of George W. Board, of Berryburg,W. Va.. pray- 
ing reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of James Watson, deceased, late of 
Jefferson County, W. Va., praying reference of war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of M. K. Anderson, of Pendleton County, W. Va., 
praying reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of heirs of Mary Norris, deceased, late of Jeffer- 
son County, W. Va., praying reference of war claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Francis R. Hoof, deceased, late of 
Jefferson County, W. Va., praying reference of war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GREENE: Letter of L. D. Baker, Boston. Mass., relat- 
ing to the publication of another issue of Document No. 39, Fifty- 
sixth Congress, second session, entitled ‘‘ Report on the Fisheries 
Exhibition, Bergen, Norway, 1898, by Joseph W. Collins ’’—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HAY: Petition of John N. Bell, of Frederick County, 
Va., praying reference of war claim to the Couri of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of heirs of John B. Almond, deceased, late of 
Page County, Va., praying reference of claim to Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of heirs of James Swartz, deceased, late of Fred- 
erick County, Va., praying reference of war claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of F. McQuad and 34 other citi- 
zens of the State of Michigan, protesting against the passage of the 
Cuban reciprocity treaty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Resolution of select and common council 
of the city of Philadelphia, relating to a 35-foot channel for the 
Delaware River, port of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. PORTER: Resolution of the board of managers of the 
Trades League of Philadelphia, relative to a 35-foot channel for 
the Delaware River, port of Philadelphia—to the Committtee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

_ Also, papers relative to the purchase by the Government of a 
site at Somerset, Somerset County, Pa., for a national camp 
ground—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, papers relative to American shipping—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the house of representatives and senate of 
the State of Florida, requesting Congress to investigate the acts 
und doings of Charles Swayne, United States judge for the north- 
ern district of Florida, to the end that he may be impeached and 
removed from office—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, letter of Horace Atkinson, secretary of the Atlantic Coast 
Seamen's Union, port of Philadelphia, protesting against the pas- 
sage of a bill to amend chapter 7 of the United States Revised 
Statutes, and known as the sailors’ bill—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Central Labor Union of Philadelphia, 

rotesting against the passage of a bill to amend chapter 7 of the 
Dnited States Revised Statutes, and known as the sailors’ bill— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, statement of facts by the Republican Territorial commit- 
tee relating to statehood for Oklahoma—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, resolutions of select and common councils of the city of 
Philadelphia, favoring a 35-foot channel for the Delaware River, 
port of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers relating to a bill 
providing an increase of pension for Theodore 8. Gillis—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Resolution of Business Men’s Club of San 
Antonio, Tex., favoring construction of canal through Nicaragua 
and Costa Rica—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of Lansing Typograph- 
ical Union, No. 12, Lansing, Mich., favoring passage of an eight- 
hour bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of C. E. Cushing and 28 others, citizens of 
Brighton, Mich., against the passage of a bill providing for the 
carrying of large parcels of merchandise in the mail—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 463, Pontiac, Mich., of the 
Cigar Makers’ International Union of America, favoring passage 
of an eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of A. Harshaw and 35 other citizens of Delray, 
Mich., protesting against the passage of the bill known as the 
—— bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads 


Ry Mr.SPALDING: Protest of merchants of Portland, N. Dak.., 
against the passage of parcels-post law—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of the Cigar Makers’ Union No. 39, 
of New Haven, Conn., against the passage of the Cuban reciproc- 
ity bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. TAWNEY: Memorial of the Honolulu Chamber of | 


Commeree, asking for legislation which shall insure the revival 
of the coffee industry—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolution of Trades League of Philadel- | 


phia, relating to a 35-foot channel for the Delaware River, port 
of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, November 13, 1903. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE, 


Mr. LIVERNASH. I rise, Mr. Speaker, to a question of privi- 


lege affecting the rights of the whole House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California will state his 
question of privilege. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Speaker, I have reduced to writing the 


concluding question of my statement of privilege and send it to 


the Clerk’s desk, asking now that on the termination of my parol 
statement it be read for the further information of the House. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman send the conclusion to 
the Clerk's desk now, that it may be reported? 
Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Speaker, indications are that in the 
Panama-Colombia matter the President is invading—— 
TheSPEAKER. One moment. The Chair does not understand 


the gentleman. Does the gentleman want his paper read now or | 


at the close of his remarks? 
Mr. LIVERNASH. Atthe conclusion of my spoken statement. 
Indications are that in the Panama-Colombia matter the Presi- 
dent is invading a constitutional prerogative of the Congress; and 
it seems of high importance to the dignity and authority of this 


House that doubt be dispelled forthwith. 
The Congress alone is empowered to declare war; yet it appears 
by the only information thus far here available that the Presi 
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dent has made, and continues to make, the attitude of the United 
States toward the Republic of Colombia one of such belligerency 
that to attempt to put down a revolution in Panama so recent 
that the nations have scarcely become conscious of its existence, 
and that Colombia has not had a reasonable time wherein to 
throw her power against it, the Republic must deal with our 
country as a war ally of the revolutionists. whatever may be her 
willingness to respect her treaty obligations with the United 
States while struggling to retain sovereignty over Panama. 

If our present relations with Colombia are as they seem. respect 
of the Members of this body for their oaths to support the Con- 
stitution requires that this House stand for such an exercise of 
—~ as shall tend to restore just equilibrium of the coordinate 

ranches of the Government. If, however, appearances are mis- 
leading, and—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker,I make the point of order that this 
is not a question of privilege. The gentleman from California has 

roceeded far enough to show that he has no question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. It is impossible for the Chair to state at this 
time whether the matter the gentleman is referring to presents a 
aw of privilege or not. The Chair will hear the gentleman 
further. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think, Mr. Speaker, the better practice is for 
the gentleman to state his motion or question of privilege first. 

The SPEAKER. Yes; andif the gentleman from New York 
insists, the gentleman from California must state his question of 
privilege first. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do insist, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
California that the resolution which the gentleman has sent to 
the Clerk’s desk the Chair has not yet read; but the Chair sug- 
gests that the gentleman first state the question that he is about 
to present, and that unless the gentleman does so, the Chair will 
hold that the point made by the gentleman from New York is 
; well taken. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Then, with the indulgence of the Speaker, 
I shall endeavor to state the question as concisely as may be. 

Four days having elapsed since the President was requested to 
transmit to this body “* all correspondence and other official doc- 
uments relating to the recent revolution on the Isthmus of Pan- 
ama,’’ and—— 

The SPEAKER. One moment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, that is no question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. Clearly what the gentleman states is not a 
question of privilege. The Chair is inclined, where a question of 
privilege is made in good faith by any Member, to allow latitude 
for the presentation of such question in good faith; but when 
the point of order is made, there is nothing left for the Chair but 
to observe the rule, and the Chair again suggests to the gentleman 
whether it would not be well for him to let the resolution which 
| he says he proposes to offer, but which the Chair has not yet been 
| able to read, be read for the information of the House. The gen- 
tleman from New York insists that the question of privilege must 
| be stated, and that point is well taken under therule. The Chair 
| so holds. What the Chair suggests to the gentleman in regard to 
having his resolution read is a mere suggestion, which the gentle- 
man can adopt or not, as he chooses. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Speaker, I understood the ruling of 
the Chair yesterday to be that a Member might himself determine 
the order of his statement of his question of privilege. Was J 
right in that conclusion? 

The SPEAKER. That was a question of personal privilege, 
and the Chair did not intend to rule that even as to matters of 
personal privilege that position would be necessarily adhered to. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. May I inquire, Mr. Speaker, whether it is 
not true that broader liberty is given on questions of privilege af- 
| fecting the rights of the whole House than on questions of strictly 

personal privilege? 

The SPEAKER. Well, the Chair will decide that question 
| when it is presented. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. One moment, Mr. Speaker. 
| Tne SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gates 
| will suspend. The gentleman from California [Mr. LiveRNAsH 
seems quite able to take care of himself. The Chair is incline 
to the opinion that the question which the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia is seeking to present. and upon which the gentleman from 
| New York makes a point of order, is not a question of privilege. 
| That is the question of order with which the Chair is undertaking 
to deal. So, then 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Speaker, the Commonwealth of Cali- 
fornia, through meas one of her Representatives, is trying to bring 
to the notice of the other States of the sisterhood what she con- 
ceives to be an infringement of the constitutional rights of the 
House, and I earnestly seek to state a question of privilege which 
will serve this purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read a passage from the 
Manual bearing upon this question. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


In presenting a question of personal privilege a Member is not required in 
the first instance to make a motion or offer a resolution; but such is not the 
rule in presenting a case involving the privileges of the House. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Then, Mr. Speaker, conforming to the sug- 
gestion of the Chair, I state my question in these words—— 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will offer his resolution in 
writing under the rules, he will then conform to the rules; and 
then, for the first time, the Chair can make a ruling as to whether 
the gentleman is in order. The point of order being made, the 
rule is perfectly plain. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. The rule may be perfectly plain, but, Mr. 
oO 
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— the resolution proper that I should wish to have this 
use ultimately consider would be a resolution which could not 
be offered until my question of privilege had been stated and 
passed upon; and I have not yet been permitted to state my ques- 
tion of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman is so unfortunate as not to 
be able to embody in a resolution in writing, for the information 
of the House, his question of privilege, he is unable to conform 
to the rules of the House, as the Chair understands the matter. 

Mr. MAHON and others. Regular order! 


CUBAN RECIPROCITY. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Ways and Means to report back without amendment the bill 
(H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a convention between the United 
States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the 1ith day of De- 
cember, 1902. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that I shall 
= up this bill on Monday next for the consideration of the 

ouse. 

The bill, with the accompanying report, was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed. 
wee: PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 

ILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, there has been 
an arrangement entered into between the majority and minority 
members of the committee, upon which I am going to a re- 
quest for unanimous consent. Would it be better to make the 
request now or wait until Monday morning? 


Mr. PAYNE. I suggest to the gentleman that he wait until | 


Monday morning. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Very well. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman’s request should not be granted, 
the matter can be incorporated in the rule. There is no doubt 
about our agreement that we are to consider the bill until Thurs- 
day, and take a vote at 4 o’clock Thursday afternoon. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is furthermore understood 
that minority members may have until Monday evening to file 
their views. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course that would be for the House to grant; 
but I have no objection to it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask unanimous consent that 
that right be nted now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent that the minority members of the 
Committee have until Monday next to present their views. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Until the adjournment of the 
House on Monday. 


The SPEAKER. Until the adjournment of the House on Mon- | 


day. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
joint resolution of the following title: 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 14) making immediately available 
the appropriations for mileage of Senators and Members of the 
House of Raasentiettives, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 1. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and dir to cause a 
survey to be made of obseot River, Maine, from Crosby Narrows to the 
Bangor Bridge, with a view to widening the channel, and to submit a plan 
and estimate for such improvement. 


Also: 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 2. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to present a 
report wing the estimated cost of removing, without further delay, ob- 
structions to and providing aids to navigation of the 
between Wenatchee and Kettle Falls, Washington, 
wheel river steamboats. 


aysand Means | 
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Also: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 3. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to present a 
report showing the estimated cost of continuing the harbor improvements 
at Everett, Wash., to meet the demands of commerce. 


Also: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 6. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a 
survey to be made of the Passaic River, New Jersey, from the Dundee Dam, 
with a view to widening and deepening the channel and the construction of 
a lock in the Dundee Dam for the purpose of preventing the disastrous floods 
which have recently occurred, causing loss of life and valuable property, and 
to submit a plan and estimate for such improvement at the earliest date 
practicable. 


Also: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 7. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to present a 
report showing the estimated cost of providing protection from annual fi 
in the valleys of the White, Black, Duwamish, and Samanish rivers, Wash 
ington, and to submit a plan for such relief. 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate concurrent 
resolutions were taken from the Speaker’s tabie and referred to 
their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution 1: 


Resolved by the Senate or House of epresentatives er, That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and direc to cause a 
survey to be made of Penobscot River, Maine? from Crosby Narrows to the 
Bangor Bridge, with a view to widening the channel, and to submit a plan 
and estimate for such improvement— 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Senate concurrent resolution 2: 


Resolved by the Senate { the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to present a 
report showing the estimated cost of removing, without further delay, ob 
structions to and _——s aids to na tion of the w r Columbia River 
between Wenatchee and Kettle Falls, Washington, for flat-bottom stern- 
wheel river steamboats— 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Senate concurrent resolution 3: 


Resolwed by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to present a 
report showing the estimated cost of continuing the harbor improvements 
at Everett, Wash., to meet the demands of commerce— 


| to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Senate concurrent resolution 6: 


Resolved by the Senate - House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and direc to cause a 
survey to be made of Passaic River, New Jersey, from the Dundee Dam, 
with a view to widening and deepening the channel and the construction of 
a lock in the Dundee Dam for the purpose of preventing the disastrous floods 
which have recently occurred, causing lossof life and valuable property, and 
to submit a plan and estimate for such improvement at the earliest date 
practicable— 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
Senate concurrent resolution 7: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to present a 
report showing the estimated cost of poets protection from annual floods 
in the valleys of the White, Black, wamish, and Samanish rivers, Wash- 
ington, and to submit a plan for such relief— 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad- 
journ to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 














upper Columbia River 
flat-bottom stern- 


The motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 12 o’clock and 16 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned until Monday, November 16, at 
12 o’clock noon. 
| REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to which 
| was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect 
| aconvention between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, 
| signed on the 11th day of December, 1902, reported the same with- 
| out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1); which said bill 
| and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


| the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oo following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 2507) author- 
izing the President to enter into a commercial treaty with the 


Government of His Majesty the King of the United 
Great Britain and Ireland, with the view to reciprocity 


om of 
tween 
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the United States of America and Canada, with reference to a 
modification of the customs tariff of Canada oe a duty upon 
American strawberries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2508) appropriating the sum of $250,000 fo: 
the improvement of Beaufort Harbor, North Carolina—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2509) to appropriate $10,000 to inclose and 
beautify the grounds and repair the monument on the Moores 
Creek battlefield, North Carolina—to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

Abe a bill (H. R. 2510) for the construction of a steam revenue 
cutter adapted to service in.the waters of Albemarle and Pamlico 
sounds, North Carolina—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2511) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to place a clock on the Government building in 
the city of Newbern, N. C.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

3y Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 2512) making appro- 
priations for the improvement of the Missouri River from its 
mouth to Sioux City, Iowa—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 2513) to further 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to reimburse the governors of 
States and Territories for expenses incurred by them in aiding 
the United States to raise and organize and supply and equip the 
Volunteer Army of the United States in the existing war with 
Spain,’’ approved July 8, 1898, and amendment thereto, approved 
ean 3, 1899, and for other purposes—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 2514) extending provisions of 
act of June 27, 1896, to Kentucky State Militia and Provisional 
Kentucky Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
~ Also, a bill (H. R. 2515) to complete improvements on Big 
Sandy River, between Louisa and the Ohio River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2516) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- 
culture station in northeastern Kentucky—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2517) to establish a permanent military camp 
ground in Boyd and Greenup counties, Ky.—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2518) providing for construction of an ice 
pier at Russell, Ky.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 2519) to amend an act to 
extend the provisions, limitations, and benefits of “An act 
granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 
1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, 
Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,’’ approved July 
27. 1902—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ: A bill (H. R. 2520) to regulate internal- 
revenue assessments and to modify the law so as to leave assess- 
mentsin certain cases toa jury—tothe Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2521) for the construction of a driveway and 
approaches to the national cemetery at Salisbury, N. C.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 2522) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Palestine, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 2523) to protect 
railroad trains carrying United States mails, persons, and prop- 
erty—to the Committee on the Post-Office and t-Roads. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 2524) for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Manchester, State of Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 2525) to for settlement 
550,000 acres of land in the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache In- 
dian reservations in Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2526) to finally adjust the swamp-land 
—, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public 

ands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2527) to amend the law relating to the salmon 
fisheries of Alaska—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2528) to grant grazing privileges to home- 
stead settlers and holders of small farms in the arid and semiarid 
land region, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2529) to set apart certain lands in the Terri- 
tory of Arizona as a public park, to be known as the Petrified 
Forest National Park—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 2530) 9 ae for holding of 
courts of the northern district of West Virginia at Martinsburg, 
W. Va.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H.R. 2581) to divide 


Washington into two judicial districts—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

axon BATES: A bill (H. R. 2532) to provide for the raising 
of Commodore Perry’s flagship Niagara—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2533) granting to rural free-delivery carriers 
an annual leave not exceeding fifteen days, with pay—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2534) to provide for an allowance for subsist- 
ence of rural free-delivery carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 2535) to increase the limit of cost 
and acquire additional ground for the public building at Ster- 
ling, Ill.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 2536) to suppress and prevent 
unfair and dishonest competition in trade—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SKILES: A bill (H. R. 2537) to amend sections 2304, 
2805, 2307. and 2309 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2538) to grant pensions to soldiers and sailors 
who have reached the age of 62 years, or who shall hereafter reach 
the age of 62 years, and providing for pensions to widows and 
orphans, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 2539) for the relief of veterans of 
the Confederacy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. - 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 2540) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint commissioners to 
estimate damages done to planted oysters and oyster beds in Rari- 
tan Bay and adjoining waters in New York and New Jersey, and 
to make compensation therefor—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 2541) to authorize the use of 
penalty envelopes by the government of the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2542) for the extension of T street, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 2543) to authorize the 
issuance of currency redeemable in bonds of the United States— 
to the Committee.on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 2544) for the construction of a 
lock and dam in the Ohio River below Gallipolis—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2545) to reduce letter 
postage to 1 cent per ounce—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. Wi. 2546) providing 
for the erection of a public building at Pontiac City, Mich.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2547) to provide for presenting a badge or 
button to each honorably discharged soldier, sailor, and marine 
of the war for the preservation of the Union, and for protecting 
the same by law—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 2548) to amend sec- 
tions 7 and 8 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to promote the efficiency of 
the Life-Saving Service and encourage the saving of life from ship- 
wreck ”’—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2549) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a post-office building thereon at Cape Charles, 
in the State of Virginia—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 2550) establishing a United 
States court at Wapanucka, Ind. T.—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 27) to amend 
the Constitution of the United States relating to direct taxes—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 28) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution providing for the election of 
Senators of the United States—to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
29) providing for the transfer of certain military rolls and records 
from the Interior and other Departments to the War Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAMB: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 30) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the Com-. 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 31) to enlarge 
the scope of anact entitled ‘‘An act to provide a permanent system 
of highways in that part of the District of Columbia lying out- 
side of cities,’’ approved March 2, 1893—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 4) direct- 
ing the printing of 250,000 maps of United States and posses- 
sions—to the Committee on Printing. 
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By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: A concurrent resolution 
(H.C. Res. 5) providing for a survey of the Passaic River in New | 
Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (H. Res. 17) to provide for the | 
consideration of H. R. 1921—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND): A resolution (H. Res. 18) providing an | 
amendment of the rules to increase the membership of the Ways | 
and Means Committee from 17 to 19—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. DICK: A resolution (H. Res. 19) providing for a com- 
mittee to investigate the denial of the right to the election fran- | 
chise—ts the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A resolution (H. Res. 20) to 
refer H. R. 2053 to the United States Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

~ following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OLLOWS: 

By Mr. BAKER (by request): A bill (H. R. 2551) for the relief 
of William H. Link—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 2552) for the relief of H. A. Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 2553) granting an increase 
of pension to George Wintz—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 7 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 2554) gtanting a pension 
to Belle Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2555) granting a pension to John Wilhelm— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2556) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet Robison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2557) granting an increase of pension to James 
Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2558) granting an increase of pension to John 
Cummings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2559) granting an increase of pension to Ma- 
riam Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2560) for the relief of Isaac Dewitt—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2561) for the relief of Farley Connerty—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2562) to correct the military record of Philip 
Reiss—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2563) to correct the military record of Ed- 
ward Grove—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 2564) to correct 
the military record of Christopher Parkin—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2565) to correct the military record of James 
U. Quinn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2566) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Riel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2567) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander D. Ramsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 2568) granting a 
pension to Benjamin P. Barber—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 2569) granting an increase 
of pension te Mahlon L. Augle—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2570) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam C. Niles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2571) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph 8S. Brazee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2572) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Steffey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2573) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Cronkite—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2574) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias Riegle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2575) granting an increase of pension to 
George Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2576) granting an increase of pension to James 
A. Crocker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2577) granting an increase of pension to Har- 
mon P. Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2578) granting an increase of pension to David 
Herren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2579) granting a pension to Mary Ann Kel- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 2580) granting a pension to Susan Sheldon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a biti (H. R. 2581) granting a pension to Lydia A. Irwin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 2582) granting an increase 
of pension to John A. Devinny—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 2588) grant- 
ing a pension to Ruth Isley Short—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 2584) granting an increase of 
pension to John S. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 2585) granting an increase 
of pension to Bailey W. Small—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2586) granting a pension to Mary Ettie Os- 
born—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 2587) for the 
ae of William T. Curchin—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2588) for the relief of Henry Ely—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2589) granting a pension to Susanna Cos- 
grove—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 2590) grant- 
ing a pension to William Nelson, Thomas P. Moore, John May- 
nard, and Larkin Maynard, all of Capt. Thomas Dameron’s 
independent company—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 2591) for the relief of W. 8. Fe- 
land, late deputy collector, second Kentucky district—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 2592) for the relief of 
John P. L. Hopkins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2593) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Christian Church of Fredericksburg, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 2594) for the relief of Edward Nock—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2595) for the relief of the estate of Richard 
G 4 Reece, deceased, late of Harborton, Va.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2596) for the relief of Sarah Ann Collins and 
Lauretta Turlington—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2597) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Drummondtown Episcopal Church, at Drummondtown, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2598) for the relief of the trustees of Abing- 
don Protestant Episcopal Church, of Gloucester County, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2599) for the relief of the heirs of P. A. 
Leatherbury, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2600) for the relief of the St. George’s Epis- 
—_ Church, of Fredericksburg, Va.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2601) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma E. 8. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2602) granting an increase of pension to 
Henrietta V. West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 2603) granting an increase of 
pension to James W. Byers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2604) granting an increase of pension to 
Welcome B. French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2605) granting an increase of pension to 
James Hennon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2606) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Bowsher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2607) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
H. Michael—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2608) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Bosworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2609) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha E. Coen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2610) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2611) for the relief of Collier Braden—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2612) granting a pension to James C. Porter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2613) granting a pension to Effie Sullivan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2614) granting a pension to Mary A. Bald- 
ridge—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2615) granting a pension to Abigail Pierce— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2616) granting a pension to Joseph K. Welt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 2617) for the relief of Mary Dia- 
mond—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2618) for the relief of the trustees of West- 
over Church, Charles City County, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2619) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 2659) granting a pension to Lucia Webster— 
Maurice M. Woodbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2620) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 2660) granting a pension to Maggie Osborn— 
James A. King—to the Committee on Pensions. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2621) for the relief of the heirs of J. H. Dib- Also, a bill (H. R. 2661) granting a pension to Belle McCombs— 
ble—to the Committee on War Claims. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2622) for the relief of the legal representa- Also, a bill (H. R. 2662) granting a pension to Julia Buel—to 
tives of Asbury Dickins—to the Committee on Claims. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2623) for the relief of Ellen H. Smith—to the Also, a bill (H. R. 2663) granting a pension to Susanah Pitts— 
Committee on War Claims. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2624) for the relief of Mrs. C. N. Graves—to Also, a bill (H. R. 2664) granting a pension to Martin McCrilles— 
the Committee on War Claims. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2625) for the relief of the estate of William Also, a bill (H. R. 2665) granting a pension to Henry B. Ma- 
B. Todd, deceased—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. | gill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2626) for the relief of Isidore Cohen—to the; Also, a bill (H. R. 2666) granting a pension to Jefferson Har- 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. ris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2627) granting a pension to Mary F. Wol- Also, a bill (H. R. 2667) granting a pension to Charles F. Beals— 
lard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2628) granting a pension to Fannie W. Wil- Also, a bill (H. R. 2668) granting a pension to B. W. McCray— 
liams—to the Committee on Pensions. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 2629) granting an in- Also, a bill (H. R. 2669) granting a pension to John Beaird—to 
crease of pension to John M. Peters—to the Committee on Invalid | the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 2670) granting an increase of pension to 
By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 2630) for the relief of the Old | William 8. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
School Presbyterian Church, of Helena, Phillips County, Ark.—to Also, a bill (H. R. 2671) granting an increase of pension to 


the Committee on War Claims. James R. Alsdorf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2631) for the relief of Henry P. Grant, of Also, a bill (H. R. 2672) granting an increase of pension to 
Phillips County, Ark—to the Committee on Claims. Joseph Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2632) to compensate the Baptist Church at Also, a bill (H. R. 2673) granting a pension to Mary Aby—to 
Helena, Ark., for destruction of its building during the late war | the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


by the Federal Army—to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 2674) granting a pension to Alfred Van- 
By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 2633) granting a pension to | sickles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
John Pettit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2675) granting a pen- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2634) granting a pension to Adam Jordan— | sion to Robert J. Tate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 2676) granting a pension to Alfred U. Whif- 
By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 2635) granting a pension to | fen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Charles M. Garrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 2677) granting a pension to William H. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2636) granting an increase of pension to Fran- | Tate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

cis M. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 2678) granting a pension to Virginia E. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2637) granting an increase of pension to Jona- | Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
than Duer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2638) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Hartnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2639) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam L. Gerard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 2681) granting a pension to Alexander Laugh- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2640) granting an increase of pension to | lin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2679) granting a pension to William Mathis— 
Henry 8S. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 2682) granting a pension to Alfred Hayton— 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2680) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mar- 
tin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


aon OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 2641) granting a pension to | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
William B. Buckley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 2683) granting a pension to Helen M. Hamil- 
By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 2642) granting permission to | ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Rear-Admiral B. H. McCalla to accept a present and decoration Also,a bill (H. R. 2684) granting a pension to Alice F. Crawford— 
tendered him by the Emperor of Germany—to the Committee on | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Foreign Affairs. Also, a bill (H. R. 2685) granting a pension to Walter M. 
By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 2643) granting an increase of | Corn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
pension to David Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- Also, a bill (H. R. 2686) granting a pension to Jacob F. Bless- 
sions. ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2644) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 2687) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Martin H. Ozment, George W. Williams, and Isaac N. Willhite— 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2645) granting an increase of pension to | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Freeland H. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 2688) granting an increase of pension to 
By Mr. SKILES: A bill (H. R. 2646) to reimburse J. M. Starr | Jesse McBride—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
for money paid to the Government as postmaster at Penfield, Also, a bill (H. R. 2689) granting an increase of pension to Ira 
Ohio—to the Committee on Claims. A. Milliorn—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2647) for the relief of Peter Parsch—to the Also, a bill (H. R. 2690) granting an increase of pension to 
Committee on Military Affairs. | Thomas Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2648) for the relief of Peter R. Eddy—to the Also, a bill (H. R. 2691) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
Committee on Military Affairs. liam B. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2649) for the relief of John S. Hopkins—to Also, a bill (H. R. 2692) granting an increase of pension to El- 





the Committee on Military Affairs. | wood Finley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2650) for the relief of Edward Merrel—to the Also, a bill (H. R. 2693) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
Committee on Military Affairs. ert G. Couch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2651) for the relief of Thornton Ralls—to the Also, a bill (H. R. 2694) granting an increase of pension to 
Committee on War Claims. Esther A. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2652) for the relief of Arthur L. Flint—to Also, a bill (H. R. 2695) granting an increase of pension to Rev. 
_ the Committee on Claims. Christopher C. Cash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 2653) to correct the military record of Joseph | _ Also, a bill (H. R. 2696) for the relief of James Walden—to the 
Swischer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2654) to correct the military record of Wit- Also, a bill (H. R. 2697) for the relief of James B. Phillips—to 
mer Reese—to the Committee on Military Affairs. the Committee on War Claims. 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 2655) to correct the military record of Wil- Also, a bill (H. R. 2698) for the relief of the city of Cairo, in the 
liam Winans—to the Committee on Military Affairs. State of Illinois—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R, 2656) granting a pension to Matilda Zimmer- Also, a bill (H. R. 2699) for the relief of William H. Thedford— 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2657) granting a pension toGeorge Logsdon—| _ Also, a bill (H. R. 2700) for the relief of Robert T. Shipley—to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2658) en a pension to David C. McMil-| Also, a bill (H. R. 2701) for the relief of John R. Nelson—to the 
len—to the Committee on Invalid 


ensions, Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2702) for the relief of Adam Miller—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2708) for the relief of Abraham Miller—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2704) for the relief of Alfred McNeely—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2705) for the relief of John A. Hill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2706) for the relief of Leonard P. C. Bink- 
ley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2707) for the relief of Edward A. Buder—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2708) for the relief of Gabriel W. Arnold— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2709) to remove the charge of desertion from 
= record of Stephen J. Simpson—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2710) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of James W. Cline, alias Eugene L. Smith—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2711) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
ing against Henry Casey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2712) to compensate George K. Kirchner for 
his stock of goods taken and destroyed by Federal soldiers in the 
year anno Domini 1862—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2713) to restore and retire, as a captain of | 


cavalry, Thomas J. Spencer, late a captain, Tenth United States 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 2714) for the re- 
lief of William D. Petty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2715) to correct the military record of H. M. 
Jones—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2716) to correct the military record of Milo 
A. Lucas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2717) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam Klock—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2718) to correct the military record of Dayid 
Paterson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2719) to correct the military record of Clark 
G. Russell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2720) to correct the military record of Frank- 
lin E. Roberts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2721) to correct the See record of Shib- 
ley Shepherd—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2722) to correct the military record of 
Stephen R. Thorpe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2723) to correct the military record of Timo- 
thy Way—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2724) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam B. McCloy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2725) to correct the military record of Capt. 
A. M. Dobbelacre—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2726) to correct the military record of Joseph 
B. Ellis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2727) to correct the military record of Ste- 
phen G. Fishback—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2728) to correct the military record of Har- 
rison Ferguson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2729) to correct the military record of John 
Balch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2780) to correct the military record of Henry 
Berry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2781) to correct the military record of Peter 
V. Copp—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2782) granting an increase of pension to 
Saturnin Josnowski—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2733) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2734) granting anincrease of pension to John 
La More—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2735) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2736) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles L. Randall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2737) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. Sanscrainte—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2738) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Sutton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2739) granting an increase of pension to 
Morgan Sitts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2740) granting an increase of pension to 
Therena C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2741) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Smith—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2742) granting an increase of pension to 
Shannon W. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| Also, a bill (H. R. 2748) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2744) granting an increase of pension to Helen 
F. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2745) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
| jamin T. Tifft—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| _ Also, a bill (H. R. 2746) granting an increase of pension to Orrin 
J. Wells—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2747) granting an increase of pension to 
John Wilkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2748) granting an increase of pension to 
David Mumber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2749) granting an increase of pension to 
Willian W. Minturn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2750) granting an increase of pension to 
A. Cameron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2751) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
| ward H. Dickerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2752) granting an increase of pension to John 
E. Eggeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2753) granting an increase of pension to 
Ransom M. Fillmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2754) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander G. Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2755) granting an increase of pension to John 
R. Jones-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2756) granting an increase of pension to 
Alanson A. Austin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2757) granting an increase of pension to 
William Burch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2758) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry O. Briggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2759) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine D. Banerly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2760) granting an increase of pension to 
Deforest W. Cowley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2761) granting an increase of pension to 
Hilia Ann Connor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2762) granting an increase of pension to 
Orrin Culver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2763) granting an increase of pension to Earl 
R. Childs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2764) granting an increase of pension to 
Willert F. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a’ bill (H. R. 2765) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. H. Brewer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2766) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel S. Mevis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2767) granting an increase of pension to John 
E. Neary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2768) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam E. Manning, alias George Edwards—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2769) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam E. Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2770) granting an increase of pension to Abi- 
gail Jones, widow of George N. Jones—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2771) granting a pension to Henry Knoop— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2772) granting a pension to Lucy Keller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2778) — a pension to John W. Kin- 
caid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2774) granting a pension to Enos 8, Law- 
rence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2775) granting a pension to Hannah Lamb— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2776) granting a pension to Chancey Lewis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2777) granting a pension to Sophia Lorned— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2778) granting a pension to Isaac H. Law- 
rence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2779) granting a pension to Sarah E, Lyon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2780) nting a pension to Charles 8. Moy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2781) granting a pension to Altamira M. 
Parsons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2782) ting a pension to Leona Sals- 
paugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2783) granting a pension to Homer L. 
Thayer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2784) granting a pension to Hulbert O. 
White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2785) granting a pension to R. C. Worth- 
ington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2786) granting a pension to George W. 
Mower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2787) granting a pension to Mary E. A. Mc- 
Connelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2788) granting a pension to Richard Dobson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2789) granting a pension to Charles E. 
Everts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2790) granting a pension to Asa M. Foote— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2791) granting a pension to Loretta Foote— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2792) granting a pension to John Graham— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2793) granting a pension to Alvin D. Hub- 
bord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2794) granting a pension to Lizzie J. Hoad- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 2795) granting a pension to Tracy M. John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2796) granting a pension to Abram G. An- 
derson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2797) granting a pension to Mary J. Bowers— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2798) granting a pension to Huldah A. 
Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2799) granting a pension to H. C. Beamer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2800) granting a pension to Lorenzo Buck— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2801) granting a pension to E. H. Clark—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ¢ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2802) granting a pension to Eliu P. Chad- 
wick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2803) granting a pension to William Carter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2804) granting a pension to Michael Crib- 
bins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2805) granting a pension to Edwin A. Bots- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill / 4. R. 2806) granting a pension to Lucius Bowdish— 
to the Commit*‘ee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. 2%. 2807) granting a pension to William Christie— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 2808) granting an increase 
of pension to Lydia A. Templeton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 2809) granting an increase 
of pension to John Watt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 2810) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel H. Whitley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2811) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
seph McNulty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2812) granting an increase of pension to Felix 
Osborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2813) granting an increase of pension to Wes- 
ley Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2814) granting a pension to George W. Col- 
lins, alias George C. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2815) granting a pension to A. Foss—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 2816) for the 
relief of Anderson Malon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2817) for the relief of John Wesson, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2818) for the relief of William J. Wilcoxson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2819) for the relief of the heirs of Horatio An- 
derson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2820) for the relief of John T. Lehman—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2821) for the relief of Thomas H. Streeter— 
to = ee Ae War Claims. 

80, & bi . R. 2822) granting a pension to Louisa Philli 
to the Committee on Senne hag war 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2823) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the mili record of Richard Wilson—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2824) for the relief of Green Henry—to th 
Committee on War Csi Rae 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2825) for the relief of George Stovall— 
Committee on War Claims, a to the 





Also, a bill (H. R. 2826) for the relief of Stephen Fanning—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2827) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of James L. Northcutt—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2828) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of H. C. Haynes—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2829) for the relief of James H. Young, Ben- 
jamin F. Young, and F. A. Young, of Jackson County, Ala.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2830) for the relief of Benjamin 8S. Harper— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2831) for the relief of the estate of Marcus 
B. Cawthon, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2832) for the relief of Nancy Coffey—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2833) for the relief of the estate of James 
Williams, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2834) for the relief of the estate of Martha 
Byrd, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2835) for the reliefof John Graves Turner— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2836) for the relief of the estate of Elizabeth 
Thompson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2837) for the relief of Bettie Linder, adminis- 
tratrix of B. Franks, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2838) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
V. Provence, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2839) for the relief of the estate of Joseph A. 
| Martin, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2840) for the relief of William Cunning- 
ham—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2841) for the relief of Jacob A. Paulk, of 
Lauderdale County, Ala., administrator of Johnson A. Paulk— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2842) for the reiief of John W. McAfee—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2843) for the relief of Mary Haney—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 2844) for the relief of Serapio 
Romero, late postmaster at Las Vegas, N. Mex.—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 2845) for the relief of the 
widow of Lemuel J. Draper, late assistant surgeon, United States 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 2846) to correct the 
military record of Charles F. Chamberlain—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2847) to correct the military record of James 
A. Somerville—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2848) for the relief of Capt. Ferdinand Han- 
sen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 2849) for 
the relief of St. John’s Lodge, of Newbern, N. C—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2850) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
B. Walker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill(H. R. 2851) granting a pension to Elizabeth French— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2852) granting anincrease of pension to Abra- 
ham J. Yeomans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2853) granting a pension to Mary J. Smith— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2854) granting a pension to Emsley Kin- 
sauls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2855) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 2856) granting a pension to 
Minerva 8S. Webb, widow of Charles F. Webb, Company C, One 
hundred and forty-seventh Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 2857) granting an 
increase of pension to James T. Steele—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2858) for the relief of the estate of W. B. 
Williams—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2859) for the relief of James Y. Brame—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2860) for the relief of Sarah Autrey—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WYNN: A bill (H. R. 2861) granting an increase ot 
pension to Dennis Lynch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2862) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Henrietta A. Pryce, widow of Capt. Thomas H. Pryce—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BADGER: Resolution of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 75, | 
of Columbus, Ohio, protesting against the passage of the Cuban | 
reciprocity treaty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania: Papers to accompany bill to 
pension Mollie Gwynn-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce | 
of the city of Wichita, Kans., favoring enlargement of the powers | 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Resolution of the Michigan Sugar Manu- | 
facturers’ Association. protesting against the passage of bill H. R. | 
1921, relative to reciprocal commercial convention between the | 
United States and Cuba—to the Committee on Ways and Means. | 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Resolution of E. L. Kenny Post. | 
No. 84, Grand Army of the Republic, of Chatfield, Department of | 
Minnesota, favoring the passage of service-pension bill—to the | 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of C. L. Parkin and 17 other citizens of Goodhue, 
Minn., protesting against the passage of parcels-post bill—to the | 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of C. R. Klinkenbug and 42 other citizens of | 
Lester Prairie, Minn., protesting against the passage of a parcels- | 
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. | 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Paper to accompany bill to increase | 
pension of John A. Devinny—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
§10ns. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Papers to accompany bill to increase 
pension of Bailey W. Small—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension Mary Ettie Osborn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Papers to accompany bill to 
pension Susanna Cosgrove—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Papers to accompany bill to increase the pen- 
sion of Welcome B. French—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Collier Braden— 
to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, papers to accompany bill to pension Abigail Pierce—to the 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of J. K. 
Welt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESTER: Memorial of city council and commercial 
bodies of Savannah, Ga., favoring the deepening of the channel 
of Savannah Harbor and River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany bill to pension Sarah J. 
Herrman—to the Committee on Pensions. 


SENATE. 


Monbay, November 16, 1903. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PretryMan, of the city of Washington. 

Mr. THomas M. Patrerson, a Senator from the State of Colo- 
rado, appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 


NEW ENGLAND NAVAL MAGAZINE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in pursu- 
ance of law, a copy of a report of the board of naval officers, rec- 
ommending a site for a naval magazine on the New England 
coast; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- | 
tian Temperance Union of Manchester, N. H., and a petition of 
sundry citizens of Somersworth, N. H., praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FORAKER presented a petition of the Mayaguez section 
of the Chamber of Commerce of Mayaguez, P. R., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to encourage and protect the coffee 
industry in that island; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented petitions of the Home and Foreign Missionary 
Society of the First Presbyterian Church of Salem; of sundry citi- | 
zens of Vigo; of the Cincinnati Conference of the Woman’s Home 
Missionary Society, of Cincinnati; of the congregation of the Second ' 
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United Presbyterian Church of New Concord; of the Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Congregational Church of Norwalk; of 
the Sunday school of the Congregational Church of Norwalk; of the 
Baptist Sunday school of Norwalk; of the congregation of the 
First Presbyterian Church of Norwalk; of the congregation of 
the Regular Baptist Church of Vigo; of the congregation of the 
Church of Christ of Bays; of the congregation of the Second 
Presbyterian Church of Xenia; of the congregation of the First 
United Presbyterian Church of Xenia; of the congregation of the 
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Xenia; of sundry citizens of Ta- 
coma, Barnesville, Columbus, Dayton, and Eden, and of the Wom- 
an’s Christian Temperance Unions of Eden, Wilmington, New 
Vienna, Piqua, Coolville, Barnesville, Cedarville, Mungen, Sparta, 
Unionville, Center, Vigo, Xenia, and Toledo, all in the State of 
Ohio, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 


| against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 


which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Brocket, N. Dak., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Niagara, of sundry citizens of Griggs County, and 
of the Sunday school of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Ab- 
saraka, all in the State of North Dakota, praying for an investi- 


| gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a 


Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 
Mr. BARD presented petitions of the Mission Circle, of Ontario; 


| of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Westminster; of 
| the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church South of Po- 
| mona; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of San Bernar- 
| dino County; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church 


of Westminster; of the, congregation of the First Presbyterian 


| Church of Redlands; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 


of Santa Barbara; of the Young Men’s Christian Association of 
Santa Barbara; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 


| Church of Santa Barbara; of the congregation of the Congregational 
| Church of Santa Barbara; of the congregation of the Unitarian 


Church of Santa Barbara; of the Ebell Society of Long Beach; of 
the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Pomona; of 
the congregation of the First Baptist Church of Santa Barbara; of 
the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Po- 
mona; of the congregation of the Pilgrim Congregational Church 
of Pomona; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 


| Benicia; of the Central Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 


of Los Angeles; of the Woman’s Club of Santa Barbara; of the 


' congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Westminster; 


of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of River- 
side County; of the Epworth League of Hemet, and of the Wom- 
an’s Christian Temperance Union of Ontario, all in the State of 
California, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 


| Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
| Elections. 


Mr. LODGE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Douglas; 
of the congregation of the Roxbury Presbyterian Church, of Bos- 
ton; of the congregation of the Second Congregational Church of 
Douglas; of the Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of 
Douglas; of the Christian Endeavor Society of East Douglas, and 
of the Amateur Canadian Society of Douglas, all in the State of 
Massachusetts, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Sandwich, N. H., praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrerp Smoor, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Local 
Union No. 331, of Keene; of Bakers and Confectioners’ Local 
Union No. 115, of Manchester; of the Central Labor Union of 
Portsmouth; of the Central Labor Union of Manchester; of Coop- 
ers’ Local Union No. 120. of Nashua; of Bricklayers, Masons, and 
Plasterers’ Local Union No. 3. of Manchester, and of Iron Mold- 
ers’ Local Union No. 257, of Nashua, all of the American Federa- 
tion of Labor, in the State of New Hampshire, praying for the 


| passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were referred to 


the Committee on Education and Labor. 
He also presented petitions of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Local 
Union No, 331, of Keene; of Bakers and Confectioners’ Local 


| Union No. 115, of Manchester; of the Central Labor Union of 


Portsmouth; of the Central Labor Union of Manchester; of 
Coopers’ Local Union No. 120. of Nashua; of Bricklayers, Ma- 
sons, and Plasterers’ Local Union No. 3, of Manchester, and of 
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Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 257, of Nashua, all of the American 
Federation of Labor, in the State of New Hampshire, praying for 
the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill; which were 


referred to the Committee on the J or f 

Mr. QUARLES presented a memorial of the Presbyterian 
Synod of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the repeal of the so- 
called antizanteen law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ‘4 Sains 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 111, Order 
of Railroad Telegraphers, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to secure more favorable conditions for 
telegraphers in the United States Army; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Joe Hooker Post, No. 9, Grand 
Army of the Republic, De ent of Wisconsin, of Baraboo, 
Wis., and of M. W. Heller Post, No. 166, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Wisconsin, of Rice Lake, Wis., praying for 
the enactment of a service-pension law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Richmond Center, and of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Florence, in the State of Wisconsin, pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of Coopers’ Local Union No. 35, of 
Milwaukee; of Carpenters and Joiners’ Local Union No. 836, of 
Janesville; of Local Union No. 236, International Longshoremen’s 
Association, of Manitowoc; of Coopers’ Local Union No. 84, of 
Milwaukee; of Car Workers’ Iron ge No. 160, of Ashland; of 
Tron Molders’ Local Union No. 108, of Racine, and of Coopers’ 
Local Union No. 46, of Superior, all in the State of Wisconsin, 
praying for the enactment of the so-called eight-hour bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of Coopers’ Local Union No. 35, of 
Milwaukee; of Carpenters and Joiners’ Local Union No. 836, of 
Janesville; of Local Union No. 236, International Longshoremen’s 
Association, of Manitowoc; of Coopers’ Local Union No. 84, of 
Milwaukee; of Car Workers’ Iron Lodge No. 160, of Ashland; of 
Iron Molders’ Loca] Union No. 108, of Racine, and of Coopers’ 
Local Union No. 46, of Superior, all in the State of Wisconsin, 

raying for the enactment of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction 

ill; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Dr. John L. Hostetter 
Post, No. 785, Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Chadwick, Ill., praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the Baptist Association of Spring- 
field, of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Knoxville, 
of sundry citizens of Danville, of sundry citizens of Champaign, 
of the Baptist Association of Carrollton, of the congregation of 
the Presbyterian Church of Oneida, and of the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Oneida, all in the State of 
Illinois, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 317, of Spring- 
field; of the Iron Molders’ Conference Board of Chicago; of Local 
Union No. 1356, of Georgetown; of Local Union No. 320, of West- 
ville; of the Corset Workers’ Local Union of Aurora, and of In- 
ternational Ladies’ Garment Workers’ Local Union No. 20, of 
Aurora, all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State of 
Illinois, praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented az of Local Union No. 317, of Spring- 
field; of the Iron Molders’ Conference Board of Chicago; of:Local 
Union No. 1356, of Georgetown; of Local Union No. 320, of West- 
ville; of the Corset Workers’ Local Union of Aurora, and of In- 
ternational Ladies’ Garment Workers’ Local Union No. 20, of 
Aurora, all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State of 
Illinois, praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunc- 
tion bill; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of the Commercial Club 
of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prevent unjust discrimination in tariff rates between different 
sections and localities and between different descriptions of tariff, 
and also to prevent the continuance of rates which are unreason- 
able in themselves; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Tippecanoe Baptist Associa- 
tion, of Lafayette, Ind., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed a4gainst Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented: a petition of Local Union No. 14, United 
Mine Workers of America, of Linton, Ind., praying for the pas- 
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sage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 14, United 
Mine Workers of America, of Linton, Ind., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Butte, Mont., praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrrep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Washington Council, No. 1, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Butte, Mont., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict pauper im- 
migration from southern Europe and other countries into the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 


gration. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of the congregation of the 
United Presbyterian Church of Winterset, Iowa, and a petition 
of the Study Club, of Clarinda, Iowa, praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrerp SMoorT, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of the Produce Exchange of Phil- 
adelphia, of the common council of Philadelphia, and of the 
Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, all in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying that an appropriation be made for the deepen- 
ing of the channel of the Delaware River to 35 feet; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of R. H. Martin, of Beaver Falls; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Berwyn: of sundry 
citizens of Beaver Valley; of the congregation of the Bethlehem 
Presbyterian Church, of Philadelphia; of the congregation of the 
Sixth United Presbyterian Church of Pittsburg; of the congre- 
gation of the First United Presbyterian Church of Coraopolis; of 
9 citizens of Philadelphia; of the faculty of Geneva College, 
Beaver Falls; of 7 citizens of Philadelphia; of the congregatiun of 
the Presbyterian Church of Waterford; of the congregation of the 
First United Presbyterian Church of West Pittsburg; of li citizens 
of Washington County; of 17 citizens of West Alexander; of the 
congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Dubois; of 18 
citizens of Washington County, and of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Allegheny, allin the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented petitions of the Warren Chapel, of 
Plainfield; of the Salvation Army of Paterson; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Paterson; of sundry citizens of 
Paterson: of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Woods- 
town; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Dennisville; of the congregation of the First Baptist Church of 
Harrison; of the Ladies’ Aid Society of the First Baptist Church 
of Harrison; of the Christian Endeavor Society of thé First Baptist 
Church of Harrison; of the Woman’s Reading Club of Rutherford; 
| of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Trenton; of the 
| Home Missionary Society of Ocean Grove; of the congregation of 
the First Baptist Church of Burlington: of Epworth League No. 
150. of Burlington; of Pemberton Lodge, No.49, Independent Order 
of Odd Fellows, of Pemberton, and of the congregation of the 
First Methodist Episcopal Church of Burlington, all in the State of 
New Jersey, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. RrEp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BURTON presented a petition of the Chamber of Com 
merce of Wichita, Kans.. praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to equalize tariff rates between different sections and 
localities; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Washington Post, No. 12, De- 

rtment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic. of Lawrence. 

ans., and a petition of Severance Post, No. 191, Department of 
Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Severance, Kans., pray- 
ing for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Yates Center; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Banner; of the congregation of the Re- 
formed Presbyterian Church of Eskridge; of the Marmaton 
Township Sabbath School Convention, of Moran; of the congre- 
gation of the Presbyterian Church of Moran; of the congrega- 
tion of the Presbyterian Church of Carlyle; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Walnut, and of the congregation 
of the United Presbyterian Church of Eskridge, all in the State 
of Kansas, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Son, Raeaiuece, a Senator from theState of Utah; 
' which were referred to the Committee on Privilegewand Elections. 
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Mr. DANIEL presented a joint resolution of the general assem- 
bly of the State of Virginia, memorializing Congress to announce 
to the world that the United States will celebrate the three hun- 
dredth anniversary of the first English settlement in America at 
Jamestown, in Virginia, May 13, 1607; which was referred to the 
Select Committee on Industrial Expositions, and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

A joint resolution, memorializing Congress to make known to the world that 
the United States will celebrate the three hundredth anniversary of the 
first English settlement in America at Jamestown, in Virginia, May 13, 1607 

. Weeeee first English entGement of he? continent ot Fore marie. 

y the English-speaking people was made at Jamestown, in Virginia, on the 
13th day of May, in the year of our Lord 1607, by Christopher Newport, Bar- 
tholomew Gosnold, John Smith, and their companions; and 

Whereas, after braving the perils of the deep and encountering the un- 
known dangers of a strange land, in illustration of the great virtues of free 
men, they there founded the great colony which has since become the illus- 
trious Commonwealth of Virginia and led the way to the founding of other 
colonies which likewise have — into noble Commonwealths; and 

Whereas the Commonwealths have all united into one grand Government, 
founded = the immutable principles of human hts and devoted to the 
liberty and happiness of man, and have expanded inte one of the world’s 
greatest nations, the United States of America; and 

Whereas by joint resolution of the general assembly of Vir 
decided that the three hun th anniversary of this gree of all historical 
events should be ——~4 celebrated by all the Eng aponin people of 
the world and, if possible, by the entire civilized ples of the globe; and 

Whereas the general assembly of Virginia, thinking that this t event 
could be most fittingly celebrated by holding a naval, , and in- 
dustrial exposition on the borders of Hampton in whi 
States and, if possible, all nations of the globe shall participate, and where 
shal! be displayed the products of and the fruits of free institutions in 
all realms of human ingenuity; an : . 

Whereas the general assembly of Virginia have granted.a charter of incor- 
poration to 1000r more of its patriotic cit to be known as the James- 
town Exposition Company, together with twelve State commissioners ap- 
pointed by his excellency the governor of Virginia, whoshall have full 
and managemen’ of this great undertaking: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the house of delegates of Virginia, the senate concurring, Inas- 
much asthe growth and success of our great and Foe Government, the 
United States of America, date from the foundation of the Republicat James- 
town, Va. 13, 1607, that the Senate and House of mtatives of 
the United f erica in Co assembled are hereby memorial- 
ized by the general assembly of Virginia to make known to the world by a 
joint resolution that America proposes to celebrate the three hundredth an- 
niversary of the birth of the Republic at Jamestown, Va., b nego. cress 
naval, marine, and industrial exposition on the borders of Hampton in 
1907; be it further 

Resolved, That upon the passage of this resolution a copy of the same be 
forwarded by the keeper of the rolls to the President of United States, 
the President of the Senate, the S r of the House of Representatives, and 
= Member of the Senate and House of Representatives from the State of 

irginia. 

The foregoing is a copy ofa joint resolution agreed to by general assembly 
of Virginia. 


it was 


JouHN W. WILLIAMS, 
Keeper of the Rolis of Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the memorial of C. W. Straughan, a 
citizen of Virginia, remonstrating against certain treatment 
accorded him by the Civil-Service Commission; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union No. 117, American Federation of Labor, of Orange, N. J., 
remonstrating against the ratification of the Cuban reciprocity 
treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also eee a petition of Local Division No. 10, Order of 
Railroad Telegraphers, of Jersey City, N. J., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the enlistment of telegraph 
operators, linemen, and electricians in the Signal Corps, United 
States Army; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Water Power Company of 
Davenport, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation grant- 
ing to the Davenport Water Power Company the right to con- 
struct and maintain wing dam, canal, and power station in the 
Mississippi River in Scott County, Iowa; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Fields S. Pendleton, of New 
York City, praying for the enactment of legislation to rehabilitate 
the American shipping in the foreign trade; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Missionary So- 
ciety of Ardmore, Ind. T., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing a school system for non-Indian residents of the In- 
dian Territory; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades League of Philadel- 

hia, Pa., and a petition of the select and common councils of 

hiladelphia, Pa., ——— an appropriation be made to 
deepen the channel of the Delaware River and Bay and harbor of 
Philadelphia; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 62, Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Bookbinders, of Newark, N. J., praying 
for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 62, Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Bookbinders, of Newark, N. J., praying 
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for the of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Local Union No. 136, 
United Mine Workers of America, of Carbon, Ind., and a petition 
of the Central Labor Union of Clinton, Ind., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No, 186, United 
Mine Workers of America, of Carbon, Ind., and a petition of the 
Central Labor Union of Clinton, Ind., praying for the passage of 
the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He als oa a petition of the Commercial Club of Indian- 
apolis, Ind., prayi or the enactment of legislation to confer 
authority upon the Interstate Commerce Commission to give prac- 
tical effect to the primary requirement of the act to regulate com- 
merce; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 
221, of South Bend, Ind., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation which would prove injurious to the cigar industry of 
the country; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Ee also presented a petition of the Starr Piano Company, of 
Richmond, Ind,, praying for a reduction of the tax on alcohol to 
be used in arts and manufactures; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Baptist Association of John- 
son County, of the Indiana Baptist Convention, and of the Sand 
Creek Baptist Association, of Westport, all in the State of Indi- 
ana, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 

ainst Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of the common council of the 
city of ner ae. Pa., praying that an appropriation be made 
to provide a 35-foot channel in the Delaware River from Phila- 
delphia to the sea; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Elwood; of the congregation of Christ Church, of 
Trenton; of the Young Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Blairstown; of the aera of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Verona; of the Presbytery of New Brunswick; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Ocean Grove; of the 
Foreign Missionary Society of Ocean Grove; of the congregation 
of the New Vernon Presbyterian Church, of New Vernon; of 
the Woman’s Missionary Society of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Wyoming; of sundry citizens of Rockaway; of the 
Woman’s Benevolent Societies of Brick Church, of Bast $ 
of the Woman’s Missionary Society of East Orange; of the 
Woman’s Auxiliary of Hanover; of the Woman’s Home Mission- 
ary Society of Montclair; of the Woman’s Home Missionary So- 
ciety of Orange; of the Ladies’ Home Missionary Society of Mont- 
clair; of the Woman’s Society of Mine Hill; of the congregation 
of the Presbyterian Church of Chatham; of the Young People’s 
Society of istian Endeavor of Schooleys Mountain; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Orange; of the congre- 
gations of the First and South Presbyterian churches of Morris- 
town; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of 
Newark, and of the Woman’s Ciab of Orange, all in the State of 
New Jersey, praying for aninvestigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. RezEp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 20, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Camden, N. J., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate immigration; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of James Seldon Cowdon, of 
eee D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
permit the use of public lands for homes without the ing of 
the title; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Boston, of sundry citizens of Winthrop, 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Winthrop, of 
sundry citizens of Middleton, of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of West Brookfield, of the congregation of the Con- 
gregational Church of West Brookfield, of the Dorcas Society of 
West Brookfield, of the Epworth League of West Brookfield, of 
the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of West 
Brookfield, of sundry citizens of Chelsea, and of Grange No. 180, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of West Brookfield, all in the State of 
Massachusetts, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
a which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 

ections. 














Mr. McCOMAS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Royal 
Oak, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Trappe, of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Finksburg, of the 
Memorial Methodist Episcepal Sunday School of Baltimore, of 
the Woman’s Christian Tem nion of Willard, of the 
Christian Endeayor Society of Franklinville, of the Epworth 

e of Bozman, of the Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ies of Bozman, of sundry citizens of Bozman, of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Keedysville, of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Tilghmans Island, of the Memo- 
rial Chapter of the Epworth League of Baltimore, of the Lever- 
ing Young Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Baltimore, 
of the congregation of the Memorial Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Baltimore, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Forest Hill, of sundry citizens of Harford County, of the congre- 
gation of the Methodist Protestant Church of Finksburg, of the 
Christian Endeavor Society of Finksburg, and of sundry citizens 
of Finksburg. all in the State of Maryland, praying for the ex- 
amination of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of Wodhams 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Connecticut, 
of Waterbury, Conn.., praying that an ap riation be made for 
the purchase of the Bull Run battlefield and for the protection 
and care of the monuments thereon; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of members of the First Presbyte- 
rian Sunday School of Stamford, of the Young Men’s Christian 
Association of Stamford, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Newington, of sundry citizens of New London, and of 
the Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of New Lon- 
don, all in the State of Connecticut, praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rezp Smoot, a Sena- 
tor from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BACON presented a petition of the city council, the Cot- 
ton Exchange, the Chamber of Commerce, and Board of Trade, 
of Savannah, Ga., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the deepening of the harbor at that city to 35 feet at 
mean low tide; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Grand Army of the Re- 
mblic, Department of Maine, praying for the enactment of legis- 
ation to amend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

States, relating to the preference in civil appointments of persons 
honorably discharged from the military or naval service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Waldo, Me., praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Maine State Board of Trade, 
praying for the enactment of legislation for the establishment of 
a permanent Life-Saving Service; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER presented petitions of the congregations of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Omro, of the First Baptist Church 
of Omro, of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Bloomington, of 
the Presbyterian Church of Omro, and of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Hammond; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Pine Grove, of the Congregational Church of Sharon, 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Omro, and of 
the Independent Order of Good Templars of Omro, all in the State 
of Wisconsin, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Philadel hia, Pa., and a petition of the common council of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made to provide a 
85-foot channel in the Delaware River from Philadelphia to the 
sea; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr.COCKRELL, I ask permission to withdraw from the files 
the petition of the Union soldiers of Gentry County, Mo., Home 
Guards, for the correction of the rolls of their regiment so as 
to show their muster in to have been June 1, 1861, instead of 
August 28, 1861. It was a petition filed December 6, 1899, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. No action has been 
had. I ask leave to withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection 
to the request, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to t this petition and have it 
referred to the Committee on Military . Affairs. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ae will be so referred. 
Mr. FRYE presented petitions of 


e Congregational Ladies’ 
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Club of Bethel; of the Patrons of Husbandry of Bethel; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Bethel; of the congre- 
gation of the Congregational Church and Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor, of Madison; of the Patrons of Husbandry 
of Madison; of the congregation of the Baptist churches and 
Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor, of Madison and 
North Anson, and of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church and of the Epworth League, of Madison, all in the State 
of Maine; of the Ladies’ Aid Society of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Los Angeles, Cal.; of the congregation of the Methodist 
Church of Louisville, N. Y.; of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Louisville, N. Y., and of the Baptist Association 
of Pleasant Plains, Ind., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. Rexp Smoor,a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 





He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Indian- 
apolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
unjust discrimination in tariff charges; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

PAPER ON THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 


Mr. LODGE. I present a paper on the Monroe doctrine by Sir 
Frederick Pollock, an eminent English lawyer and publicist. I 


think it would be of great value as a Senate document, and I move 


that it be printed as such. 
The motion was agreed to, 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 748) for the relief of 
Sarah K. T. Baker; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 749) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles E. Thomas; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 750) for the relief of Elizabeth B. 
Eddy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 751) to increase the limit of cost of the post-office, 
custom-house, and court-house building at Wheeling, W. Va.; 

A bill (8. 752) providing for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Bluefield, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 753) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a building thereon at Grafton, in the State of West Vir- 
ginia; and 

A bill (S. 754) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a building thereon at Hinton, in the State of West Vir- 

ia. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ony, read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

aims: 

A bill (S. 755) for the relief of the heirs of Mifflin Lorentz, de- 
ceased (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 756) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist 
Church of Gauley Bridge, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 757) for the relief of the trustees of St. Mark’s Protes- 
tant Episcopal Church, of St. Albans, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 758) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist 
Church of Charlestown, W. Va.: 

A bill (S. 759) for the relief of John Whittington; 

A bill (8. 760) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas G. Flagg, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 761) for the relief of Goff A. Hall; 

A bill (S. 762) for the relief of Joseph Duncan; 

A bill (S. 763) for the relief of the estate of Jacob Custer, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 764) for the relief of Thomas McCallister; 

A bill (S. 765) for the relief of Christine M. Core, Ella Core 
<n and Jane F. Martin, sole heirs of Andrew 8. Core, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 766) for the relief of the heirs of Charles A. Dinkle, 
heirs of John F. Dinkle, and J. Daniel Dinkle; 

A bill (8S. 767) for the relief of Rebecca Queen; 

A bill (8. 768) for the relief of Capt. Sidney F. Shaw; 

A bill (S. 769) for the relief of the personal representatives of 
the late John M. Doddridge; 

A bill (S. 770) for the relief of Kelles Chewning; 

A bill (S. 771) for the relief of Sarah A. Sutton; and 

A bill (S. 773) for the relief of the heirs of William A. Gum. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S.'772) forthe relief of James Ir- 
win; which was read twice by its title, and, with an accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

e also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
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read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 774) granting an increase of pension to John M. Buck- 
ley (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (8S. 775) granting an increase of pension to Townsend C. 
Adams (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 776) granting an increase of pension to Calvin H. Mor- 
ris (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8S. 777) granting an increase of pension to George Corn- 
well. (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 778) granting an increase of pension to John Cook 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 779) granting an increase of pension to Michael Stump 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (5S. 780) granting an increase of pension to Henry G. 
Mechling (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 781) granting a pension to Mary E. Radcliffe; 

A bill (S. 782) granting a pension to Mary D. Duval; 

A bill (S. 783) granting an increase of pension to William Mc- 
Gee (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 784) granting an increase of pension to Beverly 
Waugh; 

A bill (S. 785) for the relief of Capt. E. C. Harper’s company 
(A). Forty-sixth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Militia; 

A bill (S. 786) for the relief of Capt. Isaac Alt’s company (B), 
Forty-sixth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Militia; 

A bill (S. 787) for the relief of Capt. John Bogg’s company, 
West Virginia Volunteer Militia; 

A bill (S. 788) for the relief of Capt. John Bond’s company, 
West Virginia Volunteer Militia; 

A bill (S. 789) for the relief of Capt. Sampson Snyder’s com- 
pany, West Virginia Volunteer Militia; 

A bill (S. 790) granting a pension to William Sheppard; and 

A bill (S. 791) granting a pension to John Moulton. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 792) to authorize the erection 
of a monument at Point Pleasant, W. Va., to commemorate the 
battle of the Revolution fought at that point between the colonial 
troops and Indians October 10, 1774; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 793) establishing a regular term 
of the United States district court in Lewisburg, W. Va.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 794) to protect the 
President, Vice-President, persons in the line of Presidential suc- 
cession, and ambassadors and foreign ministers; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 795) for the relief of Edmund T. 
Robie; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 796) for the relief of Richard J. 
Kemball; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 797) granting a pension to Mary H. 
Allen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 798) granting an increase of pension to James A. Tem- 
pleton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 799) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Barton 
(with an accompanying paper); 

- se 800) granting an increase of pension to Rosa E. Pen- 
nell; an 

A bill (S. 801) granting an increase of pension to Samuel L. D. 
Goodale (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 802) granting pensions to 
army locomotive engineers and providing for pensions to widows 
and minor children of army locomotive engineers; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 803) for the relief of John 
Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (8. 804) for the erection of a public 
building at Knoxville, Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 805) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas Claiborne; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
— twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

aims: 

A bill (S. 806) for the relief of Howard Lodge, No. 13, Inde- 
pendent Order of Odd Fellows, of Gallatin, Tenn.; 

A bill (8. 807) for the relief of the heirs of J. L. Kirkpatrick; 
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A bill (S. 808) for the relief of the heirs of J. W. Cloyd; and 

A bill (8. 809) for the relief of William G. Tidwell. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 810) to authorize the 
detail of George F. Ormsby in the interest of commerce; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 811) providing for the erection of 
a public building at the city of Fernandina, Fla., and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr, CLARK of Montana introduced the following bills: which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (8S. 812) granting a pension to John Workman (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8S. 813) granting an increase of pension to Adam Clark 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 814) granting a pension to Mamie H. Thayer (with 


| accompanying papers): and 


A bill (S. 815) granting a pension to H. F. Harrington (with an 


| accompanying paper). 


Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 816) to remove 
the charge of desertion standing against the name of John 


| Murphy, alias John Martin; which was read twice by its title, 
| and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 


on Military Affairs. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 


| severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
| on Pensions: 


A bill (S. 817) granting a pension to William F. Browning; 

A bill (S. 818) granting a pension to Angus C. Hazelrigg (with 
an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (5S. 819) granting an increase of pension to John B. Glover 
(with accompanying papers). 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 820) to provide for the con- 
struction of a memorial bridge across the Potomac River from 
Washington to the Arlington estate property; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced the following bills; which were 


| severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 


tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 821) granting an increase of pension to W. Neil Den- 
nison (with accompanying papers); 

A biil (S. 822) granting an increase of pension to Marquis L. 
Stevens; 

‘ A bill (S. 823) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 
parr; 

A bill (S. 824) granting a pension to Mary J. Furrow; 

A bill (S. 825) granting an increase of pension to Jesse Collins; 

A bill (S. 826) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Bertolette (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 827) granting an increase of pension to Elias S. 
Gibson; 

A bill (S.. 828). granting a pension to John D. Evans; 

A bill (S. 829) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Fletcher; 

A bill (S. 830) granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. 
Muchmore; and 

A bill (S. 831) granting an increase of pension to C. A. Wyeth. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 832) providing for the erec- 
tion of a building in the city of Boston, State of Massachusetts, for 
customs purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 833) for the relief of Joseph M. 
Simms, captain, United States Revenue-Cutter Service (retired); 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 834) for the relief of Andrew H. 
Russell and William R. Livermore; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 835) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Michigan City, in the State of Indiana; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 836) for the relief of William 
Allen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 837) granting an increase of pension to Jechonias 
Rutledge; 

A bill (8. 838) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Werking; 
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A bill (S. 839) granting an increase of pension to Creat H. 
Daugherty; : , 
‘A bill (S. 840) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Fraze; 


and 

A bill (S. 841) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Johnson (with an accompanying Tr ca 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a (S. 842) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Esau Henkle; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. s > Ja 

He also introduced a bill (S. 848) to provide an American reg- 
ister for the steam lighter Pioneer; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced the following bills; which «vere severally read 


twice by their titles, and refe to the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (S. 844) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. Duff 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 


A bill (S. 845) granting an increase of pension to Emma F. 
Glenn; and 

A bill (8. 846) granting an increase of pension to Catharine W. 
Collins (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. BARD introduced a bill (8. 847) granting a pension to John 
L. Beveridge; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 848) for the relief of Mrs. Louise 
E. Ord; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 849) to amend 
chapter 4952 of the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 850) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry V. Sims; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 851) for relief of the po- 
licemeh employed at railway crossings in the District of Colum- 
bia, under section 3, act approved June 24, 1898; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. t 

He also introduced a bill (S. 852) to establish a fish hatchery 
and fish station in the State of Maryland; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 853) to provide for a macadamized 
roadway from the town of Sharpsburg, Md., to the Connecticut 
monument on the battlefield of Antietam; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 854) granting an increase of pension to Morris B. 
Slawson (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 855) granting a pension to Mabel H. Lazear; 
an = (S. 856) granting an increase of pension to Robert O. 

ingham; 

A bill (S. 857) granting a pension to Martha E. Horn; 
ant bill (S. 858) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 

ne; 

A bill (8S. 859) granting a pension to Ezra J. Yingling; 

A bill (S. 860) granting an increase of pension to Richard Jones; 
i A bill ie 861) granting an increase of pension to John W. Boul- 

en; an 

A bill (S. 862) granting an increase of pension to Mary H. Casler. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
-— read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 863) for the relief of the trustees of the United Breth- 
ren Church of Boonsboro, Md.; 

A bill (S. 864) for the relief of the La Grange Lodge, No. 36, 
Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Boonsboro. Md.; 

A bill (8S. 865) for the relief of the trustees of the German Re- 
formed Church of Middletown, Md.; 

A bill (S. 866) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Frederick County, Md.; 


A bill | (S. 867) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist | 


my ge Church of Boonsboro, Md.; 
A bill (S. 868) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Oldtown, Allegany County, Md.; 

A bill (S. 869) for the relief of the estate of Jacob Richard, de- 


ceased; 
a (S. 870) for the relief of the estate of George Smith, de- 


ceased; 
A bill (S. 871) for the relief of the estate of Sarah Talbott, de- | 


Cc ; 
A bill (S. 872) for the relief of Martha J. Wroe; 
A bill (S. 873) for the relief of Polly Jackson; 
A bill (S. 874) for the relief of Willi A. Wroe; 
A bill (S. 875) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas Peter; 


4 bill (S. 876) for the relief of the heirs of Benjamin T. Hodges; 


an 

A bill (S. 877) for the relief of the heirs of John D. Clemson. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 878) to enable the people of 
New Mexico to form a constitution and State government and be 
admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 879) to enable the people of Ari- 
zona to form a constitution and State government and to be ad- 
mitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 880) granting an increase of pension to Allen W. (alias 
Albert) Hall (with accompanying papers); 

- bill (S. 881) granting an increase of pension to John R. Beatty; 
an 

A bill (S. 882) granting an increase of pension to John McWil- 
liams (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 883) granting a pension to E. Laurence Herriott (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 884) granting a pension to Mary A. Kreker (with an 
oer paper); and 

A bill (S. 885) granting a pension to Sarah A. Gillham (with 
accompanying papers). 

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (S. 886) to open for settlement 
505,000 acres of land in the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache In- 
dian reservations, in Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 887) for the purchase of a national 
forest reserve in the Southern Appalachian Mountains, to be 
known as the National Appalachian Forest Reserve; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Forest 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 





sions: 

A bill (S. 888) granting an increase of pension to John Walters 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 889) granting an increase of pension to Catherine A. 
Brown (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 890) granting an increase of pension to Mary K. Hud- 


son; 
| A bill (S. 891) granting an increase of pension to Edwin R. 
| Cole (with accompanying papers) ; 
| <A bill (S. 892) granting an increase of pension to Charles Craft; 
A bill (8. 893) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
| Angelo (with an accompanying paper); 
A bill (S. 894) granting an increase of pension to John A. Shukers; 
‘ A bill (S. 895) granting an increase of pension to Charles Dis- 
| brow; 
| A bill (S. 896) granting an increase of pension to John A. 


cCloud; 

A bill (S. 897) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 
Frogge; and 

A bill (S. 898) granting an increase of pension to John B. Car- 


ter. 
Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 899) granting an increase 

of pension to John Moulton; which was read twice by its title, 
| and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
| on Pensions. 
| He also introduced a bill (S. 900) granting an increase of pen- 
| sion to Daniel M. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, 
| with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
| Pensions. 
Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 901) providing for the con- 
| struction of a vessel of the first class for the Revenue-Cutter 
| Service, to be stationed with headquarters at Honolulu, Hawaii; 
| which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
| on Commerce. 
| He also introduced a bill (S. 902) to amend the immigration 

laws of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
| referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 903) providing for the purchase of 
metal and the coinage of minor coins, and the distribution and 
redemption of said coins; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 904) granting to the State of Cali- 
fornia 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the cash sales of public 
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lands in ‘said State; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 905) for the relief of George F. 
Schild; which was read twice by its title, amd referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 906) to aid in the erection of a 
statue of Commodore John D. Sloat, United States Navy, at Mon- 
terey, Cal.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Comunittee on the Lib: 

He also introduced a bill (S. 907) to establish on the coast of 
the State of California a station for the investigation of problems 
connected with the marine fishery interests of that region; = 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
Fisheries 

Mr. BAILEY introduced a bill (S. 908) to establish a perma- 
nent military camp ground in the vicinity of Fort Sam Houston, 
Tex.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 909) for the relief of the 
estate of Felicite Neda Chretien, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S; 910) granting a pension to 
Rev. Frank L. Phalen; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BACON introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A — 911) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. E. Ann Lowry, 
decease 

A bill (Ss. 912) for the relief of W. O. Donovan and the heirs of 
Lizzie M. Donovan, deceased; 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 929) granting an increase o 
sion to Charles Stermer; which was read twice by its title, a 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 980) granting an increase of 
sion to Ferdinand Wiedemann; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee’ on Pensions. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 981) ed rovide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Kenosha, in the State of Wisconsin; which was read twice by its 
title, and. referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 932) to repeal the act providing for 
the sale of timber and stone lands, the desert-land act, and the 
commutation provision of the homestead act; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 933) to provide for the classifica- 
tion of carriers in the rural free-delivery mail service, and to fix 
their compensation; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
sae twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


mer A bill (S. 984) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Jacoby (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 985) granting a pension to Mary 8. Clark (with ac- 
companying papers); 
A bill (S. 936) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Crugom (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 987) granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 
Siebelist (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (8. 938) granting an a of pension to Timothy A. 


A bill (8. 913) for ‘the relief of the trustees of the African Metho- | Lewis (with an accom 


dist Episcopal Church of Marietta, Ga.; 
A bill (S. 914) for the relief of Honora Ryan; 
A bill (8. 915) for the relief of William Shepherd; 


A bill (8. 916) for the relief of the estate of Henry Banks, de-_ 


ceased; and 
A bill (S. 917) for the relief of the estate of John W. Anderson, 


ece , 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 918) to authorize the set- 
tlement of claims for longevity pay and allowances of army offi- 
cers in certain cases, and for other er tee which was read 
—_ by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 919) authorizing the President to 
appoint Lieut. Col. Almon L. Varney, retired, United States Army, 
a brigadier-general on the retired list; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 920) to establish a fish-hatching 
and fish station in the State of Wyoming; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 921) granting to the State of Wyo- 
ming 50,000 acres of land to aid in the continuation, a 
and maintenance of the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ 
Home; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pablic Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 922) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William S. Devlan; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (8. 923) for the protection of the 
President of the United States, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 924) for the relief of Mrs. Emily 
Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 925) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion now standing against Cornelius O’Callaghan, Wil- 
liam Blake; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 926) granting a pension to Be 
min Eaton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
Committee on Pensions 

He also introduced a bill (S. 927) granting a pension to Mar- 

garet O’ han; which was read twice by its title, =i referred 
to € the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill _ 928) providing for the 
exclusive use of the proceeds arising from ee 
in certain States and Territories for —— of Sehege eee and 
reclamation of arid and semiarid lands 
in which the lands sold are situated un aan: as it 
be definitely ascertained that the wale an y portion of such 

‘ls can not be feasibl in 2 irrigation erenetie. in 
such State or Territory; which was read twice by its title, and 
nee pom name mene ee on and Reclamation of Arid 


panying pa 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a at (S. 939) to provide for the 
sa‘e of the unsold portion of the Umatilla Indian Reservation, and 
for other peareens which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 940) for the relief of James Small; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 941) for the relief of Henry H. 
Woodward; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe 
Committee on Indian redations. 

He also introduced a (S. 942) to reimburse 8. R. Green, 
postmaster at Oregon City, Oreg., for moneys lost by burglary; 
which was read twice by its title, ‘and referred to the Committes 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
—_ twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

aims: 

A bill (8. 948) for the relief of J. D. and I. N. Day; 

A bill (S. 944) for the relief of Theodore J. Eckerson, major, 
United States Army, retired; 

A bill (8. 945) for the relief of the legal representatives of Sid- 
ney W. Moss; and 

A bill (S. 946) for the relief of Orville T. Porter. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs 

A bill (8S. 947) suthedieing the Secretary of War to credit 
some . Long, first sergeant, Twenty-sixth Battery, Field Artil- 
lery, United States Army, with his actual service from the date 
of his first enlistment; 

A bill (S. 948) for the relief of Daniel W. Burke, brigadier- 
general, United States Army, retired; 

A bill (S. 949) to remove the he charge of desertion from the 
record of William W. ae: eae 

A bill (S. 950) to remove the charge of desertion from the name 
of William H. Campbell. 

Mr. DANTEL (by request) intrcduced a bill (S. 951) to complete 
the execution of the ninth article of the treaty of 1819 between the 
United States and Spain; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims 
A bill (S. 952) to refer the claim of John S. Mosby against the 
oie States for the value of certain tobacco to the Court of 
A bill (8.958) for the relief of the heirs of 4 late Mrs. Mary 
Ann Randolph Custis Lee, of Fairfax Coats 
A bill (by ) &. 954) for the relief John A. Fairfax; 
ill (S. 955) for the relief of the estate of Jacob Good, de- 


ill (S. 956) for the relief of William M. Jones; and 


Ab 
— d; 

A bill (8. = for the relief of John C. Newton. 

Mr. DOLL introduced a bill (S. 958) granting an increase 
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of ion to Anna H. B. Lewis; which was read twice by its title, 
aA referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 959) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew C. Ranard; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 960) to the Travis 

it of Abraham Lincoln; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (8S. 961) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Goss; 

A bill (S. 962) granting an increase of pension to Jennet Thoits; 


and 
A bill (S. 963) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Wilber 


Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (8S. 964) to grant jurisdiction and authority to the Coutt 
of Claims in the case of Southern Railway Lighter No. 10, her 
cargoes, and so forth; 

A bill (8. 965) for the relief of Pacific Pearl Mullett, adminis- 
tratrix of the estate of the late Alfred B. Mullett; 

A bill (S. 966) for the relief of Daniel Joseph Holland; and 

A bill (S. 967) for the relief of George Rushberger (with an 
access ing paper). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


a Affairs: 
A bill (8. 968) to grant an honorable discharge from the mili- 


tary service to Robert.C. Grege; 
A bill (S. 969) to grant an honorable discharge from the mili- 
tary service to Philip Graham; 

A bill (5. 970) to authorize the President to revoke the order 
dismissing William T. Godwin, late first lieutenant, Tenth Infan- 
try, United States Army, and to place the said William T. God- 
win on the retired list with the rank of fifst lieutenant; and 

A bill (8. 971) to grant an honorable discharge from the mili- 
tary service to Joseph Beck. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 972) granting a service pension to all officers and en- 
listed men_of the United States Army, Navy, and Marine Corps, 
both regular and volunteer, who have been awarded medals of 
honor, or who may hereafter be awarded such medals under acts 
of Congress approved December 21, 1861, July 12 and 16, 1862, 
and March 38, 1863, and any other act or acts amendatory thereof 
or supplemental thereto (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 973) granting a pension to Nora J. Glahn; 

A bill (8. 974) granting a pension to Emma Worrall; 

A bill (8.975) granting a pension to Ellwood I. Beatty; 

A bill (8. 976) granting an increase of pension to Walter L ; 

A bill (8. 977) granting a pension to Robert M. McCormick; 

A bill (8. 978) to restore to the pension roll the name of Henry 
M. Stiffler; 

A bill (8S. 979) granting a pension to Marion L. Wilson; 

A bill (8. 980) granting an increase of pension to Mary Von 
Kusserow; 
ne a (8S. 981) granting an increase of pension to Isaac B. 

ewitt; 

A bill (8S. 982) amending the act of January 26, 1897, entitled 
‘An act for the relief of telegraph operators who served in the 


war of the rebellion” (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (8. 983) nting a pension to iiftam H. Richardson 
(with accompan papers); 

A bill (S. 984) granting a pension to Matilda Daly (with an ac- 


companying paper); and 
A bill (S. 985) granting a pension to Simon Levi (with an ac- 


compan r). 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 986) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Persons; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also introduced a (S. 987) for the relief of certain set- 
tlers upon Wisconsin Central Railroad and The Dalles military 
road land grants; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MONEY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims: 
A bill (S. 988) for the relief of the estate of Jesse Mabry ,deceased; 
A bill (8. 989) for the relief of the estate of Jesse Maboy, de- 


A bill (S. 990) for the relief of the estate of George Messinger, 
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A bill (S. 991) for the relief of Abner P. Bush; 

A bill (8. 992) for the relief of Mary Ann Jackson; 

= (8. 993) for the relief of the estate of Purify Tingle, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 994) for the relief of Robert T. Cheek; 

A bill (S. 995) for the relief of E. Mitchell; 
bill (S. 996) for the relief of the heirs of Augustus Catchings; 
bill (S. 997) for the relief of Jacob S. Butler; 
bill (S. 998) for the relief of Eliza C. Butler, executrix of 
Sarah A. Williams, deceased; 

A bill (8. 999) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Louisa Barnes, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1000) for the relief of William H. Smith; 

A bill (S. 1001) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Richard W. Sessions, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1002) for the relief of Bettie and Lucy Brooks: 

A bill (8. 1003) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Mary A. Chotard, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1004) for the relief of the estate of W. W. Dunton, 
deceased 


A bill (S. 1005) for the relief of the estate of Mary B. Blake, 
deceased; 

A bill (8. 1006) for the relief of the estate of Lemuel R. Hanks, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 1007) for the relief of the estate of Wesley Crisler, 
deceased; 
A bill (S. 1008) for the relief of Martha A. Dochterman; 
A bill (8. 1009) for the relief of Joseph C. Ferriday; 
A bill (S. 1010) for the relief of Nancy Maria Minter: 
A bill (S. 1011) for the relief of the estate of William M. 
Bowles, deceased; 
A bill (S. 1012) for the relief of Mrs. 8. A. E. Bailey; 
A bill (8. 1013) for the relief of L. B. F. Champion; 
A bill (S. 1014) for the relief of D. O. Perkins; 
A bill (S. 1015) for the relief of the estate of William R. Tins- 
ley, deceased; 
A bill (S. 1016) for the relief of Louis Sommer; 
A bill (8. 1017) for the relief of Mrs. Ann M. Brown; 
A bill (S. 1018) for the relief of the estate of Thomas P. Young, 
deceased; 
A bill (S. 1019) for the relief of the estate of Dr. J. P. Davis, 
deceased; 
A bill (8. 
deceased; 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (8. 
M. Person; 
A bill (8. 1024) for the relief of Elizabeth Galbreath:; 


> > > 


1020) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin Hawes, 


1021) for the relief of Patrick Foley; 
1022) for the relief of James H. Knox; 
1023) for the relief of James W. Person and Isabella 


A bill (S. 1025) for the relief of the estate of Jesse H. Darden, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 1026) for the relief of the estate of James Spiars, 

eceased; 

A bill (S. 1027) for the relief of Abner P. Bush; 

A bill (8. 1028) for the relief of J. E.. Whittington; 

A bill (S. 1029) for the relief of the estate of Milton Crawford, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 1030) for the relief of Mrs. E. A. B. Legg; 


A bill (S. 1031) for the relief of the estate of J. K. Morrison, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 1032) for the relief of George L. McGehee and John 
C. McGehee, heirs of Mary McGehee, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1088) for the relief of the estate of John O’Ferral!, 
deceased; 

A bill (8. 1084) for the relief of Abbie P. Anderson, executrix 
of William A. Watson, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1085) for the relief of the estate of John Fleming, de- 


A bill (S. 1036) for the relief of the estate of Franklin S. Whit- 
ney, deceased; 

A bill (8. 1037) for the relief of John K. Nutt, administrator of 
Haller Nutt, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1038) for the relief of the estate of George M. Coker, 
deceased; 

A bill (8. 1089) for the relief of Alice G. Boogher, née New- 
man, and Anna Holmes, née Newman; 

A bill (8S. 1040) for the relief of the estate of John Rist, deceased; 
A bill (S. 1041) to quiet the titles of certain lands in the State 
of nen and for the relief of the estate of Eli Ayers, de- 


ceased; 

A bill (8. 1042) for the relief of Jacob Walker or his legal rep- 
resentatives; 
A bill (S. 1048) for the relief of Thomas W. Walker or his legal 
representatives; 
A bill (8. 1044) for the relief of the estate of Matilda B. Har- 
vey, deceased; 
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A bill (S. 
his legal representatives; 
A bill (S. 1046) for the relief of J. C. Fitzgerald; 


A bill (S. 
deceased; 


1045) for the relief of the estate of Josiah Walker or 


1047) for the relief of the estate of Alice Hardaway, 


A bill (s. 1048) for the relief of the legal representatives of Ben- 
jamin Roach, deceased; 


A bill (S. 


A bill (8. 
A bill (S. 


deceased; 


1049) for the relief of Maria A. White; 
1050) for the relief of D. M. Snowden; 
1051) for the relief of the estate of Richard Harding, 


A bill ‘s. 1052) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Albert 
Stouse, deceased; 


A bill (S. 


1053) for the relief of the estate of Susan L. Harda- 


Way, deceased; 


A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 


G. Whitfield; 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 


A bill (S. 


1054) for the relief of Jordan Broadway; 

1055) for the relief of Achilles M. Haraway; 

1056) for the relief of Mary Ann Nagle; 

1057) for the relief of John A. Brent; 

1058) for the relief of Francis E. Whitfield and Lucy 


1059) for the relief of J. B. Fuller; 

1060) for the relief of Melchisedec Robinson; 

1061) for the relief of Samuel Scott; 

1062) for the relief of the estate of William M. Kim- 


mons, deceased; 


A bill (S. 
deceased; 


1063) for the relief of the estate of Naxcy Barrow, 


A bill (S. 1064) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church of 
Kossuth, Miss.; 


A bill (8. 
A bill (8. 
A bill (8. 


deceased; 


1065) for the relief of Virginia Grant; 
1066) for the relief of Patrick J. Finley; 
1067) for the relief of the estate of John T. Rawlings, 


A bill (S. 1068) for the relief of W. A. Hopper, administrator 
of David Hopper, deceased; 


A bill (S. 
A bill (8. 


deceased; 


A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (8. 
A bill (8. 


deceased; 


A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 


deceased; 


A bill (S. 


A bill (S. 


A bill (8. 
A bill (8. 
A bill (S. 


deceased; 


A bill (S. 


ceased; 

A bill (8S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 


deceased; 


A bill (S. 


ceased; 


A bill (S. 
A bill (8. 
A bill (S. 


deceased; 


A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 


ased; 


ce 
A bill (S. 


deceased; 


A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 


deceased 
d 


A bill (8. 
deceased 


1069) for the relief of Joseph S. Acuff; 
1070) for the relief of the estate of T. J. McFarland, 


1071) for the relief of Lewis Jones; 

1072) for the relief of James T. Blair; 

1073) for the relief of Aquila Bowie; 

1074) for the relief of the estate of ‘Jane N. Gibson, 


1075) for the relief of U. Lunenburger; 
1076) for the relief of U. Lunenburger; 
1077) for the relief of the estate of Mary H. Moore, 


1078) for the relief of Susan C. Robinson; 

1079) for the relief of Solomon Geisenberg; 

1080) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. C. L. Shaifer; 
1081) for the relief of the estate of D. B. Downing; 
1082) for the relief of the estate of W.S. Hyland, 


1083) for the relief of the estate of Z. C. Offatt, de- 
1084) for the relief of the estate of Landon L. Lea; 
1085) for the relief of Robert Moss; 

1086) for the relief of the estate of William Roberts, 
1087) for the relief of the estate of W. T. Collins, de- 
1088) for the relief of L. A. Whitehead; 

1089) for the relief of J. C. Winters: 

1090) for the relief of the estate of Thomas S. Maben, 


1091) for the relief of Thomas M. Sigres 
1092) for the relief of the estate of M. T T. *Sigrest, de- 


1093) for the relief of the estate of John R. Powers, 


1094) for the relief of Samuel S. Coon; 
1095) for the relief of the estate of William Clement, 


A bill (S. 1096) for the relief of the estate of Mary Oliver, 

eceased; 
A bill (S. 

deceased ; 


1097) for the relief of the estate of Charles Denia, 
1098) for the relief of the estate of John Crawford, 


A bill (S. 1099) for the relief of the estate of William F. Strather, 


deceased; 


A bill (S. 


deceased; 
A bill (S. 
deceased; 


1100) for the relief of the estate of William Redden, 
1101) for the relief of the estate of Alex. Russell, 


A bill (8. 


1102) for the relief of the estate of Augustus Catch- 


ings, deceased; 


A bill (S. 


1103) for the relief of the estate of Augustus Catch- 


ings, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1104) for the relief of William Parker; 

A bill (S. 1105) for the relief of Mrs. Julia A. Thomas; 

A bill (8.1106) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. E. J. Brun- 
son, deceased; 

A bill (8.1107) for the relief of W. R. Butler; 

A bill (8.1108) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. Elizabeth 
Hull Wellford, deceased; 


A bill (8. 


1109) for the relief of Robert T. Cheek; 


A bill (8.1110) for the relief of R. A. Myrick; 
A bill (8.1111) for the relief of the estate ye of Samuel D. Kelley, 


deceased; 


A bill (8.1112) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas Duty; 
A bill (8.1118) for the relief of the estate of W.R. Butler, de- 


ceased 


A bill (S. 


deceased; 


A bill (8. 
A bill (8. 


land 


deceased 


A bill (S. 
ceased: 
A bill (S. 


1114) for the relief of the estate of Jesse M. Brent, 


1115) for the relief of Jackson Briscoe; 
1116) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. Robert Gar- 


1117) for the relief of the estate of P. B. Sawyer, de- 
1118) for the relief of the estate of Emily R. Martin, 


A bill (S. 1119) for the relief of the New Orleans and Bayou 
Sara Mail Company, of New Orleans, La.; 


A bill (8. 


ceased 


A bill (S. 


deceased; 


A bill (8. 


1120) for the relief of the estate of John Grafton, de- 
1121) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Jarrell, 
1122) to quiet the titles of certain lands in the State 


of Mississippi, and for the relief of the estate of Eli Ayers, de- 


ceased; 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 


A bill (S. 


1128) for the relief of Patrick J. Finley; 
1124) for the relief of B. V. McGuffee, sr.; 
1125) for the relief of the estate of Charlotte G. Rob- 


ertson, deceased; 


A bill (8. 


1126) for the relief of J. N. McIntyre; 


A bill (S. 1127) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Oscar L. Dewees, deceased; 


A bill (S. 
deceased; 


A bill ( s. 


A bill (S. 


1128) for the relief of the estate of Rhesa Hatcher, 


1129) for the relief of Samuel S. Bagnell; 
1130) for the relief of T. P. Burnham, administrator 


of D. J. Burnham, deceased; 


A bill (S. 


1131) for the relief of W. A. Sanford, administrator 


of H. B. Bloxam, deceased; 


A bill (S. 


deceased; 


A bill (8. 


deceased; 


A bill (S. 


deceased; 


A bill (S. 


ceased; 


A bill (S. 


deceased; 


A bill (8. 


ceased; 
A bill (S. 
and administratrix of I. 8S. 0. G 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
trix of the estate of I. 
A bill (8S. 


. 1142) for the relief of Caleb Perkins; 
. 1143) for the relief of the estate of Dr. O. L. Dewees, 


. 1144) for the relief of Mrs. E. A. B. Legg; 
. 1145) for the relief of the estate of S. A. Snodgrass, 


. 1146) for the relief of W. S. Atwood; 

. 1147) for the relief of Eliza L. Rivers; 
. 1148) for the relief of Ann E. Saddler; 
A bill (S. 


deceased; 


1132) for the relief of the estate of Eben N. Davis, 
1133) for the relief of the estate of John B. Brabston, 
1134) for the relief of the estate of Sarah M. Dunbar, 
1135) for the relief of the estate of John F. Bryan, de- 
1136) for the relief of the estate of Jesse L. Norman, 
1187) for the relief of the heirs of Abel Walker, de- 
11388) for the relief of Mrs. Julia A. Thomas, widow 
y Greer, deceased; 

1139) for the relief of Jefferson J. Birdsong: 

1140) for the relief of Julia A. Thomas, administra- 


S. O. G. Greer, deceased; 
1141) for the relief of the estate of Edmund McGehee, 


1149) for the relief of Mrs. Julia A. Thomas, widow 


and administratrix of John C. Thomas, deceased; 


A bill (5. 


1150) for the relief of W. A. Sanford, administrator 


of the estate of H. B. Bloxam, deceased; 


A bill (S. 


1151) for the relief of Lytle A. Rather, administrator 


of the estate of William B. Lumpkin, deceased; 


A bill (S. 


1152) for the relief of G. B. Harper and J. 8S. Clear- 


man, executors of W. L. Clearman, deceased; 
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A bill (S. 1153) for the relief of the vestry of Christ Episcopal 
Church, of Holly Springs, Miss.; 

A bill (S. 1154) for the relief of H. Polkinhorn; 

A bill (S. 1155) for the relief of the estate of Alexander Hutchin- 


son, deceased; 
A bill (S. 1156) for the relief of the estate of S. W. Lancaster, 


eceased; 

- bill (S. 1157) for the relief of Smith Simmons, administrator 
of John Watres, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1158) for the relief of R. M. Lay, administrator of 
Henry Lay, deceased; 

A bill (8. 1159) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. Sarah T. Jar- 
ratt or her legal representatives; 

A bill (S. 1160) for the relief of Leroy D. Hullum; 

A bill (S. 1161) for the relief of the heirs of Lucinda Mundy; 

A bill (S. 1162) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Benjamin R. Thomas, deceased, and Thomas W. Mason, deceased; 

A bill (8S. 1163) for the relief of William E. Oates, executor of 
Jacob Oates, deceased; 

A bill (8. 1164) for the relief of Thomas Y. Berry, administra- 
tor of Thomas Berry, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1165) for the relief of William J. St. J ohn, adminis- 
trator of H. H. Beard, deceased; 

= bill (8. 1166) for the relief of the estate of George M. Coker, 


* bill (S. 1167) for the relief of the estate of Isaac Jones, de- 


ased; 
“7 bill (S. 1168) for the relief of the estate of Thomas J. Gibson, 
deceased; 
—— (S. 1169) for the relief of the estate of Hixey Parker, de- 
cea 
A bill (S. 1170) for the relief of Annie Jane Oglesbee; 


A bill (S. 1171) for the relief of the estate of Milton S. Shirk, de- | 
| read twice byits title,and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


ceased; 
A bill (S. 1172) for the relief of the estate of Wesley Crisler, de- 


ceased; 

A bill (S. 1178) for the relief of the estate of Adaline L. Hebron, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 1174) for the relief of the estate of Augustus Strong, 
deceased; 

A -% (S. 1175) for the relief of the estate of Mary M. Steed, de- 
cease 

A bill (S. 1176) for the relief of Henry Jones; 

A bill (8. 1177) for the relief of W. L. Lyle, administrator of 
John E. Pearson, de 

A bill (S. 1178) for the relief of William F. Haralson; 

A bill (S. 1179) for the relief of the estate of James E. Williams, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 1180) for the relief of the estate of Mary F. Birdsong, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 1181) for the relief of Mrs. C. V. Wilkins; 

A bill (S. 1182) for the relief of William W. Leake; 

A bill (S. 1188) for the relief of the estate of Sarah A. Gayle, 
deceased; 

< bill (S. 1184) for the relief of the estate of John M. Hawkins, 


eased; 
“A bill (S. 1185) for the relief of the estate of R. T. Brown, de- 


ceased; 

A bill (S. 1186) for the relief of the estates of Robert Bradley 
and Mary C. Bradley, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1187) for the relief of Mrs. M. H. Coles; 

A bill (S. 1188) for the relief of E. W. Morrill; 

A bill (S. 1189) for the relief of W. S. Bunch; 

A bill (S. 1190) for the relief of the estate of Dr. O.L. Dewees, 


eceased; 

A = (S. 1191) for the relief of the estate of Wirt Adams, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 1192) for the relief of the estate of John Rist, deceased; 

a bill (S. 1198) for the relief of the estate of William Parker, 


ased; 

x bill (S. 1194) for the relief of Alice G. Boogher, née Newman, 
and Anna Holmes, née Newman; 

A bill (S. 1195) for the relief of the estate of A. W. McAllister, 
deceased; 

A bill (8. 1196) for the relief of the estate of John Fleming, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 1197) for the relief of the estate of Franklin S. Whit- 
ney, deceased; 





A bill (S. 1198) for the relief of the legal representatives of | 


Juliet Glass, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1199) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
George M. Davis, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1200) for the 'relief of the legal representatives of 
James A. G. Winston, deceased; 

A bill (8. 1201) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Eliza Compton, deceased; 


A bill (S. 1202) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Gabriel Utz, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 1203) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
George Messenger, dece: 

Mr. MONEY introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 
eo bill (S. 1204) granting an increase of pension to Zachariah K. 

ynn 

A pill (S. 1205) granting a pension to James Watkins; 

A bill (S. 1206) granting a pension to Mary McLaughlin; 

A bill (S. 1207) granting an increase of pension to James D. 
Stewart; 

A bill (S. 1208) granting an increase of pension to Samuel G. 
Magruder 

A bill (3. 1209) granting an increase of pension to James D. 
Stewart; and 

A bill (S. 1210) granting an increase of pension to Stiles L. Acee. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 1211) for the relief of Eugenie 
Baptiste, sole surviving heir of Francisco Krebs; which was read 
a by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land 

aims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1212) to confirm the title to lands 
in San Miguel County, N. Mex.—which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1213) to correct the naval record - 
of Daniel W. Blake, United States Marine Corps; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1214) for the improvement of the 


| harbor of Pascagoula, Miss.; which was read twice by its title, 
| and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1215) to provide for the building of 
a water dock at the channel at Ship Island, Mississippi—which was 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1216) to set aside and reserve to 
the United States fishery certain Government lands on the Bay 
of Pascagoula, Jackson County, Miss.; which was read twice by 


| its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1217) for the benefit of industrial 
institutes and schools, with State charters, for the education of 
women; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1218) to authorize the purchase of 


| the manuscript of William Vans Murray; which was read twice 
| by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 


He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 


| read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 


lic Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. i219) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Natchez, in the State of 
Mississippi; 

A bill (S. 1220) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Oklahoma, in the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma; and 

A bill (S. 1221) to pr rovide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Biloxi, in the State of 
Mississippi 

Mr. T LLER introduced a bill (S. 1222) for the relief of the 
Confederated bands of Ute Indians; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 1223) granting a pension to Lewis W. Goddard; 

A bill (S. 1224) granting a pension to Thomas B. Hanoum: 

A bill (S. 1225) granting a pension to William J. Houghtaling; 

A bill (S. 1226) granting a pension to James H. Hower: 

A bill (S. 1227) granting an increase of pension to John Milburn; 

A bill (S. 1228) granting a pension to John White; 

A bill (S. 1229) granting a pension to William C. Banks; 

A bill (S. 1230) granting a penifion to Edgar L. Beckwith; 

A bill (S. 1231) granting a pension to T. D. Britton; 

A bill (S. 1232) granting a pension to John Burns; 

A bill (S. 1233) granting a pension to Rafael Chacon; 

A bill (S. 1234) granting a pension to Mary L. Daniels; and 

A bill (S. 1235) granting a pension to A. S. Elwood. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1236) granting an increase 
of pension to Patrick Crossen; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion of Patrick Crossen for an increase of pension, together with 
the affidavits of Dr. John W. Dean, 8S. R. Beech, Elizabeth E, 
Judy, and of Joseph Jackson, Stephen A. Kemp, and letters from 
the War Department and Pension Office in support of the bill. I 
move that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the 
Committee on pwuantone. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 1237) for the relief of the | any petitions or memorials, reports from the Committee on Pensions, and 


estate of Ramsay Crooks; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 8) an- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to negotiate with John T. Dolan, 
of Portland, Oreg., for purchase of original manuscript copy of 
**Order book of Gen. Arthur St. Clair;’”” which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 9) authorizing the 
issue of duplicate medals where the originals have been lost or 
destroyed; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a joint resolution (8S. R. 10) providing 
for the appointment of a commission to report a plan for a me- 
morial in honor of the heroes of the Revolutionary war; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 11) to au- 
thorize certain officers of the Treasury Department to audit and 
certify claims of certain counties of Arizona; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PAYMENT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. BACON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the Court of Claims, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be pririted. 


SURVEY OF ASTORIA HARBOR, OREGON, 


Mr. FULTON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and direc to cause a 
survey to be made of that portion of the Columbia River between Tongue 
Point and Fort Stevens, Oreg., commonly known and designated as the As- 
toria Harbor, with a view to widening and d ming the channel and per- 


manently aN said harbor, and to submit a plan and estimate for such 
improvement. 


IMPROVEMENT OF WILLAPA HARBOR, WASHINGTON, 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Res.lved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he pereee authorized and di to cause a 
survey to be made and estimates to be submitted of the cost of dredging and 
otherwise improving the harbor of South Bend, Willapa Harbor, - 
ton, so as to meet the demands of commerce. 


STARR ROCK, BELLINGHAM BAY, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause a survey to be made 
and an estimate submitted of the cost of removing Starr Rock, ham 
Bay, Washington, in accordance with the recommendations heretofore made 
and filed with the War Department. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CHEHALIS RIVER, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an examination and 
survey to be made and estimate submitted of the cost of improving the Che- 
hbalis River, Washington, between Aberdeen and Montesano, to meet the de- 
mands of commerce. 


CONFIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS AND PAPERS. 


Mr. HOAR. I give notice of a proposed amendment to the 
rules, which I ask may be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment to 
the rules will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Mr. Hoar proposes to offer the following amendment to Rule XXXVI by 
adding thereto Article V: 
“ARTICLE V. Whenever by the uest of the Senate, or any committee 
becommunicated to Senate by the 


thereof, any documents or papers 
nt relating to any matter pending in 


President or the head of any 
the Senate, the in regard to w are secret or confidential 
as confiden- 


proceedings hich 

under the rules, said documents and papers shall be considared 
tial and shall not be disclosed without leave of the Senate.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tem . Under the rule, the proposed 
amendment will lie on the table and be printed. 

DISPOSITION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution submitted by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
HANSBROUGH], coming over from a previous day, which will be 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. HANSBROUGH 
on the 12th instant, as follows: 
s pases, That the rules of the Senate be amended by adding thereto the 
oliowing: 


“‘ That Senators, of theirown motion, atany time while the Senate issitting, 
may deposit in a receptacle provided for that purpose at the Secretary's desk, 





| pension bills, and all matters so deposited shall be disposed of in the same 

manner as if presentes by Senators from their places on the floor of the Sen- 
ate; and the of the Senate shall promptly furnish each day to the 
official reporters of debates for publication in the RECORD a transcript of all 
the matters above referred to.” 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I move that the resolution be referred 





to the Committee on Rules. 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-seven minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 
o’clock and 27 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Tues- 
day, November 17, 1908, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate November 16, 1903. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Joseph C. Auld, of Forsyth. Mont., to be receiver of public 
| moneys at Miles City, Mont., vice James M. Rhoades, resigned. 
| REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Hugh C. Phillips, of Goldendale, Wash., to be register of the 
land ue at Vancouver, Wash., vice William R. Dunbar, de- 
ceased. 

Said office is now filled temporarily by Frank E. Vaughan, who 
was appointed March 31, 1903, during the recess of the Senate, 
and whose nomination, sent to the Senate on the 11th instant, is 
hereby withdrawn. 

POSTMASTERS, 
GEORGIA. 

Cicero F. Harrison to be postmaster at Sandersville, in the 
county of Washington and State of Georgia, in place of CiceroF, 
Harrison. Incumbent’s commission expired February 15, 1903. 

ILLINOIS. 

Alfred Schuler to be postmaster at Mound City, in the county 
of Pulaski and State of Illinois, in place of John P. Nesbitt, re- 
signed. . 


IOWA. 

Fred W. Wilson to be postmaster at Ottumwa, in the county of 
Wapello and State of Iowa, in place of Alfred W. Lee, resigned, 
KANSAS. 

Orley C. Billings to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Marion and State of Kansas, in place of Seymour L. Billings, 
resigned. 

MONTANA, 

Clarence H. Drake to be postmaster at Chouteau, late Choteau, 

in the county of Teton and State of Montana, in place of Clarence 


| H. Drake, to change name of office. 


NEW JERSEY. 

Ellison D. Petteys to be postmaster at Keyport, in the county 

of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in place of Benjamin B. 
| Ogden, removed, 
NORTH DAKOTA. 

Henry R. Aslakson to be postmaster at Edmore, in the county 
of Ramsey and State of North Dakota. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1903, 


WITHDRAWALS. 
Executive nominations withdrawn November 16, 1908. 

John C. Bailey to be postmaster at Ford City,in the State of 
Pennsylvania. 

Second Lieut. Arthur G. Hixson to be second lieutenant of 
cavalry, by transfer from the Infantry Arm. 

Nore.—This nomination was submitted to the Senate Novem- 
ber 11, 1903, and is withdrawn for the purpose of correcting the 
date of rank. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate November 16, 1903, 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Robert Shaw Oliver, of New York, to be Assistant Secretary of 
War. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


GENERAL OFFICERS, 
To be Lieutenant-General. 


. Maj. Gen. Samuel B. M. Young, United States Army, August 
, 1903. 


1903. 
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To be major-general. 
Brig. Gen. Samuel 8S. Sumner, United States Army, July 26, 
1903 


. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CoRPs. 


Col. George F. Elliott, United States Marine Corps, to be Brig- 
adier-General Commandant of the Marine Corps, from the 3d day 
of October, 1903. ; ; ; 

Maj. Henry C. Haines to be an assistant adjutant and inspector 
in the United States Marine Corps with the rank of major from 
the 18th day of June, 1903. ; ‘ : 

Capt. Rufus H. Lane to be an assistant adjutant and inspector 
in the United States Marine Corps with the rank of major from 
the 18th day of June, 1903. 

Capt. Louis J. Magill to be an assistant adjutant and inspector 
in the United States Marine Corps with the rank of major from 
the 18th day of June, 1903. 

First Lieut. Henry L. Roosevelt to be an assistant quarter- 
master in the United States Marine Corps with the rank of cap- 
tain from the 18th day of June, 1903. 


First Lieut. Norman G. Burton to be an assistant quartermaster | 


in the United States Marine Corps with the rank of captain from 
the 18th day of June, 1903. 

First Lieut. Hugh L. Matthews to be an assistant quartermaster 
in the United States Marine Corps with the rank of captain from 
the 18th day of June, 1903. 

First Lieut. Rupert C. Dewey to be an assistant quartermaster 
in the United States Marine Corps with the rank of captain from 
the 24th day of June, 1903. 

First Lieut. Frank J. Schwable to be an assistant quartermaster 
in the United States Marine Corps with the rank of captain from 
the 19th day of October, 1903. 

Capt. William C. Dawson to be an assistant paymaster in the 
United States Marine Corps with the rank of major from the 18th 
day of June, 1903. 

First Lieut. William G. Powell to be an assistant paymaster in 
the United States Marine Corps with the rank of captain from the 
18th day of June, 1903. 

Second Lieut. Cleyburn McCauley to be a first lieutenant in 
the United States Marine Corps from the 3d day of March, 1903. 

First Lieut. Alexander 8. Williams to be a captain in the 
United States Marine Corps from the 3d day of March, 1903. 

First Lieut. James McE. Huey to be a captain in the United 
States Marine Corps from the 18th day of June, 1903. 

First Lieut. Fred M. Eslick to be a captain in the United States 
Marine Corps from the 18th day of June, 1903. 

First Lieut. Jay M. Salladay to be a captain in the United States 
Marine Corps from the 18th day of June, 1903. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Charles F. Williams, a citizen of Connecticut, to be a second 
lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day 
of June, 1903. 

Nelson P. Vulte, a citizen of New York, to be a second lieuten- 
—- the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day of June, 

Harrison T. Swain, a citizen of New Hampshire, to be a second 
lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day 
of June, 1903. 

Percy F. Archer, a citizen of Maryland, to be a second lieuten- 
— the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day of June, 

Seth Williams, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be a second lien- 
tenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day of 
June, 1903. 

Gerard M. Kincade, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be a second 
lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day 
of June, 1903. 

Frederick C. McConnell, a citizen of Virginia, to be a second 
lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day 
of June, 1903. 

Frederic Kensel, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be a second 
lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day 
of June, 1903. 

Hugh M. Howard, a citizen of North Carolina, to be a second 
lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 80th day 
of June, 1903. 

William A. Howard, a citizen of Michigan, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day of 
June, 1908. 

Elias R. Beadle, a citizen of Connecticut, to be a second lien- 
tenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 80th day of 


June, 1903. 
Arthur B. Owens, a citizen of Maryland, to be a second lieu- 
rps from the 30th day of 


tenant in the United States Marine 
June, 1903. 
Eugene P. Fortson, a citizen of Georgia, to be a second lien- 


| 


tenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day of 
June, 1903. 

Robert O. Underwood, a citizen of North Carolina, to be a sec- 
ond lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th 
day of June, 1903. 

Jesse Ei a citizen of Minnesota, to be a second lieutenant 


in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day of June, 1903. 

Clarence 8. Owen, a citizen of New York, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day of 
June, 1903. 

Maurice V. Campbell, a citizen of New Jersey, to be a second 
lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day 
of June, 1903. 

James J. Meade, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 30th day of 
June, 1903. 

Richard B. Creecy, a citizen of the District of Columbia, to be 
a second lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 
80th day of June, 1903. 

Charles J. E. Guggenheim, a citizen of Connecticut, to be a 
second lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 11th 
day of August, 1903. 

Alexander B. Mikell, a citizen of South Carolina, to be a second 
lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 11th day 
of August, 1903. 

David B. Wills, a citizen of Virginia, to be a second lieutenant 
= oe United States Marine Corps from the 16th day of October, 
1903. 

Edward 8. Yates, a citizen of Virginia, to be a second lieutenant 
aa a United States Marine Corps from the 16th day of October, 
1908. 

Harry O. Smith, a citizen of Vermont, to be a second Neutenant 
pln United States Marine Corps from the 16th day of October, 
1903. 

Albert Hamilton, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be a second 
lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 16th day 
of October, 1903. 

Fred D. Kilgore, a citizen of New York, to be a second lieuten- 
ant in the United States Marine Corps from the i6th day of 
October, 1903. 

Sidney A. Merriam, a citizen of Maine, to be a second lieuten- 
ant in the United States Marine Corps from the 16th day of 
October, 1903. 

William A. McNeil, a citizen of Virginia, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 16th day of 
October, 1903. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE Navy, 


Arthur W. Stone, a citizen of Vermont, to be a chaplain in the 
Navy from the 14th day of July, 1903. 

Mathew C. Gleeson, a citizen of New York, to be a chaplain in 
the Navy from the 5th day of October, 1903. 

De Witt C. Webb, a citizen of Vermont, to be a civil engineer 
in the Navy from the 27th day of June, 1903. 

Walter H. Allen, a citizen of Connecticut, to be a civil engi- 
neer in the Navy from the 27th day of June, 1903. 

James V. Rockwell, a citizen of Iowa, to be an assistant civil 
engineer in the Navy from the 27th day of June, 1903. 

Joseph S. Shultz, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant 
civil engineer in the Navy from the 27th day of June, 1903. 

Carl A. Carlson, a citizen of Ohio, to be an assistant civil en- 
gineer in the Navy from the 27th day of June, 1903. 

James R. Dykes, a citizen of Georgia, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Navy from the 18th day of April, 1903. 

Albert J. Geiger, a citizen of Michigan, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 6th day of May, 1903. 

William W. Verner, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 25th day of May, 1903. 

Otto Kohlhase, a citizen of South Dakota, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 25th day of May, 1903. 

Perceval S. Rossiter, a citizen of Maryland, to be an assistant 
— in the Navy from the 25th day of May, 1903. 

esley H. Rennie, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 25th day of May, 1903. 

alter S. Hoen, a citizen of Virginia, to be an assistant sur- 

geon in the Navy from the 2d day of June, 1903. 

Wallace B. Smith, a citizen of Alabama, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 2d day of June, 1903. 

Charles C. Grieve, a citizen of Michigan, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 2d day of June, 1903. 

John E. Manchester, a citizen of Wisconsin, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 10th day of June, 1903. 

Paul T. Dessez, a citizen of the District of Columbia, to be an 
assistant su m in the Navy from the 10th day of June, 1903. 

James S. Woodward, a citizen of Maryland, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 10th day of June, 1903. 
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James A. Randall, a citizen of Georgia, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 26th day of June, 1903. 

Charles E. Ryder, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 26th day of June, 1903. 

Allen D. McLean, a citizen of Michigan, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 29th day of June, 1903. 

Harry L. Brown, a citizen of the District of Columbia, to be an 
assistant surgeon in the Navy from the 29th day of June, 1903. 

Sidney L. Scott, a citizen of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Navy from the 10th day of July, 1903. 

Theodore N. Pease, a citizen of New York, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 10th day of July, 1903. 

Frederick G. Abeken, a citizen of Missouri, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 10th day of July, 1903. 

Winfield 8. Pugh, jr., a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assist- 
ant surgeon in the Navy from the 23d day of September, 1903. 

James Miller, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 12th day of October, 1903. 

Elwin C. Taylor, a citizen of New York, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 12th day of October, 1903. 

Franklin E. Campbell, a citizen of New Hampshire, to be an 
assistant surgeon in the Navy from the 12th day of October, 1903. 

James E. Gill, a citizen of Illinois, to be an assistant surgeon in 
the Navy from the 12th day of October, 1903. 

Isaac S. K. Reeves, a citizen of the District of Columbia, to be 
an assistant surgeonin the Navy from the 12th day.of October, 1903. 

Richard B. Chapman, a citizen of California, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 28th day of October, 1903. 

James F.. Kutz, a citizen of California, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 24th day of July, 1903. 

Arthur 8. Brown, a citizen of California, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 24th day of July, 1903. 

John R. Hornberger, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy from the 13th day of October, 1903. 

George B. Bloomer, a citizen of West Virginia, to be an assist- 
unt paymaster in the Navy from the 15th day of October, 1903. 

Noel W. Grant, a citizen of Georgia, to be an assistant paymas- 
ter in the Navy from the 15th day of October, 1903. 

David G. McRitchie, a citizen of Maine, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 15th day of October, 1903. 

Philip J. Willett, a citizen of New York, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 15th day of October, 1903. 

Alvin Hovey-King, a citizen of Illinois, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 6th day of April, 1903. 

George A. Deering, a citizen of the District of Columbia, to be 
an assistant paymaster in the Navy from the 6th day of April, 1903. 

William C. Fite, a citizen of Georgia, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 6th day of April, 1903. 

David C. Crowell, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant 
paymaster in the Navy from the 29th day of April, 1903. 

James A. Bull, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant pay 
master in the Navy from the 29th day of May, 1903. 

Frank T. Watrous, a citizen of Ohio, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 15th day of July, 1903. 

Arthur 8. Peters, a citizen of the District of Columbia, to be 
assistant paymaster in the Navy from the 15th day of July, 1903. 

Edwards 8. Stalnaker, a citizen of West Virginia, to be an as- 
sistant paymasier in the Navy from the 15th day of July, 1903. 

Chester G. Mayo, a citizen of Vermont, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 15th day of July, 1903. 

Clarence A. Holmes, a citizen of Texas, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 15th day of July, 1903. 

Jere Maupin, a citizen of Washington, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 15th day of July, 1903. 

Thomas H. Sanderson, a citizen of Wisconsin, to be an assistant 
paymaster in the Navy from the 15th day of July, 1903. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE Navy. 


Capt. George A. Converse, United States Navy, to be Chief of 
the Bureau of Equipment in the epee of the Navy with 
the rank of rear-admiral for a term of four years. 

Capt. Charles W. Rae, United States Navy, to be engineer in 
chief and Chief of the Bureau of Steam ee in the De- 
partment of the Navy with the rank of rear-admiral for a term of 
four years. 

Pay Director Henry T. B. Harris, United States Navy, to be pay- 
master-general and Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts 
in the Department of the Navy with the rank of rear-admiral for 
a term of four years. 

Naval Constructor Washington L. Capps, United States Navy, 
to be chief constructor and Chief of the Bureau of Construction 
and Repair in the aes of the Navy with the rank of rear- 
admiral for a term of four years. 

Assistant Naval Constructor William G. Du Bose to de an as- 
sistant naval constructor in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
from the ist day of July, 1903. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


NOVEMBER 16, 


Assistant Naval Constructor Ernest F. Eggert to be an assist- 
ant naval constructor in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
from the ist day of July, 1903. 

Assistant Naval Constructor Joseph W. Powell to be an assist- 
ant naval constructor in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
from the 1st day of July, 1903. 

Naval Constructor Albert W. Stahl to be a naval constructor 
in the Navy with the rank of captain from the ist day of No- 
vember, 1903, vice Naval Constructor Francis T. Bowles, resigned. 

Naval Constructor Robert Stocker to be a naval constructor in 
the Navy with the rank of commander from the Ist day of No- 
vember, 1903, vice Naval Constructor Albert W. Stahl, promoted. 

P. A. Surg. Eugene J. Grow to be a surgeon in the Navy from 
the 12th day of March, 1903. 

P. A. Surg. Alfred G. Grunwell to be a surgeon in the Navy 
from the 6th day of May, 1903. 

Asst. Surg. Charles N. Fiske to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy from the 15th day of May, 1903. 

Medical Inspector Manly H. Simons to be a medical director in 
the Navy from the 9th day of June, 1903. 

Medical Inspector John C. Boyd to be a medical director in the 
Navy from the 20th day of June, 1903. 

Surg. William R. Du Bose to be a medical inspector in the Navy 
from the 20th day of June, 1903. 

P. A. Paymaster Perry G. Kennard to be a ‘paymaster in the 
Navy from the 3d day of March, 1903. 

P. A. Paymaster George W. Reeves, jr., to be a paymaster in 
the Navy from the 16th day of June, 1903. 

Asst. Paymaster Frederick H. Lemly to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy from the 16th day of June, 1903. 

ieut. (Junior Grade) Henry C. Mustin to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 2ist day of March, 1903. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Pope Washington to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 27th day of March, 1903. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Roland I. Curtin to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 28th day of April, 1903. 

Lieut. (Junier Grade) Arthur Crenshaw to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1903. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Amon Bronson, jr., to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist a of July, 1903. 

Lieut. Spencer S. W: to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 18th day of July, 1903. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harry E. Yarnell to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 18th day of July, 1903. 

Capt. Charles D. Sigsbee to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from 
the 10th day of August, 1903. 

Capt. Colby M. Chester to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from 
the 10th day of August, 1903. 

Commander Seaton Schroeder to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 10th day of August, 1903. 

Commander Duncan Kennedy to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 10th day of August, 1903. 

Commander Richard Wainwright to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 10th day of August, 1903. 

Commander Jefferson F. Moser to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 10th day of August, 1908. 

Lieut. Commander George B. Ransom to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903. 

Lieut. Commander Edward J. Dorn to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903. 

Lieut. Commander Bernard O. Scott to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903. 

Lieut. Commander William C. Eaton to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903. 

Lieut. Commander Alfred B. Canaga to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903. 

Lieut. Guy W. Brown to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903. 

Lieut. William B. Fletcher to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903. 

Lieut. William H. Chambers ¢o be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903. 

Lieut. Marbury Johnston to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903. 

Lieut. Charles E. Rommell to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harlan P. Perrill, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) David E. Theleen to be a lieutenantin the 
Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Daniel S. Mahony to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Arthur J. Hepburn to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Needham L. Jones to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 10th day of August, 1903, 
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Lieut. (Junior Grade) Thomas C. Hart to be a lieutenant in William Norris. 


the Navy from the 16th day of August, 1903. Charles W. Fisher, jr. 
Capt. Charles J. Barclay to be a rear-admiral in the Navyfrom | John T. Burwell. 

the 11th day of September, 1903. Raymond 8. Keyes. 
Commander Franklin J. Drake to be a captain in the Navy | James L. Ackerson. 

from the 11th day of September, 1903. Adolphus Andrews. 

-- Lieut. Commander Abraham V. Zane to be acommander in the Frederick L. Oliver. 

Navy from the 11th day of September, 1903. Thomas R. Kurtz. 
Lieut. Edwin A. Anderson to be a lieutenant-commander in the Holden C. Richardson. 

Navy from the 11th day of September, 1903. Harold E. Cook. 
Lieut. Joseph L. Jayne to be a lieutenant-commander in the Merlyn G. Cook. 

Navy from the 11th day of September, 1903. John H. Walsh. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Alfred W. Pressey to be a lieutenant in Rufus S. Manley. 

the Navy from the 1ith day of September, 1903. John M. Enochs. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) William R. White, an additional num- John P. Jackson. 
ber in grade, to be a lieutenant in the Navy from the 11th day of Benyuard B. Wygant. 


September, 1903. Manley H. Simons. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) William H. Reynolds to be a lieutenant Roger Williams. 

in the Navy from the 11th day of September, 1903. William S. Pye. 
Commander Thomas C. McLean to be a captain inthe Navy | Charlies L. Bruff. 

from the 23d day of September, 1903. Arthur P. Fairfield. 
Lieut. Commander John R. Edwards to be a commander in the John C. Fremont, jr. 

Navy from the 23d of September, 1903. . Edward E. Spafford. 
Capt. Benjamin P. Lamberton to be a rear-admiral in the Navy Newman K. Perry. 

from the 11th day of October, 1903. John H. Furse. 
Capt. French E. Chadwick to be a rear-admiral in the Navy | Walter N. Vernon. 

from the 11th day of October, 1903. Edward C. Hamner, jr. 
Capt. Bowman H. McCalla to be a rear-admiral in the Navy | Frank R. McCrary. 

from the 11th day of October, 1903. Wallace Bertholf. 
Capt. William H. Whiting to be a rear-admiral in the Navy | Orie W. Fowler. 

from the 1ith day of October, 1903. Percy W. Foote. 
Commander William J. Barnette to be a captain in the Navy | George F. Neal. 

from the 1ith day of October, 1903. Theodore A. Kittinger. 
Commander Edwin K. Moore to be a captain in the Navy from | William H. Allen. 

the 11th day of October, 1903. Guy Whitlock. 

-- Lieut. Commander Stacy Potts to be a commander in the Navy | John Downes, jr. 

from the 11th day of October, 1903. Charles T. Hutchins, jr. 
Lieut. Commander Henry T. Cleaver to be a commanderinthe | Owen H. Oakley. 

Navy from the 11th day of October, 1903. John J. Hannigan. 
Lieut. Commander Cameron McR. Winslow to be a commander Jesse B. Gay. 

in the Navy from the 11th day of October, 1903. John J. Fitzpatrick. 
Lieut. Commander James P. S. Lawrance to beacommander| John V. Babcock. 

in the Navy from the 11th day of October, 1903. Rufus F. Zogbaum, jz. 
Lieut. William L. Howard to be a lieutenant-commander in the John M. Caffrey. 

Navy from the 11th day of October, 1903. Ernest A. Brooks. 
Lieut. Wiley R. M. Field to be a lieutenant-commani#ler in the Caspar. Goodrich. 

Navy from the 11th day of October, 1903. Ivan E. Bass. 
Lieut. John M. Poyer to be a lieutenant-commander in the | Burrell C. Allen. 

Navy from the 11th day of October, 1903. Lewis S. Cox, jr. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Leonard R. Sargent to be lieutenantin | John F. Green. 

the Navy from the 11th day of October, 1903. Frank McCommon. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Victor S. Heuston to be a lieutenant in Joseph L. Hileman. 

the Navy from the 11th day of October, 1903. George F. Blair. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Gilbert Chase to be lieutenant in the | Guy W. S. Castle. 


Navy from the 11th day of October, 1903. Garrard P. Nightingale. 
, <aneee ae necneee pete eesrenet commander ie theNavy | William W. Galbraith. 
rom the 26th day of October, 1903. ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY 
ene Naty coun the 90th day of October; 1908 to be lieutenant in aa on ete of one , to be envoy extraordinary and minis. 
; ; ’ 7 : . r plenipotentiary of the United States to the A i blic. 
he Mary toe the ath lay cf 1 a —> be a lieutenant in John B. J ackson, of New J weuny, lately Nae aeanagithenes 
Gunner Levin J. Wallace to be an ensign in the Navy from the and minister plenipotentiary to Greece, Roumania, and Servia, 


80th day of July, 1903 " be weer ee and minister plenipotentiary of the 
: : it ey nited States to Greece, Roumania, and Servia, and diplomatic 
davof valy 100 to be an ensign in the Navy from the 30th | agent in Buigaria. 


5 ; Stanford Newel, of Minnesota, lately envoy extraordinary and 
To be assistant naval constructors in the Navy from the 28th day | minister plenipotentiary to the Netherlands, to be envoy extraor- 


of July, 1908. : , imiste i iarv , i States 
Frank D. Hall. ’ dinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to the 


: Netherlands and Luxemburg. 
— P. aan Hamilton King, of Miehigan, lately minister resident and 
eorge d. Rad! ord. : consul-general to Siam, to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
To be passed assistant surgeons in the Navy from the 7th day of | plenipotentiary of the United States to Siam. 





snide aoe June, 1908. SECRETARIES OF EMBASSY. 
Edward M. Blackwell. Spencer F. Eddy, of Illinois, to be secretary of the embassy of 
George F. Freeman. the United States at St. Petersburg, Russia. 
James H. Payne, jr. Lewis Einstein, of New York, to be third secretary of the em- 
Charles H. DeLancy. bassy of the United States at Paris, France. 
Fred M. Bogan. SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 
To be ensigns in the Navy from the 7th day of June, 1903, _ Philip M. Brown, of Massachusetts, to be secretary of the lega- 
Clarence A. Conway. tion of the United States to Gantemala and Honduras. 
Ernest J. King. James G. Bailey, of Kentucky, to be secretary of the legation 
Isaac I. Yates. of the United States to Nicaragua, Costa Rica, and Salvador. 
Byron A. Long. John W. Garrett, of Maryland, lately secretary of the legation 
fred G. Howe. to the-Wetherlands, to be secretary of the legation of the United 


George C. Westervelt. States to the Netherlands and Luxemburg. 
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Peter Augustus Jay, of Rhode Island, to be secretary of the le- 
gation of the United States at Constantinople, Turkey. 

Stanton Sickles, of New York, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States at Brussels, Belgium. 

Robert Mason Winthrop, of Massachusetts, to be secretary of 
the legation of the United States at Madrid, Spain. 

SECOND SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 

Henry P. Fletcher, of Pennsylvania, to be second secretary of 
the legation of the United States at Peking, China. 

George L. Lorillard, of Rhode Island, to be second secretary of 
the legation of the United States at Habana, Cuba. 

Ulysses Grant Smith, of Pennsylvania, to be second secretary 
of the legation of the United States at Constantinople, Turkey. 

CHIEF JUSTICE SUPREME COURT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Harry M. Clabaugh, of Maryland, to be chief justice of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE SUPREME COURT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Jeter C. Pritchard, of North Carolina, to be associate justice of 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
John B. Vreeland, of New Jersey, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of New Jersey. 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSIONER. 
_Henry F. Greene, of Minnesota, to be a Civil Service Commis- 
sioner. 
DIRECTOR OF THE CENSUS, 

S. N. Dexter North, of Boston, Mass., to be Director of the 

Census in the Department of Commerce and Labor. 
CALIFORNIA DEBRIS COMMISSION. 

Capt. William W. Harts, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, for appointment as a member of the California Débris 
Commission, provided for by the act of Congress approved March 
1, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act to create the California Débris Commis- 
sion and regulate hydraulic mining in the State of California.”’ 

Lieut. Col. Thomas H. Handbury, Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army, for appointment as a member of the California Débris 
Commission, provided for by the act of Congress approved March 
1, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act to create the California Débris Com- 
mission and regulate hydraulic mining in the State of California.”’ 

MEMBERS OF DISTRICT BOARD OF CHARITIES, 

John Joy Edson, of the District of Columbia, to be a member 
of the board of charities of the District of Columbia for the term 
of three years from July 1, 1903. 

S. W. Woodward, of the District of Columbia, to be a member 
of the board of charities of the District of Columbia for the term 
of three years from July 1, 1903. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MonDAY, November 16, 1908. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, November 13, 1903, 
was read and approved. 
SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 
Hon. Edward B. Vreeland, Representative-elect from the Thirty- 
seventh district of New York, and Hon. Joseph E. Ransdell, Rep- 
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NOVEMBER 16, 


it will bring before the House for immediate consideration the 
bill reported by the Ways and Means Committee on Friday last, 
a bill to carry out the provisions of the treaty between the Re- 
public of Cuba and the United States. 

The resolution provides for general debate until 4 o’clock on 
Thursday, at which time the committee is to rise and report the 
bill to the House, and the vote is to be taken on the bill immedi- 
ately, without intervening motion or debate. The purpose of the 
resolution is to provide for general debate until 4 o’clock Thurs- 
day, unless it shall turn out in the meantime that gentlemen do 
not desire to speak. In that case the committee will rise and re- 
port the bill to the House upon the same conditions as if the 
debate had continued until 4 o’clock Thursday. 

The effect of the rule will be to cut off amendment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
a [Mr. WILLIAMs]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, this is perhaps 
one of the most drastic rules that has ever been introduced into 
the House of Representatives. I am not quarreling with the ma- 
jority members of the Committee on Rules because they have 
adopted it. A majority party is charged with responsibility not 
only for legislation, but for methods of procedure in reaching legis- 
lation. It takes that full responsibility before the country, and 
the country is the judge whether it has wisely or unwisely as- 
sumed the res ibility. This is a rule to bring onto the floor of 
the House of Representatives, in Committee of the Whole, with- 
out right of amendment from the very beginning, a very impor- 
tant measure—so important in the ju ent of the President of 
the United States that he convened an extraordinary session of the 
Congress of the United States to consider it. The rule expressly 
provides that noamendment can be offered; and, beingin Commit- 
tee of the Whole, the necessary incident is that no yea-and-nay vote 
can be had upon any proposition presenting itself after the rule has 
been adopted until the vote upon the billitselfistaken. Itshutsoff 
from the House all right to perfect the bill, all right to make it 
better, all right to go further in the direction in which the bill 
goes, all right to a halt upon the direction in which the bill 
goes, every right of every description that a parliamentary body 
ought to have. 

Now, the minority has wanted to offer an amendment to this 
bill, and I want to explain the character of that amendment, so 
as to show how unjust this bill is. 

By the way, Mr. Speaker, before I go any further I wish the 
Chair to inform me, please, when I have spoken ten minutes, as 
at the end of that time I wish to yield. 

The provision that we have wanted to offer to the bill is to strike 
out the double-barreled pledge contained in the proviso in article 
8 of the treaty and repeated in the bill itself verbatim et literatim. 
That double-barreled pledge is this: First, that this great country 
shall sit down and tie itself to a given prestated tariff schedule, 
so far as the island of Cuba is concerned, not to reduce it either 
by legislation or otherwise below the rate of duty agreed upon in 
this bill, and, so far assugars from other foreign countries, or from 
foreign countries other than Cuba, to pledge this Government 
during the continuance of this convention not to reduce the duties 
upon those sugars from the present Dingley tariff rate at all. 

Gentlemen, if the Republican party is prepared to go before the 


| American people, with their magnificent wealth of common sense 
| and common conscience, as the worshipers, the fetich worship- 


ers of fixed tariff schedules, that is its matter. If you think you 
can ‘* stand pat,’’ as has become the phrase, upon a given duty, and 
upon all duties, just simply because they happen to be now legis- 


resentative-elect from the Fifth district of Louisiana, appeared | 
at the bar of the House and took the oath of office. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


latively fixed, regardless of the wisdom or the unwisdom of them 
| regardless of the changed conditions of the country, regardless o 
| the fact that many American industries which a few years ago 
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By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. | Were struggling for the home market now have the foreign mar- 


Byrp, for ten days, on account of illness in his family, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following privi- 
leged report from the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution of the House 
numbered 17, have had the same under consideration, andask leave toreport 
in lieu thereof the following: 

“Resolved, That immediately on the adoption of this rule, and immediately 
after the reading of the Journal on each day thereafter until the bill herein- 
after mentioned shall have been disposed of, the House shall resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole. House on the state of the Union for consid- 
eration of the bill H. R. 1921, a bill to carry into effect a convention between 
the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the lith “ of Decem- 
ber, 1 that not later than 4 o’clock on November 19 general debate shall 
be cl in Committee of the Whole, and whenever general debate is closed 
the committee shall rise and report the bill to the House; and immediately 
the House shall vote without debate or intervening motion on the engross- 
ment and third reading and on the passage of the bill.” 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr, Speaker, just a ie word in explana- 
tion of the rule that has been read at the Clerk’sdesk. If adopted, 


ket, regardless of the fact that these industries are—many of 
them—charging more to the American consumer than to the for- 
eign consumer, that again, as a party, is your matter. But it is 
also somebody else’s matter. It isa matter forthe Supreme Court 
behind us both—the people of the United States—and we can safely 
make our appeal to that tribunal on a rehearing of the case, and 
they will not be deceived by all your ingenuity in explaining it. 
You are in power; you are charged with legislation, and amongst 
other things you are charged with tariff legislation. You stand 
here before the country telling the country that you are not will- 
ing to say that a single solitary schedule upon the bill in existence 
7 not a thing sacred, to be knelt to and worshiped until after the 
election. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Will the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi allow me to ask him a question? Does the gentleman from 
Mississippi not recognize in that provision anything that will be 
of benefit to our domestic sugar industry? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I am coming to 
that now. The Democratic party does recognize that the pend- 
ing bill is a Democratic measure in every principle. [Applause 
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on the Democratic side.] The Republican party, 1 
ing taught the sacredness of the schedules, after having once 
taught that a prohibitive tariff wall isa benefit to this country, 
comes here now with a bill with a concession of one-fifth, and in 
that concession made by the Republican party it stultifies itself 

recisely one-fifth. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The 
Trenppsontie proposition is that whenever you remove the tariff 
duties down to the competitive point or, approximately, to that 
point where the American manufacturer or producer is left a fair 

rofit, but without monopolistic power to work extortion on the 
ious consumer while the manufacturer sells cheaper abroad, you 
have reduced the burden upon the American consumer with gen- 
eral benefit to all. 

The Democratic party believes that when on any articles that go 
to Cuba or any other people on the surface of the earth you get 
an agreement to reduce the burdens to their consumers by reduc- 
ing the duties in their markets you have conferred a benefit upon 
their consumers and also on the American producer, because you 
enable the consumer in Cuba or elsewhere in any country enter- 
ing into these es relations to get the product at a cheaper 
price. That enables them to buy more of our product. That en- 
ables those there who have been buying it to buy more, and 
enables. those who have hitherto not been able to buy any to buy 
some, and that increases the volume of the consumption of Amer- 
ican products and benefits the American producer by enabling 
him to sell more goods at the old profit, and thus both parties to 
the trade are benefited. 

This bill rests, if it rests at all, upon the old-fashioned Adam 
Smith and the old-fashioned Walker tariff—the old-fashioned Dem- 
ocratic idea that the more untrammeled trade is, consistently with 
the necessities of the revenue for a Government conguacedll yand 
effectively administered and consistently also with a desire not 
ruthlessly and eeeraanety to revolutionize existing conditions by 
the destruction of honest, legitimate, and nonmonopolistic enter- 

rises, the better. So far as Cuba is concerned, and so far as the 

nited States are concerned in dealing with Cuba in this bill, that 
is the Democratic position, and you by taking it are stultifying 
your own usual position. 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield the balance of my time, or so much of 
it as he may need for the purpose of discussing the rule, to the 
gentleman from Missouri |Mr. Dz ARMoND]. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. As all know, Mr. Speaker, we are assem- 
bled here, 386 Members of the House and 90 Members of the Sen- 
ate, nearly 500 of the representatives—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mi — Will the gentleman from Mis- 
souri permit an interruption? ore I sat down, I said that I 
would read the amendment which we have offered because I want 
it to appear as part of my remarks. It is as follows: 


Strike from the bill the following language, beginning in line 15, page 2, 
and en in line 2, page 3: 

" i That while said convention is in foree no sugar imported from 
the Reger of Cuba, and being the product of the soi] or industry of the 
Republic of Cuba, shall be admi into the United States at a reduction of 
duty greater than 20 per cent of the rates of aay as provided by 
the tariff act of the United States approved July 2, 1897, and no sugar the 
promees of any other foreign country shall be admitted by treaty or conven- 

ion into the United States while this convention is in force at a lower rate of 
<% Lo that provided by the tariff act of the United States approved July 


And insert the following in lieu thereof: 

“That upon the making of said ment, and the issuance of said procla- 
mation, and while said agreement remain in force, there shall be levied. 
collec and pela. in lieu of the duties thereon now _prerieen by law, on a 
sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color and on all sugar which has gone 
oa hb a process of refining, imported into the United States, 1.825 cents per 

The amendment seeks to strike out that section and‘to substi- 
tute for it the identical amendment which the House passed at 
the last session, practically using the refiners’ differential and 
Cae of one of the evils inherent in the bill as it now stands. 

Mr. DE ARMOND, Mr. Speaker, this House of 386 Members 
and a Senate of 99 Members are assembled on the call of the 
President in extraordinary session, because, in the judgment of 
the President, an extraordinary matter is to be considered—legis- 
lation with reference to the treaty between thiscountry and Cuba. 
A great many of the President’s own party, friends believe there 
was neither occasion nor warrant for the calling of this extraor- 
dinary session. But here we are; and the question now before us 
in the House is whether we are here to meet the responsibilities 
and to discharge the duties of free, independent, untrammeled rep- 
resentatives of a free, independent, and untrammeled people, or 
whether we are here to be ged and tied, upon the very thresh- 
. If the rule which is submitted here and 
now pending before the House be adopted, the House will be pow- 

; a to or to defeat this bill just as 
the billis. Itis now, but for this rule it will continue to be 
within the power of the House to amend the bill, as in the jndg- 
ment of a majority it ought to be amended. With this 
adopted that power is taken from the House absolutely. The per- 
tinent question—the question of the hour—is, Shall we deprive 
ourselves of the right to amend or to consider amendments pro- 
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to this bill? Shall we, at the command of ‘‘ the powers that 

e,’’ yield our independent right and shirk our high duty of con- 

sidering this measure as measures ought to be considered in a 
body representative of American citizenship? 

Iam glad to be able to say, I am proud to be able to proclaim, 
that I believe there is not a solitary vote on this side of the House 
that will be cast for this rule; that not a solitary gentleman upon 
this side of the House present and able to vote will refrain from 
the exercise of that high duty and that great Democratic pleasure 
of voting against the adoption of the rule. 

But we are in the minority. We have not tho power to deter- 
mine the matter by defeating the rule, Whether it shall be 
adopted does not rest with us, but rests with the men upon the 
other side of the House, who profess independence and regard for 
their constituents. I shall make no hypocritical pretense that I 
am trying to care for those gentleman or that I shall mourn if, 
as a result of the vote upon this rule, a good many of them are 
left in the walks of private life and men of my own party shall 
come here to take their places. I shall not mourn if the people 
shall write upon their records that final decree which shall termi- 
nate their political lives because they have proved unfaithful, be- 
cause they have gone back upon their professions, and have re- 
versed their course with reference to this important matter as 
they here but a comparatively short time ago declared it to be. 

Do they wish that there shall arise in their own party opposi- 
tion to them when asking for renomination? Do they wish that 
if they are successful in gaining renomination they shall be met 
upon every stump of their districts by opponents of the other 
party who shall declare, by the record, ‘‘ This man has been un- 
faithful to his trust; this man has not carried into Congress that 
faith which upon the stump he proclaimed, though he pledged 
himself to do it?’’ 

Not very long ago a measure akin to this was before the House. 
It differed from this measure, however, in some important par- 
tieulars. As presented to the House, it provided for an arrange- 
ment with Cuba for reciprocal relations on much the basis of this, 
but with an important provision that as a preliminary to such 
relations, as the condition upon which they must depend—with- 
out the performance of which by Cuba, nothing would be done 
by us—there should be passed and enforced by the Cuban people 
labor and immigration laws as stringent and restrictive as our 
own. The measure before us to-day has no such provision, and 
no hint of any such provision. Face the laboring men of your 
districts, ye gentlemen who vote for this rule to deny the oppor- 
tunity of amendment—face the laboring men of your district, 
and say to them that deliberately, with your eyes open, under the 
lash of the party ‘‘ bosses,’’ you voted for establishing this rela- 
tion with Cuba, with no provision for the adoption by Cuba of 
such legislation as I have referred to; that you voted against 
allowing the opportunity to put into the bill any such amend- 
ment. Do you dare to doit? Iam not talking to youin the spirit 
of defiance. If you do this, do it with your eyes open. Do not 
pretend to your constituents, do not shame yourselves, do notin- 
sult your own intellects by the pretense that later on you voted 
against the bill. when you knew it would pass, though at the out- 
set you voted to make it impossible to put into the bill that wise 
provision. 

If we can amend the bill—if we can have amendments offered 
to it and considered—I propose, unless some other gentleman gets 
recognition for the purpose earlier, to offer an amendment to this 
bill to restore the provision to which I have referred; to restore 
it in the interest of the laboring men of this country, in pursuance 
of the policy of this Government, in harmony with our fixed pur- 
poses, as declared in legislation time and time again. 

Will you do it? Will you make it possible to do it? The real 
test is upon the adoption of the rule. Do not let any gentleman 
mistake that. This rule goes either as it is or as you may pretend 
you would like to have it. The man who votes for the adoption 
of this rule votes to exclude all possible amendments, including 
an amendment such as the provision contained in the other biil 
with reference to immigration—with reference to what might bo 
truly called “‘ pauper labor,’’ the labor of the Asiatic in Cuba. 
He votes against putting that provision into the bill if he votes 
for the adoption of this rule. 

When this measure, or the measure akin to it, was before the 
House at the last Congress, there was a good deal of talk about 
the sugar trust and about the differential duty upon sugar. An 
amendment was offered by the gentleman from Minnesota not 
now a Member of this House, but a Federal judge [Mr. Morris}, 
providing for taking off the differential duty on refined sugar— 
the sugar-trust duty—the duty put there and maintained there 
for the benefit and the sole benefit of the sugar trust. Enough 
of the gentlemen upon the other side of the House then—I don’t 
know how it will be now, although this vote will disclose—join- 
ing with the solid phalanx of Democracy upon this side, put that 
amendment into bill. The bill then, after being passed here, 
went over to the Senate. It passed here upon the 18th day of 
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April, 1902. It went to the Senate and died. Died! It was not 
fought out, it was not killed upon the floor, it was not presented 
to that body upon its merits, did not go down in the fierce contest 
of debate, but was strangled to death in the committee room. 
Why? Because the sugar trust was opposed to it, and because 
the sugar trust was powerful enough to defeat it. 

Do you claim, any of you, that you are opposed to the bill in any 
form in whichit may be put? Do youclaim that, amended or not 
amended, you are going to vote against it? Do you claim that 
you desire to defeat it? How can you have the best opportunity 
of defeating it? By putting upon it the amendment which will 
secure again, as it did before, the active, persistent, relentless hos- 
tility of the sugar trust and all its minions wherever they are 
found. If this bill can be killed at all, amending will kill it as 
it killed the other bill. I am going to vote forit. This side, in 
the main, will vote for it. We recognize, as stated by my col- 
league from ae {Mr. WILLIAMs], that it is legislation in 
the direction in which we would go toward unshackling the wheels 
of commerce, toward giving freer, better opportunity to the labor- 
ing man and the mechanic and the farmer and all the people of this 
country; because it tends to break down the power of the mighty 
trusts; because it tends to relieve the American people from op- 
pression and outrages which they have too long endured and 
which are fast becoming intolerable. 

Do you desire to defeat the bill? The way to save the chance 
to defeat it, the only possible chance to defeat it, is to defeat this 
rule and amend it. That is the only possible chance for the de- 
feat of this bill. Not asolitary gentleman on either side who has 
given any attention to the subject, not a well-informed man in 
the country but knows that, unamended as it is, the bill will 


because I know not whether again the sugar trust may be so 
persuasive, so all powerful as it was before. 

Does some one ask, Do you wish torisk the defeat of the bill? Aye, 
Ido wish torisk the defeat of the bill when the choice comes be- 
tween legislation for the sugar trust and legislation for the Ameri- 
can people. If the bill is to go through by purchase from the 
sugar trust, by subserviency to the minions of the sugar trust, 
then I for one say let it go down into defeat; let it be defeated a 
thousand times. Let it be defeated forever rather than legislate 
here, directly or indirectly, for the sugar trust. 

Some sixty Republicans in April, 1902, voted with the solid 
Democracy in this House to amend the other Cuban reciprocity 
bill, overrode theruling of the presiding officer, did that extraor- 
dinary thing which might be termed rebellion against the man- 
agement of the House, dared to assert their own individuality and 
their own representative manhood, dared to speak and to vote for 
their own constituents rather than surrender judgment and duty 
at the heck and the command of the powers that be in this House. 
They have fared tolerably well since. Their constituents seem to 
have been reasonably well pleased with them. Some forty-odd of 
them are present here in the House now, and a distinguished array 
itis. Let meread some of thenames. There are Messrs. BIsHop, 
BoweEksock, BURKETT, CALDERHEAD, CONNER, COOPER of Wis- 
consin, Cousins, CRUMPACKER, CUSHMAN, Dahle, DARRAGH, 
Davipson, Dayton, Escu, FoRDNEY, GARDNER of Michigan, 
GREENE of Massachusetts, HamimLTon, HAUGEN, HEPBURN, Hirt, 
HoLuipay, HuLi, Jones of Washington, Lacky, LAWRENCE, 
LITTLEFIELD, McCLEary of Minnesota, McLACHLAN, MANN, 
MILLER, Mupp, NEEDHAM, Powers of Massachusetts, Princr, 
Roserts, SmMiTH of Dlinois, SaMuEL W. SmiTH, WM. ALDEN 
SmiTtH, SOUTHARD, STEVENS of Minnesota, TAWNEY, THomas of 
Iowa, and WARNER. 

A goodly array! Andthere are three gentlemen upon this floor 
who voted against the amendment, who voted to sustain the Chair, 
and who were so utterly disgusted with the bill after the anti- 
sugar trust amendment had been put into it, after the sugar trust 
robbery had by virtue of that amendment been stricken out of it, 
that they voted against the bill thus amended. These three gen- 
tlemen are Messrs. GROSVENOR, HILDEBRANT, and METCALF, 

Now, gentlemen, there is the record made by these Republicans 
upon thisquestion. What are you going to do? I do not assume 
to advise you. I donot assume to try to take care of you, but I 
say to you in all frankness that if you join in upon the sugar- 
trust side, if you repudiate your record, if you eat up the tags 
that were put upon you, do not suppose that you can not be iden- 
tified. [Laughter.] According to the observation of most of us, 
the gentlemen who asserted their independence in the last Con- 
= carried their heads pretty high after theevent. They seemed 

be rather gratified with what they had done. They sniffed 
the air of freedom as though it were both strange and pleasant. 
[Laughter.] It is said that, with few exceptions, they are back 
upon the reservation. [Laughter.] 

It was remarked that nothing ought now to be said that might 
a their consciences. I inquired whether they-have come 

k to the reservation with their consciences or whether they 
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left them off. [Laughter.] Idonot know, butlet every man who 
voted for the restrictive immigration and labor laws before, let 
every man who voted before to put in the amendment which 
strikes off of sugar the robber duty that goes to the sugar trust 
let him understand that if he is back on the reservation and pro- 
poses now, mayhap for the sake of a good committee assign- 
ment—for this reason or that, I know not what and I care not 
what—to reverse himself and vote the other way, there will be 
somebody—a good many bodies—found in his own district and 
in his own party, and a great many of the other party, who will 
call attention to it and look after it. [Prolonged applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 
Here the hammer fell. 

r. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy only a very few 
minutes. I desire to give most of my time to my colleague on 
the committee, the gentleman from Ohio, General GROSVENOR. 

It is customary when a rule is brought into this House regu- 
lating procedure for the minority, whether that minority be a 
Republican or a Democratic minority, to complain against the 
drastic nature of the rule. Now, this isa Government by parties. 
The perty in the majority is responsible for legislation. The 
party in the majority ought, therefore, to be allowed, without criti- 
cism or comment, to choose its methods of legislation, only so 
that in the end it obtains the will of the majority. 

My friend from Mississippi [Mr. WILLiaMs] says that this is 
one of the most drastic rules that was ever brought into this 
House. I have so often repeated in this House what I am going 
to say now that it seems as thongh I might omit it altogether; 
and yet there are some gentlemen who are Members of the House 


| now who have not been Members of the House heretofore. Do 
become a law. Amended, I do not know what its fate would be, | 


you recollect, gentlemen upon the other side of the Chamber, when 
Mr. Crisp was Speaker of this House and Mr. William L. Wilson 
was the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means—do you 
recollect that your committee reported a bill which your President 
characterized as a measure of perfidy and dishonor; that you sent 
that bill to the Senate, where it was amended; that you protested 
time and again that you would never consent to the Senate amend- 
ments? That the Senate sent that bill to conference; that while it 
was in conference and the papers were in the hands of the Senate 
and not in the hands of the House you passed arule? Now, what 
did that rule provide? It provided that you should, by force, in 
violation of every principle of parliamentary law, bring that bill 
back into this House and with a very little debate swallow whole 
= oe amendments of the Senate? [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
Pennsylvania yield for a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is it not true that when that 
was done it was after that bill ica been debated for six months? 

Mr. DALZELL. There was no debate on a singleamendment— 
the amendments did not even have the chance to be read—in this 
House. [AP lause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But the gentleman will ex- 
cuse me a little further? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The bill had been debated 
here, and the amendments in the Senate, the two together, for 
six months. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why, the mother of the bill would not have 
recognized it if she had met it in the road. [Applause and 
laughter on the Republican side.] It was amended out of all its 
original shape. 

But that is not all. Let me tell you something more. 
that same régime this rule was reported and passed: 

Resolved, That at any time after the adoption of this resolution it shall be 
in order to mrccens for consideration, without reference to a committee, sep- 
arate bills placing upon the free list sugar in all its forms, coal, iron ore, and 
gerbes wire. Each of said bills when presented shall be considered in the 

0 . 

Not in Committee of the Whole! 

Thirty minutes’ debate— 

Think of it!— . 
shall be allowed on each bill, and at the end of such debate the previous 
question shall be considered as ordered thereon, and without delay or other 
motion the vote shall be taken. 
Applause on the Republican side. } 

‘he great sugar industry of this country, the great coal industry 
of this country, the great metal industry of this country were 
put upon the free list with fifteen minutes’ debate; and yet you 
gentlemen have the effrontery to rise here to-day and denounce 
as drastic this resolution. [Applause on the Republican side.] I 
commend = to a study of your own parliamentary history. 

Now, what outrage is there in refusing amendments to this 
bill? What is this bill? It is not independent tariff legislation. 
This is a bill to carry out a convention heretofore entered into by 
the President and the Senate with the Republic of Cuba. It isa 


Will the gentleman from 


Under 
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bill to carry out a national pledge, to stand by the national honor, 
and you gentlemen know that we must take that treaty as it is 
made or we must leave it. An amendment to this bill would 
necessitate a new convention between the Republic of Cuba and 
the United States. A ‘ 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Cnn : 

Mr.LIND. Under this bill would it not be competent to repeal 
the sugar differential without affecting the treaty at all? 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. 

Mr. LIND. Why not? 

Mr. DALZELL. Because it is not germane to this bill. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 


Mr. LIND. Suppose the House made it so. The House can | 


make anything germane that it chooses. But the explicit ques- 
tion that I wish to put to the gentleman is: Would it not be com- 
petent for Congress in this bill to repeal the sugar differential 
without affecting the treaty as now negotiated in the least? 

Mr. DALZELL. Ido not think so. But besides, even if that 
were so, the gentleman from Missouri has just told us that a re- 
peal of the differential would work the defeat of this bill. 

I was coming to the point of showing the hypocritical attitude 
of the Democracy as to this measure. They ciaim that they are 
all for it, and yet insist upon an opportunity to offer an amend- 
ment which if placed upon it, in the words of their own represent- 
ative, will work the defeat of the bill. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] There is such a thing, as you know, gentlemen, as 
‘** playing politics’’ from time to time. 

Now just a word with respect to the “‘roll of honor”’ that the 
gentleman read. To be fair, he ought to recognize the fact that 
those gentlemen whose names he read were acting upon a legis- 
lative proceeding affecting the tariff laws of the country, while 
this is a bill to carry into effect the provisions of a treaty already 
made. The difference is material. 

I shall not be induced to enter into any tariff discussion at this 
time. This is not a tariff measure, from my standpoint. Isay to 
the gentleman from Mississippi that so far as being worshipers 
of any schedules as a fetich is concerned, we recognize the fact 
that from time to time tariff schedules must be changed to meet 
the necessities of changed conditions, but we reserve to ourselves 
the right to say when that time has come when those changes 
shall S made. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty minutes remaining. 

Mr. DALZELL, Iyield that to my colleague on the committee, 
Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the direct, immediate ques- 
tion pending here is not a question of what this House may or 
might do upon an independent bill involving the points that 
have been suggested by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WILLIAMS] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dr ARMonp]. 
The question here is a question concrete in form and easily un- 
derstood by every Member of the House, and about which and 
the results growing out of which no man here is ignorant. It 
is a question, pure and simple, whether the House, asserting its 
power in cooperation with the Senate to control the details of a 
commercial treaty with a foreign power, is willing, under all the 
circumstances, to ratify or to consent and approve of the ratifica- 
tion of the commercial treaty made by the President and the Sen- 
ate. All a to sidetrack that issue and to affect that issue 
by threats of blacklisting and menaces against Members of this 
House because of any vote ne have taken on some parlia- 
mentary question in a former House will not turn aside the in- 
telligence of the American people from the real question here 
involved. 

The attitude of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMoND] 
is this, put in a simple form: Here is a matter that we are all in 
favor of. ‘‘ We Democrats,’’ says that gentleman, in effect, ‘‘ we 
want to pass this bill; we are in favor of it because it has some- 
thing of reciprocity in it, and furthermore, we want to pass it 
becanse it reduces the tariff, possibly, contingently upon certain 
products of a foreign country coming into this country. But we 
want to mutilate this bill so that no Republican can vote for it 
and maintain his position toward the protective principles of the 
party, and then we want to pass it afterwards. We wanttomake 
a Democratic child out of it, mutilated, disfi d, ruined in per- 
sonal appearance, and ruined in all its attributes, and then say, 
‘This is our child.’’’ Well, we do not want any of that sort of 
children to be born in this House of Representatives, and we are 
not going to consent to it. [Laughter on the Republican side. } 
The fatherhood of important measures involving politics will be 
lodged beyond controversy with the Republican party of the 
House of Representatives, and we to maintain the features 
of the child so that we shall not be ed of it, and so that no- 
body will undertake to swear it on to the Democratic side of the 
House. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 
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How did this question come here? The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. WILLIAMs] is not quite ingenuous when he says that 
it is a question that ought to have a great deal uf time and be 
considered by the amending processes of the House of Represent- 
atives in the Committee of the Whole. This question has been 
discussed, was discussed more or less, during the whole of the- 
Fifty-seventh Congress. We know every argument to-day that 
will be made to-morrow and the ensuing days. There is not a 
single germane argument but that Members on this side and that 
side can repeat as fluently and as easily as they can any of the 
simple chapters in the simple primers of their childhood. We 


| know all about it. We have discussed the effect that this treaty 


may possibly have upon some of the productions of this country. 
We differ about it somewhat; some of us think we are deviating 
from the great leading idea of protection to all the industries of 
the United States. Others of us, and I am one of these, believe 
that if we had passed this bill when it was interfered with by an 
unfriendly amendment we should long ago practically have for- 
gotten that there was such a question, and no effect unfavorable 
to any production of the United States would have been realized. 
But the question has come again, and the President has wisely 
brought before Congress at an extraordinary session this question 
of ratifying this treaty. 

Are we now, for the mere purpose of standing by some former 
record, by repeating these oft-repeated attacks on the sugar trust, 
to defeat this treaty? That is all there is of it. Would the gen- 
tleman from Missouri be willing to take the responsibility, under 
all the circumstances, of defeating the ratification of this treaty 
and the closing out of these questions between the United States 
and Cuba? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Does the gentleman from Ohio wish an 
answer? If he wishes an answer, I will say yes, with the other 
alternative of voting for the sugar trust to get it through. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I believe the gentleman from Missouri 
was present in the House of Representatives at the time of the 
famous 600 amendments, one of the most important of which was 
tacked on and written by or for the sugar trust, as we havealways 
been told, and without any debate he shut hiseyes and swallowed 
that amendment. [Laughter on the Republican side. } 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the 
gentleman one question in connection with the question which 
he asked the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If it be true that putting upon 
this bill an amendment to strike down the differential, and thereby 
decrease to some extent the power of the sugar trust to extort 
upon the consumer and dictate to American commerce, would de- 
feat the bill, would it not defeat it ina Republican Senate and by 
the action of that Republican Senate? [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The trouble with the gentleman is that 
he and I differ wholly upon the effect of the repeal of the differ- 
ential. In my opinion no more unwise assault was ever made 
upon the principle of protection in this country than the repeal of 
the differential duty on refined sugar. I believe that the Cuban 
reciprocity provision of the treaty will be innocuous so far as re- 
gards any injury to the sugar trust of the country; but I know, 
as the gentleman from Mississippi knows, and as the gentleman 
from Missouri has clearly admitted by talking about the inter- 
ests of the laboring men in the purchase of sugar, that if you take 
away the protection we have to-day against the refined sugar of 
Germany and France and kindred producers, which amounts to 
nearly two-thirds of the amount of sugar produced in the world, 
you have destroyed the last vestige of’ power of the sugar pro- 
ducers of the United States, for the refined sugar of those coun- 
tries would come into this country at a lower rate in the market 
than the present price of crude sugar, as I believe. So Iam not 
terrified by any argument of that character. 

What Iam aiming at is this: The gentleman from Missouri 
says that he is willing to defeat this treaty. I can understand 
that, Mr. Speaker, perfectly well. The gentleman and his party 


| owe nothing to the promise, and the attempt to fulfill that prom- 


ise, implied, if not expressed, made by the Administration in this 
country. Iam willing to take upon myself the burden of stating 
that no duty was ever more seriously incumbent upon the Presi- 
dent of the United States than was made incumbent upon the 
present President of the United States by the action of his prede- 
cessor and by the concurrent history of the period in which this 
question grew up. The duty devolved upon him to try to carry 
into effect the treaty which we are to vote upon next Thursday. 
Bravely and truly he has discharged the great duty of his office; 
and I am here to defend him and his Administration and those 
who have stood by him here and in the other legislative branch 
of the Government against any assault that may be made tpon 
them in this behalf during the progress of this debate. 

Let us see. When this rule is adopted, as I trust it will be, the 
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gentlemen on the other side will proceed to assail the Adminis- 
tration; they will p to this treaty. And yet when 
the crucial hour comes, the gentleman from Missouri and the 
gentleman from Mississippi tell us, they will, practically in solid 
phalanx, vote for the bill, thereby indorsing the Administration; 
and every attempt here to tangle up the machinery that is run- 
ning in the right direction is an attempt to impede the Adminis- 
tration in the discharge of its plain duty. 

Some gentleman on the other side whom I did not recognize 
asked my colleague whether it would not be a valid law if the 
House of Representatives should put upon the bill the repeal of 
the differential and send it to the Senate. I do not think so, Mr. 
Speaker. The subject-matter of this bill is not the repeal of any 
item of the schedules of the tariff bill. The subject-matter of this 
bill is the approval of the House and the Senate acting conjointly 
of the treaty under consideration—not the repeal of some other 
law, but the establishment of this treaty upon a permanent foot- 
ing. I do not believe, therefore, that such an enactment as has 
been spoken of would have the slightest valid effect. But sup- 
pose that it would. Now come the gentlemen on the other side 
who say they want this treaty ratified, and then comes the pro 
sition to put upon this bill a provision that would defeat the treaty. 
They would defeat the treaty in order to do—what? To defeat 
the very thing they say they want, the very thing that they are 
going to vote for, the very thing (and I speak_respectfully, with- 
out any menace) that they dare not vote against. And yet they 
would make it inoperative and void and valueless simply to “‘ play 
politics ’’ in the face of the American people. 

Gentlemen on the other side, when the proper time comes it 
may be possible that we shall point out to you some of the other 
political ‘‘plays’’ that you have made, and one other which I 
imagine you will bring upon the boards in that stately procession 
of the grand entrée of a new question that you will speak upon 
and break your necks upon, if you have an opportunity. [Laugh- 
ter on the Republican side. } 

It is said that gentlemen on this side who voted to override the 
judgment of the Chair when this question was up before will be 
put in a very awkward position when the black list of the gentle- 
man from Missouri is read. Well, now, let us see. Those gen- 
tlemen voted in the first place to overrule the Chair; and then 
every Democrat in the House voted to put on the bill the repeal 
of the differential. It was simply the purpose of a certain num- 
ber of gentlemen on this side of the House, acting under their 
responsibility as Members of the House, to defeat a bill to which 
they were opposed fully and upon principle as they understood it. 
And they took all the various roads to the result. They over- 
ruled the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House. 

We do not propose on this particular occasion to permit such a 
question as that to be raised, if we can possibly help it, and there 
is not a parliamentarian on the other side of the House who does 
not know that the amendment suggested by the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. W1LL1AMs] is not germane ‘to this bill. There- 
fore, Mr. Speaker, without consuming any more time, I a that 
the Members of this House upon this side of the House and the gen- 
tlemen of this House on the other side who really desire the pas- 
sage of this bill and the elimination from further consideration 
of all that there is in this vexed question will vote now to adopt 
no rule, which no man doubts is absolutely legitimate and 

air. 

What was the alternative? Why, if this provision against 
amendments had not been embodied in this resolution, then will 
come the same old question, and I undertake to say that there is 
not one gentleman on this side of the House, nor do I believe 
there are many on that side of the House, who would have held that 
the vote to override the opinion of the Chair upon a bill such as 
we have here is an authority which would have justified their 
voting in the same direction upon a mere approval of a treaty 
duly entered into by the Executive and the Senate and confining 
itself to the particular items of the treaty itself. I think that 
it is easy to differentiate the two questions. I think the dis- 
tinguishing marks of the two questions are wide apart and that 
there is no inconsistency in voting upon that question that it was 
legitimate and fair and just to amend that bill, while an attempt 
to destroy this procedure and defeat this committee by a similar 
attempt would ae a different footing and be totally and 
utterly without ent in parliamentary proceedings. Mr. 
Speaker, I hope that we shall stand together and bring straight 
before this Houseand before our Democratic friends on the other 
side and before the country the great, the real question. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 


_Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous ques- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves the 
previous question on the adoption of the rule. 

Mr. W. of Pee Mr. Speaker, on that question 
I think we may as well have the yeas and nays, to save time. 

The question was taken; and the yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The vote being taken, there were—yeas 184, nays 160, answered 
“present ’’ 3, not voting 38, as follows: 
YEAS—1is4. 


Adams, Pa. 
Adams, Wis. 
Alexander, 
Allen, 


Brownlow, 
Buckman 


Burke, 8. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, Pa. 
Calderhead, 
Campbell, 
Capron, 
Cassel, 
Conner, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Curtis 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Davidson, 
Davis, Minn. 
Dayton, 
Deemer, 
Dick, 

Dixon, 
Douglas, 


Adamson, 
Aiken, 
Baker, 
Ball, 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Bassett, 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Cal. 
Benny, 
Benton, 
Bowers, 
Bowie, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale 
Broussa: 
Burgess, 
Burnett, 
Butler, Mo. 
Caldwell, 


y 
Dickerman, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Emerich, 
Field, 
Fitzpatrick, 

tzpa 
Flood, 


Boutell, 


Acheson, 
Badger, 
Brundidge 
run 
Burk, Pa. 7 
Burleson, 


| Byrd, 


Cooper, Pa. 
Cushman, 
Darragh, 


Dovener, 
Draper, 
Dresser, 
Driscoll 
Brigha 
Ww! 
Esch, 


Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Cal. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goebel, 

Graff, 

Greene, 
Grosvenor, 
Hamilton, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hildebrant, 
Hill, Conn. 
Hin 


uff, 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Humphrey, Wash. 
Jackson, 


Jenkins, 
Jones, Wash. 


Kennedy, 
Ketcham, 
Kinkaid, 
Knapp, 
Knopf, 
Kyle, 
Lacey, 
Lafean, 
Landis, Chas. B. 
Landis, Frederick 
Lanning, 
Lawrence, 
Lilley, 
Littauer, 
Littlefield 
Longworth, 
Lorimer, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
McCall, 
McCarthy, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McCreary, Pa. 
McLachlan, 
Mann, 
Marsh, 
Marshall, 
Martin 
Metcalf, 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
qocn. Pa. 

organ, 
Morrell, 
Murdock, 
Needham, 
Olmsted, 

ms' 
Otis, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Pa. 
Payne, 
Perkins, 


NAYS—160, 


Fordne 
Foster, Ml. 
Gaines, Tenn. 


Howell, Pa. 
Hughes, N.J. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Hunt, 
James, 
Johnson. 
Jones, Va. 
Kehoe, 
Kline, 
Kluttz, 
Lamar, Fla. 
a Mo. 
gare, 
Lester, 
Lever, 
Lewis, 


Lind, 
Little, 
om. 
ivingston, 
Lloyd 
Loud 
packing. 
cAndrews, 
McClellan, 
McDermott, 
om. 
cMorran, 
McNary, 
Macon, 
Maddox, 
Mahoney, 
Meyer 
Miers, Ind. 
Moon, Tenn. 


fatberecn. N.C. 
Patterson Tenn. 
Pierce, 

Pou, 


Pujo, 
Raine 
Randell, Tex. 


Ransdell, La. 
Reid, 


Rhea, 
Richardson, Ala. 


ANSWERED “PRESENT "—3. 


Lamb, 


Mahon. 


NOT VOTING—338. 


Davis, Fla. 
Fitzgerald, 
Fowler, 


Kitchin, Claude 

ream Wm. W. 
ndsay 

Ma a, 

Mudd, 

Nevin, 

Palmer, 


P 
Rider, 
Ruppert, 


Porter, 
Powers, Me. 
Powers, Masa. 
Prince, 
Reeder, 
Roberts, 
Rodenberg, 
Scott, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Skiles, 
Slemp, 
Smith, Ml. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Pa. 
Snapp, 
Southard 
Southwick, 
Spalding, 
Sperry, 
Stafford, 
Steenerson, 
Sterling, 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sulloway, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 
Townsend, 
Van Voorhis, 
Volstead 


Vreeland, 

we 
anger, 

Warner, 


ll, 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, Tex. 
Snook, 
— 
parkman, 
Epight, 
Stanley, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sullivan, Mass. 
Sullivan, N.Y, 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Talbott, 
Tate, 

Taylor, 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N.C, 


Williams, Ml. 
Williams, Miss, 
Wynn, 

Zenor. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 
The Clerk called the Speaker, and he voted in the affirmative. 


So the 
Mr 


vious question was ordered. 
UTELL. Mr. Speaker, I have a permanent pair with 


the gentleman from — Mr. Griaa@s, who is at home on ac- 


count of illness in his f: a 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the 


. Itherefore desire to change my vote. 
gentleman. 
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The Clerk called the name of Mr. BouTELL, and he voted 
** present.’ 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Speal 
Mr. Byrp, is at home because of sickness in his f 
ent, he would vote ‘‘ no.”’ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Nevin, 


Mr. Speaker, my colleague, 
y. If pres- 


is confined to his house by illness. That is the reason why he is 


not present. 
The SPEAKER. These various statements are not in order. 
It is by unanimous consent that they have been e. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Boure.. with Mr. Griaas. 
For one week: 
Mr. Mopp with Mr. WiLu1aM W. Kircuin, 
Until Saturday next: 
Mr. Burk of Pennsylvania with Mr. Byrp., 
Until Monday next: 
Mr. WapsworRTH with Mr. Lams. 
For this day: 
. Cooper of Pennsylvania with Mr. BURLESON, 
. PEARRE with Mr. WILEY of Alabama. 
. Sarras with Mr. Linpsay. 
. PALMER with Mr. WEISSE. 
. ACHESON with Mr. RupPert. 
. MAHON with Mr. Houston. 
. BINGHAM with Mr. Hearst. 
. CUSHMAN with Mr. Bapaer. 
Mr. Huu with Mr. Maynarp. 
Mr. NEVIN with Mr. Van Duzer. 
Mr. Smiru of New York with Mr. FirzGrrap. 
Mr. Jackson of Maryland with Mr. CLaupg Kircuin. 
On this vote: : 
Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I wish to withdraw my vote. Iam | 
paired with the gentleman from New York, Mr. Wapsworrtu. 
The Clerk called the name of Mr. Lamp, and he voted “‘ present.”’ 
Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, did the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. WANGER, vote? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER] did vote. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
: The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the reso- | 
ution. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, in order to save 
time we might just as well have the yeas and nays on that now. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi demands the | 
yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken on agreeing to the resolution; and there 
ps ga 181, nays 159, answered ‘* present ’’ 4, not voting 41, as | 
ollows: 





YEAS—181. 
Adams, Pa. Dresser, Kinkaid, Powers, Mass. 
Adams, Wis. Driscoll Knapp, Prince, 
Alexander, Dunwell, Knopf, Reeder, 
Allen, Dwight, Kyle, Roberts, 
Ames, h, Lacey, Rodenberg, 
beoc Evans, Lafean, Scott, 

Bartholdt, Flack, Landis, Chas. Sherman, 

F Landis, Frederick Sibley, 

e, Foster, Vt. Lanning, Skiles, 
Beidler mech, Lawrence, Slemp, 
Birdsall, Fuller, Lilley, Smith, ml. 
Bishop, Gaines, W. Va. ittauer, Smith, Iowa 
Bowersock, Gardner, Mass. Littlefield Smith, Samuel W. | 

ey, Gardner, Mich orth, Smith, Pa. 
Brandegee, Gardner, N. J. Lorimer Snapp, 

ick, Gibson Loudenslager, Southard 
Brown, Pa Gillet, N. Y. vering, Southwick, 

wn Gillett, Cal. McCall, Spalding, 
Brownlow, Gillett, McCarthy, ererry 

kman, Goebel, McCleary, Minn. Stafford, 
Burke, S. Dak Graff, McCreary, Steenerson, 
Burkett, Greene, McLac Sterling, 
Burleigh, Grosvenor, Mann, Stevens, Minn, 

rton Hamilton, M \ Sulloway, 

Butler, Pa Haskins, Marshall, Tawney, 
Calderhead, Haugen, Martin Thomas, Iowa 

pbe Hedge, Metcalf, Tirrell, 
Capron, Hemenway, Miller, Townsend, 
Cassel, Henry, Conn. Minor, Van Voorhis, 
Conner, Hepburn, Mondell, Volstead, 
Cooper, Wis. Hermann, Moon, Pa. Vreeland, 
Cousins, Hildebrant, Morgan, Wachter, 
Cromer, ill, Conn. Morrell. Wanger, 
Crumpacker, Hinshaw, Murdock, Warner. 
Currier, Hitt. Needham, Warnock, 
oar Holliday, Norris, Watson, 
Dalzell, Howell, Olmsted, Weems, 
Daniels, Howell, Utah Otis, Wiley, N.J. 
Davidson, Huff, Otje ill n, 
Davis, Minn Hughes, W.Va Gverebrest, Woodyard, 
Deemer, Humphrey, Wash. Parker, right, 
Dick, Jackson, Patterson, Pa. Founs. 
Dixon, Jenki Payne, The Speaker. 

Jones, Wash. Perkins, 

Dovener, ennedy, 5 
Draper, Ketcham, Powers, Me 


NAYS— 159, 
Adamson, Flood, Lewis, Scarborough, 
Aiken, pee, Lind, Scudder, 
Baker, Foster, Il. Little, Shackleford, 
ll, Gaines, Tenn. Livernash, Shafroth, 
Bankhead, Garber, Lloyd, Sheppard, 
Bartlett, Garner, Loud, Sherley ' 
tt. Gilbert, Lucking, Shober, 
Beall, Tex. Gillespie, McAndrews, Shull, 
Bell, Cal. G McClellan, Sims, 
nny, Goldfogle, McDermott, Slayden, 
Benton, Gooch, cLain, Small, 
Bowers, Granger, MeMorran, Smith, Ky. 
Bowie, Gregg McNary, Smith, Tex. 
Brantley, Gri th, Macon, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Breazeale, Gudger, Maddox, Snook, 
rooks, Hamlin, Mahoney Southail, 
Broussard, Hardwick, Miers, Ind. Sparkman, 
Burgess, Harrison, Moon, Tenn. Spight, 
Burnett, ay, Padgett, Stanley, 
Butler, Mo. Henry, Tex. 2, Stephens, Tex. 
Caldwell, Hill, Miss. Patterson, N.C. Sullivan, Mass. 
Candler, Hitchcock, Patterson,Tenn. Sullivan, N. Y. 
Cassingham, Hogs, Pierce, Sulzer, 
Clark, Hopkins, Pou, Swanson, 
Clayton, Howard, Pujo, Talbott, 
Cochran, Howell, Pa. Rainey, Tate, 
Cooper, Tex Hughes, N.J. Randell, Tex. Taylor, 
Cowherd, Humphreys, Miss. Ransdell, La. Thayer, 
Croft, Hunt, Reid, Thomas, N.C. 
Crowley, James, Rhea, Thompson, 
Davey, La. Johnson, Richardson, Ala. Trimble, 
De Armond, Jones, Va. Richardson, Tenn. Underwood, 
nny, Kehoe, Rixey, Vandiver, 
Dickerman, Kline, Robb, Wade, 
Dinsmore, Kluttz, Robertson, La. Wallace, 
Dougherty, Lamar, Fla. Robinson, Ark. Webb, 
Emerich, Lamar, Mo. Robinson, Ind. Williams, Miss. 
Field, Legare, Rucker, Wynn, 
Finley, Lester, Ruseell, Zenor. 
Fitzpatrick, Lever, Ryan, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—4. 
Boutell, Dayton, Lamb, Mahon. 
NOT VOTING—41. 
Acheson, Fitzgerald, Lindsay, Smith, N. Y. 
Badger, Fowler, Livingston, Van Duzer, 
Bingham, Goulden, Maynard, Wadsworth, 
Brundidge, Griggs, Meyer, La. Weisse, 
Burk, Pa. Hearst, Mudd, Wiley, Ala. 
Burleson, Houston, Nevin, Williams, IL. 
Byrd, Hull, Palmer, Wilson, Il. 
| Cooper, Pa. Jackson, Md Pearre, Wilson, N. Y. 
Cushman, Keliher, Rider, 
Darragh, Kitchin, Claude Ruppert, 
| Davis, Fla. Kitchin,Wm.W. Shiras, 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire if the gentle- 
man from Louisiana {Mr. MEYER] is recorded as voting? 

The SPEAKER. e is not recorded. 

Mr. DAYTON. Ivoted ‘“‘yea.’’ I haveageneral pair with the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Meyer], and desire to withdraw 
my vote and vote ** present.”’ 

The name of Mr. DayToN was called, and he voted ‘* present.”’ 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Dayton with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Wison of Illinois with Mr. GouLpDEN. 

Mr. Jackson of Ohio with Mr. Livineston. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. BARNzgs, one of his secre- 


| taries, 


CUBA. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit 
to the House a request for unanimous consent. I ask unanimous 
consent that the rule just adopted be amended thus far: That 
there be given a yea-and-nay vote upon an amendment proposed 
to be offered by the minority, with twenty minutes’ discussion on 
aside on the amendment, and that then there be taken directly after 
that, by unanimous consent, the vote upon the pending bili. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, after the announcement made by 
the other side that the adoption of that amendment means the 
killing of the bill, Iam under the painful necessity of making 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. There is objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I shal! not endeavor to debate 
the question of unanimous consent, but 1 am satisfied the yentle- 
man from New York does not wish to make an erroneous statement. 

The SPEAKER. Nevertheless it amounts to an objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask to correct 
an erroneous statement made by the gentleman. No such state- 
ment as that has been made. It has been suggested that possibly 
“ I Senate might kill it if it hurt the sugar trust, 
no else. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. There is a message from the 
President, and if there be no objection it will be laid before the 
House at this time. The Chair hears no objection, 
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PANAMA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President; which was read and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 


In response to a resolution of the House of Representatives of November 
9, 1203, requesting the President “tc communicate to the House, if not, in his 
judgment, incompatible with the interests of the public service, all corre- 
spondence and other official documents relating to the recent revolution on 
the Isthmus of Panama,” I transmit herewith copies of the papers called for. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
WHITE Hovse, 
Washington, November 16, 1903. 


CUBA, 


The SPEAKER. In accordance with the terms of the order just 
adopted, the House is in Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill mentioned in 
the order, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHerMaAn] will 
take the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union under the rule just adopted by the 
House, which the Clerk will again report, for the consideration 
of the bill the title of which the Clerk will report after reading 
the order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution of the 
House No. 17, have had the same under consideration, and ask leave to 
report in lieu thereof the following: 

** Resolved, That immediately on the adoption of this rule, and immediately 
after the reading of the Journal on each day thereafter until the bill herein- 
after mentioned shall have been disposed of, the House shall resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for considera- 
tion of the bill H. R. 1921, ‘A bill to carry into effect a convention between 
the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the llth day of De- 
cember, 1902;' that not later n4o’clock on November 19 general debate 
shall be closed in Committee of the Whole, and whenever general debate is 
closed the committee shall rise and report the bill to the House; and immedi- 
ately the House shall vote without debate or intervening motion on the en- 
grossment and third reading and on the passage of the bill.” 


The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. BR. 1921) to carry into effect a convention between the United States 
one the Republic of Cuba, signed on the llth day of December, in the year 


Be it enacted, etc., Trat whenever the President of the United States shall 
receive satisfactory evidence that the Republic of Cuba has made provision 
to give full effect to the articlesof the convention between the United States 
and the papules of Cuba, a on the lith day of December, in the year 
1902, he is hereby authorized to issue his proclamation declaring that he 
has received such evidence, and thereupon on the tenth day after exchange 
of ratifications of such convention between the United Statesand the Repu 
lic of Cuba, and so long as the said convention shall remain in force, all arti- 
cles of merchandise being the product of the soil or ae the Republic 
of Cuba which are now imported into the United States of duty shall 
continue to be so admitted free of duty, and all other articles of merchandise 
being the product of the soil or ind 7 of the Republic of Cuba imported 
into the United States shall be admi at a reduction of 20 per cent of the 
rates of duty thereon, as provided by the tariff act of the United States ap- 
proved July 24, 1897, or as may be provided by any tariff law of the United 
States subsequently enacted. The rates of duty herein ted by the 
United States to the Republic of Cuba are and shall continue during the term 
of said convention preferential in respect to all like imports from other coun- 
tries: Provided, That while said convention is in force no sugar imported 
from the Republic of Cuba, and being the product of the soil or industry of 
the Republic of Cuba, shall be admitted into the United States ata reduction 
of duty greater than 20 per cent of the rates of duty thereon, as provided by 
the tariff act of the United States approved July 24, 1897, and no sugar the 
product of any other foreign comnisy Gat be admitted by treaty or conven- 
tion into the United States while this convention is in force at a lower rate 
of duty than that provided by the tariff act of the United States approved 
July 24, 1897: And provided further, That nothing herein contained shall be 
held or construed as an admission on the part of the House of Representa- 
tives that customs duties can be changed otherwise than by an act of Con- 
gress originating in said House. : 

Sxc. 2. That so long as said convention shall remain in force the laws and 
regulations adopted or that may be ad by the United States to protect 
the revenues and prevent fraud in the declarations and proofs that the arti- 
cles of merchand‘se to which said convention may apply are the product or 
manufacture of the Republic of Cuba shail not impose any additional charge 
or fees therefor on the articles imported, neting the consular fees estab- 
lished, or which may be established, by the United States for issuing ship- 
ping documents, which fees shall not er than those on the 
shipments of similar merchandise from any other nation whatsoever; that 
articles of the Republic of Cuba shall receive, on their importation into the 

orts of the United States, treatment equal to that which similar articles of 

e United States shall receive on their importation into the re 
public of Cuba; that any tax or charge that may be im the national 
or local authorities of the United States upon the articles of merchandise of 
the Republic of Cuba embraced in the provisions of said convention subse- 
oo to importation and prior to their entering into consumption into the 

Jnited States shall be imposed and co! thout discrimination upon 
like articles whencesoever imported. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like the attention of the 
gentleman from Mississippi. I would like to knowif he desires 
to make an ae with reference to the division of the time. 

Mr. WILLIAMSof Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the 
gentleman from New York to make a statement of the virtual 
agreement which we entered into. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, in the committee the gentleman 
made the suggestion that the debate close on Thursday at 4 
o'clock, substantially as provided in the rule, and also expressed 
the desire that the time should be controlled by the gentleman 
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from Mississippi and myself, each controlling half of the time, 
| If that is agreeable to him, I make the request here for unanimous 
consent. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is agreeable to me. 
Mr. PAYNE (continuing). Although I do not covet the job 
of dividing the time; but I will make the request in conformity 
| with the agreement made in the committee. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. It was understood that two 
hours of the time would be reserved for me. 

Mr. PAYNE. It comes out of the time of the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It was understood that I 
would yield two hours of my time for the use of the gentleman 
from Louisiana, for the use of those Members upon this side of 
the Chamber who were opposed to the measure. So that two 
“yo my time will be at the disposal of the gentleman from 

ouislana. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the time between now and 4 o’clock on Thurs- 
day afternoon be equally divided between the two sides of the 
House, that the time upon the Republican side be controlled by 
the gentleman from New York, and that upon the Democratic 
side by the gentleman from Mississippi. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the question of reciprocity with 
Cuba came before the country some three years ago. It was, as 
is well known, in accordance with the desires and designs of the 
late President McKinley that relations of this kind should be 
entered into between the United States and the infant Republic. 
Two years ago the President of the United States, in his message, 
laid the matter before Congress, and in pursuance of that recom- 
mendation a bill was introduced in the House, where revenue 
legislation under the Constitution properly commences, was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and finally 
reported to the House and considered; after a long debate an 
amendment was offered on this sideoftheChamber. It wasstated 
openly in the House that that amendment was offered for the 
express purpose of killing the bill. That was the frank and open 
statement of gentlemen upon this side of the House and what was 
to be expected of gentlemen on this side of the Chamber. On the 
other side of the House we were told, as we are told to-day, that 
they were in favor of the treaty; that, figuratively speaking, they 
were crying for the treaty and desired to have it assed, and still 
they were for this amendment, which they believed then and 
which they state to-day will kill the bill and kill the proposition 
that came before the House. 

But the agitation did not stop. The people of the country have 
been discussing it, the newspapers have discussed it, and the peo- 
ple of the country have become impressed with the position that 
was taken by the President of the United States two years ago 
and by the majority of the House—that the time had come for re- 
ciprocal trade relations with Cuba. Various arguments were 
brought forward. It was stated that we owed it to Cuba; that it 
was an obligation imposed uponus. At that time, Mr. Chairman, 
I stated to the House that I saw no other obligations on the part 
of this country to Cuba than that which a guardian had toward 
his ward; that we had administered the estate properly, justly, 
honestly, and honorably; that we had turned over the whole es- 
tate to our ward, and still we owed the ward that which every 
high-minded guardian feels incumbent upon him to do for his 
ward in every walk in life, and that is to see to it that the ward 
is started out on the right path; to see to it that the Republic of 
Cuba in taking her place among the nations of the earth is started 
out on the right path, and not only with the blessing, but the 
substantial benediction of the people of the United States. 

Our relations with Cuba were peculiar. We had entered upon 
a war unheard of in history—a war for a sentimental reason. 
The people lying at our very doors were oppressed with taxation 
and downtrodden, and had been oppressed for centuries, and we 
thought it our duty as a people to come to their rescue. We 
spent our blood and our treasure to free them from the bonds of 
Spain, and a close relationship had grown up between us. An 
| interest had grown up in the minds of the people of the United 

States, and it seemed to us that it was incumbent upon us asa 
great nation, out of our wealth, out of our surplus in the Treas- 
ury, out of our overflowing taxation which greatly exceeded our 
expenditures, to do something for the Republic of Cuba, and 
hence this bill was brought into the House. What action was 
taken upon it in the other body I will not state, except what 
appears from the official record. The Executive took the matter 
up again. He negotiated this treaty which has been ——— 
before the House, a that was ratified by the Senate of the 
United States in March last, with the condition that it should 
receive the peoret of the Congress. That brings the question 
here to this House. 

The President deemed it soimportant that he called the Congress 
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together in extraordinary session. He sent a special message 
on the second day of our session to the House, again urging 
in the most emphatic language that we should carry out the spirit 
of his message of two years ago. We examined the treaty as it 
came from the Senate. There were some provisions in it that 
might seem to imply that the House of Representatives had not, 
under the Constitution, the sole prerogative of originating rev- 
enue legislation. There was this proviso in the treaty, evidently 
placed there for the benefit of the sugar-beet raisers of the United 
States and the cane growers of the States of Louisiana and Texas, 
evidently put there to a heen out, and yet which, by implica- 
tion, if Be sede by the House, might seem to imply that we 
yielded the constitutional prerogative which has ever been lodged 
in this body. It became necessary, Mr. Chairman, to provide that 
by adopting the language of the treaty so far as it affected our 
revenue it should not be deemed a precedent. In 1854 we had a 
treaty with Great Britain providing reciprocal trade relations 
between this country and Canada, and that treaty itself provided 
that it should not go into effect until Congress had d an en- 
abling act to carry into effect the provisions of the treaty, and 
the House and the Senate passed and the Executive finally signed 
it, and it then became a law and put the treaty into effect. 

The same thing was done in the case of Hawaii. So we are not 
without a precedent upon this question; and precedent was a clear 
guide as to what we should do. We adopted in our bill the pro- 
visions of the treaty which regulate or change duties upon goods 
imported into this country. But we came across this proviso 
about which I spoke a moment ago: 

Provided, That while said convention is in force no sugar imported from 
the Republic of Cuba, and being the product of the soil or industry of the Re- 
public of Cuba, shall be admitted into the United States ata reduction of duty 
greater than 20 per cent of the rates of ey ie as provided by the 

riff act of the United States approved July 24, 1897. 

So far it invaded no constitutional prerogative. But these 
words were added: 

And no sugar the product of any other foreign country shall be admitted 
by treaty or convention into the United States while this convention is in 
force at a lower rate of duty than that provided by the tariff act of the 
United States approved July 24, 1897. 

Here by implication was advanced the idea that by treaty or 
convention tariff dutiescould be changed. Your committee were 
unanimously of the opinion that we could not enter into any legis- 
lation which would give this implied construction to the Consti- 
tution of the United States. Some day this question may come 
before the Supreme Court, provided two-thirds of the other branch 
of Congress should ever attempt to —— tariff rates by treaty 
or convention; and if this question should ever come before the 
Supreme Court we did not propose to have it go there with that 
implication in our bill. So we adopted this further proviso: 


And provided further, That nothing herein contained shall be held or con- | 


strued as an admission on the part of the House of Representatives that cus- 
toms duties can be changed otherwise than by an act of Congress, originating 
in said House. 

The other provisions of the bill, as I said, are simply provisions 
covering the provisions of the treaty whenever they change tariff 
rates on goods coming into the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, having said this much about the history 
of this legislation, let us see what effect it is to have, first upon 
the United States, and then upon the Republicof Cuba. It affects 
our revenues. We collect in tariff duty upon goods imported 
into the United States from Cuba somewhere about $28,000,000 a 
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heard of it. I heard of it first when we were preparing the Ding- 
ley bill; and I have heard of it upon subsequent occasions when 
there has been an agitation of the tariff. I have ever been the 
consistent friend of that industry—always anxious to give it that 
fair meed of protection to which it was entitled as a promising 
industry under our tariff laws. Does the bill seriously affect the 
beet-sugar industry in this country? When we framed the Ding- 
ley bill in the House, Mr. Chairman, we imposed a duty of $1.65 
per hundred upon sugars 96 degrees test; and in that act we in- 
serted a provision for reciprocity with any country that produced 
sugar, allowing the President to make the bargain by which 8 

r cent of that duty should be taken off, which would reduce it, 

believe, to about $1.50 per hundred pounds. 

That was the bill as it passed the House, that was the bill which 
gentlemen upon this side of the House, friends of the beet-sugar 
industry, all voted for, in common with myself. It was our judg- 
ment that even if the rate of duty were reduced upon every pound 
of sugar coming into the United States to $1.50 per hundred 

unds, there would still be sufficient protection to the beet-sugar 
industry. This reduction of 8 per cent applied to duties upon all 
grades of sugar, including refined sugar. The bill went over to 
the Senate, and the Senate increased the rate to $1.68} per hun- 
dred pounds. They struck out our third section of the bill and 
substituted one of theirown. Finally we compromised by adopt- 
ing beth of them as they appeared in the bill as it was passed. 
But, Mr. Chairman, everybody in the House knew that we had 
another object in arranging the schedule in reference to the tariff 
on sugar, and that was for the sake of the revenue produced under 
the bill. We believed that a lower rate of duty was ample pro- 
tection to encourage and foster the beet-sugar industry. We be- 
lieved that a lower rate of duty was sufficient to take care of the 
sugar industries of the States of Louisiana and Texas. We be- 
lieved that we could safely report a bill which was protective as 

| to those industries and at the same time could have a considera- 
ble proportion of this duty which we placed upon sugar for the 
needs of the revenue. 

Under the Wilson bill we had fallen behind in the revenue, 
and theobject of a Republican bill always is to produce revenue 
| as well as protection. A Democratic bill, as, for instance, the 
Wilson-Gorman enormity, was neither protective nor did it sup- 
ply sufficient revenue to support.the Government. It was wrong 
at both ends. They profess the principle of tariff for revenue 
only with incidental protection. They did not get the protection 
incidental, nor did they get the revenue under their bill; and so 
| it is that we put the rate of duty higher on sugar than was abso- 
| lutely necessary because we could get this splendid revenue from 

the’ sugar duty, a revenue that came from the people of the United 
| States who use sugar in their households. From this, Mr. Chair- 
man, it will be easily seen that a reduction of 20 per cent upon 
| the high rate of duty putin the bill by the Senate, which went 
| into the law, does not cut down the rate of duty on sugar so as to 
| imperil for one moment any single industry in the United States, 
| the cane or the beet sugar industry. That is the reason we did 
| not give more than 20 per cent in the House bill two years ago.and 
| that is the reason the Executive has put this rate of 20 per cent 
| reduction in the treaty which is now before us. We harm no 
| American industry. 
| How was it upon tobacco? The subject of tobacco has been 

before the Ways and Means Committee on various occasions. 
| We have had endless hearings, and I do not know but some of us 





year. If we take off 20 per cent of those revenues, as provided in | could manufacture a cigar now because of the practical experi- 
this bill, it will make a reduction of between five or six million | ence and teaching that we have had from these gentlemen who 
dollars in our revenues. This revenue we give up, and it goes out | makecigars. We found out that they were introducing Sumatra 
of the Treasury. I think the Treasury can afford to lose it, so far | tobacco into this country, a very thin leaf, a tough and pliable 


as the receipts and expenditures are concerned. It is true that 


leaf, just the one fora wrapper. It suits the eye when it is put 


during the first four months of this fiscal year the expenditures | on. It is true that you can not carry a Sumatra-wrapped cigar 


exceeded the revenue by something like one million and a half of | 
dollars. Always at the beginning of the fiscal year the expendi- | 
tures are great. The expenditures and the receipts during the 
first four months of a fiscal year have during the last half dozen 
years shown a greater proportion of expenditures in comparison 
with receipts than the latter part of the year. At the beginning 
of the fiscal year the Departments are waiting for the appropria- 
tions. Various matters are perfected ready for paying out the 
money when the appropriations become available on the Ist of | 
July. But we have not experienced any deficiency under the 
Dingley Act until the present time, when the expenditures have 
for four months exceeded the receipts by $2,000,000. Yet Treasury 
experts say, and every man who has examined this proposition 
will say, that before the year is over our receipts will exceed our 
expenditures by a sum greater than this remission of five or six 
million dollars toCuba. So that there is no danger to the revenue | 
through the passage of this measure. 

Will it affect injuriously any American industry? In the for- 
mer debate we heard a great deal about the sugar industry in this | 
country—an industry of which I have been a friend ever since I 


in your vest pocket*more than twenty-four minutes without its 
wearing out, but if you take it wrapped from the box and smoke it 
you will never know but that it is real tobacco with which the 


cigar is wrapped. That leaf wraps a great many millions of the 


cigars that are annually wrapped in this country. 

It has this peculiar feature about it: One pound of this leaf will 
wrap as many cigars as nearly 4 pounds of any other leaf grown 
in any other country, Cuba or the United States, and so 1 pound 
is worth almost as much as 4 pounds of any other tobacco for 
wrapper purposes. We had to meet that in order to protect the 
tobacco interests of the United States and the tobacco-growing 
interests of the United States which give life and prosperity to so 
many farms and farmers in the United States. It became neces- 
sary to put a higher duty on wrapper tobacco. We placed it at 
$2 a pound in the McKinley bill, if | remember rightly, but it was 
fixed at $1.85 as the bill was finally passed under the Dingley 
Act—$1.85 a pound—a good deal more than 100 per cent on the 
value of the article. Yes, I think it got up into the 200 per cent 
oe We had to put it there on account of the Sumatra to- 

acco, 
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At the same time it appeared to us that we could get along with 
a much lower rate of duty if we had not anything to contend 
against except the Cuban leaf. That was as oe as our own; 
pound per pound it would wrap about the same number of cigars, 
and there was no reason in the world why we should put this 
high rate of duty on the Cuban leaf except this, that we must 
deal equally with all nations and put the same rates of duty on 
all goods coming into this country, whether they came from the 
German islands or from the island of Cuba, or wherever they 
came from. We could not favor one nation more than another. 
We could not favor one tobacco leaf more than another; and so 
we put on a duty sufficient to protect our people against the Su- 
matra leaf; but it was a great deal more than was necessary to 
protect them against the Cuban leaf, and when we come to cut 
off this 20 per cent of that duty on tobacco imported from Cuba, 
it does not even then reduce it to the same degree of competition 
in our market with our tobacco as would the Sumatra leaf with 
this rate of $1.85. It harms no American industry. 

Now, I have received two or three letters myself, and then 
somebody has gone to the expense of printing a petition head ad- 
dressed to myself as chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, to be signed by cigar makers throughout the United 
States, protesting against this reduction of duty on cigars. These 
circulars evidently have been widely circulated throughout the 
United States. The first one came to me some three or four weeks 
ago, and yet there is so little interest on the part of the cigar 
makers of the United States that I have not received a dozen pe- 
titions from the whole country upon this subject, showing that 
they do not believe what is stated in the petition, that it will in- 
jure the cigar industry in the United States. 


Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Will the gentleman permit a | 


question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. The duty on Cuban leaf tobacco, 
now 35 cents, is to be reduced 7 cents, leaving a duty of 28 cents. 
Will the gentleman tell us whether the reduction upon manufac- 
tured cigars is the equivalent of that 7 cents a pound, or, as is 
claimed in the letter you received, is it much greater? 

Mr. PAYNE. If therelation of the duty on tobacco to the duty 
on cigars is the correct relation between the two to-day, then the 
reduction of 20 per cent on each would have a similar effect. But 
I want to go a little further than that. I understand that we im- 
port into the United States less than one-eighth of 1 per cent of 
all the cigars that are consumed here. We make more than 99 
per cent of all the cigars that are consumed here in the United 
States. That is a pretty high protection! Why, it is equivalent 
to 104 percent. It isa mixed duty, ‘ific and ad valorem, equal 
to about 104 per cent. Well, take off 20 percent of that, and you 


still have 85 per cent equivalent duty left upon cigars. That | 


ought to take care of the industry. 

But let us go a little further than that. I received a letter this 
morning from an officer of an association stating that the reduc- 
tion of 20 per cent duty on cigars made a reduction of $12.60 upon 
a thousand cigars. Well, that would leave a duty of $50 on a 
thousand cigars, and the cost of making a thousand cigars is from 
$i2 to $18 for the labor. Now, it seems to me these people, the 
few of them—and they are very few—who have been induced to 
sign these petitions, are unduly sensitive. The truth of it is that 
it does not harm or threaten their industry. It does not make a 
single penny’s difference with the prospect of this industry to cut 
off this high rate of duty, which is put there because of the com- 
petition of the tobacco leaf coming from Sumatra and not that 
coming from Cuba. 

So it must be pretty evident, Mr. Chairman, that there is noth- 
ing in this legislation or in this treaty that will harm any industry 
in the United States. . 

Will we get any benefit from it? It is a reciprocal agreement. 


It is not quite as good an agreement as I put in “ bill two years | 


ago. We gota little better terms, or would have , if that bill 
had become a law and they had made a treaty in accordance with 
it. And yet I do not know but it is more just to our sister nation 
to take this bill than it would have been to enforce mine. There 
was one provision of my bill that I liked very well, and that was 
that they should adopt our labor laws and Chinese-exclusion laws; 
but in looking over the statistics of the people who have immi- 
grated into Cuba I have noticed that the number of Chinese cuts 
no figure. I do not remember the exact number of them now, 
but I think it is about fifty in ayear. It cuts no figure whatever, 
and I am reconciled to the opinion that I was overzealous in 
putting that clause into the bill which I had the honor to report 
rom the committee two years ago. There is no danger of an 
inundation from Asia into Cuba to supply cheap labor there, and 
if it comes, under the duty that remains after this treaty becomes 
—_ ve, there is ample protection for the industries of the United 
tates. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Right there on that point it may 
be well to keep the record straight. I call the attention of the 
gentleman from New York to the fact that not a single new sugar 
industry has been planted in the State of Michigan or in the State 
of California since this agitation for lower sugar duties began. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think that is so, Mr. Chairman, and though I 
am not a prophet nor the son of a prophet, and my prophecies do 
not always come true, yet when they do I like to call attention to 
the fact. I said to the gentleman and others two years ago that 
if they did not pass that bill that was then pending and stop the 
agitation upon the subject, so long as it was agitated in this coun- 
try no new beet-sugar industry would be established here. 

r. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does the gentleman think that 
new sugar industries will be started if this bill becomes a law? 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman wants to make my speech for me. 
I was coming to that in the next sentence or two. I stated, on 
the contrary, and it was my opinion then, if we took that bill as 
I introduced it, providing for an unlimited time the 20 per cent 
reduction, fixing the future so that there should be no further 
thought of a uction of the duty upon sugar, so that men would 
know what o_ might be expected to meet, that the people inter- 
ested in this industry would go forward with their means and es- 
tablish new factories; and during the debate, in confirmation of 
what I had said, there came to me a letter from the State of Michi- 
gan stating that they desired us to go ahead and pass that legisla- 
tion and have certainty, because they could stand a reduction of 
20 or 25 per cent—I think those were the figures—and it was better 
to have the thing settled on that basis than to have it agitated 
throughout the years that were to come; that they would not 
build until the uncertainty was over. 

No, I did not expect there would be any establishment of new 
beet industries while this question was being agitated. Let it be 
settled, so that men can calculate what they willhavetodo. These 
same parties procured in this treaty a pledge that the duty upon 
sugar should not be lowered below this 20 per cent reduction for 
five years in order to give stability to their interests and their 
industries. Let this be enacted into law, make it certain, then I 
believe, without being a prophet, as suggested by the gentleman, 
that we will see new sugar factories established in all the States 
where it is profitable to have beet-sugar industries in this country. 

Mr. Chairman, the argument was made two years ago—I in- 
dulged in it and it was used by others—that there had been dis- 
tress, financial distress, in Cuba, based upon the reports which 
came to us; distress of the sugar planters; distress that would 
come to the laborers. It has not measured up to all that distress. 
There are various reports about it. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Iam glad of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam glad of it, too. But this so-called prosper- 
ity is not to be measured by the American character of prosperity. 
Six or seven thousand of these laborers have been employed in 
building a railroad, which was built by United States capital. 

They imported the material with which to build that road from 
the United States, and United States capital paid the duty upon 
it and helped out their treasury. And then there is another thing 
about the distress down there. These laborers down there do 
not suffer distress in the same way as do the laborers here. In 
the first place, their necessities are not so great. Our laborers 
can not live through a northern winter without work unless they 
have lodging, heat, and food, even if supplied by soup houses. But 
in that tropical climate they can live outdoors every night. They 
can live on bananas and oranges, if necessary, and can live with- 
_out any particular amount of distress when you measure it by 
_ the character of distress of the people of this country, whose needs 
are greater and whoare educated up to greater wants and neces- 
sities—necessities, too, that come from our climate, etc. 

Still, they are not so wondrously prosperous down there as we 
| measure prosperity. They did have a devastating war, which re- 
| duced their population from 20 to 25 per cent, destroyed their sugar 
houses, and destroyed many of their industries. ey have had 
| to build them up with borrowed capital. You take the exports 
| and imports of the two years 1894 and 1895. The exports for 
| those two years were $215,000,000. The imports for the two years 
were $162,000,000, a balance of trade in Cuba’s favor of $52,862,000. 

You take the last four years, 1899 to 1902,inclusive. The total ex- 

| ports for the four years were $232,000,000 and imports $275,000,000, 

a balance against Cuba of $42,700,000. Well, that does not show 

an alarming degree of presperity a the last four years as we 

measure prosperity. In the last year I see that there was a bal- 
ance of five or six million dollars in favor of Cuba. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. And they increased their output 

of raw —we from 635,856 tons in 1900 to 1,130,000 tons this year. 

Mr. PAYNE. It comes up toabout the amount they had under 

| the reciprocity of the McKinley bill. It is about the same as they 

had then—from 1891 to 1 uring the time of that reciprocity 

| treaty. But when the provisions of that treaty were wi out 

| by the Wilson bill the sugar industry was destroyed, and it ran 
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down to 635,000. Now it is estimated for the present year the 
crop will be from 975,000 tons to 1,100,000 tons, which is the big- 
gest estimate I have seen. : 

But the 975,000 tons is the estimate of Willett & Gray, and 
they surely are the best authority in this country upon that sub- 
ject. There is the lower estimate, but it exceeds a million tons 
during two of the years from 1891 to 1894, as.I recall the figures 
at this moment. So, while they have increased the sugar output 
during the war they have not yet got it back to the output of 
sugar when we had the reciprocity treaties under the McKinley 
bili. Ido not know that any question will be raised as to who 
will get the 20 per cent reduction on sugar. That was oy 
thoroughly thrashed out two years ago, and if facts and figures 
can prove anything, it was demonstrated to this House that under 
Hawaiian free sugar, under the 85 per cent reduction to Porto 
Rico, and under the period of free sugar to Porto Rico the differ- 
ence in price between the sugar market in Porto Rico and Hawaii 
and the sugar market in Hamburg, the world market, is meas- 
ured by the cost of freight and the charges on the sugar until it 
is landed in the port of New York—no greater andnoless. That 
shows conclusively that the people of Porto Rico and the people 
of Hawaii easily obtain the reduction in duties which was given 
to them by the American Congress. I have no desire to go over 
that matter again. If gentlemen have any doubt on that sub- 
ject, I refer them to the s h made by the gentleman from 

ansas [Mr. Lone], who took his time to thoroughly investigate 
ms matter, and demonstrated the facts as I have recounted them 

ere. 

Mr. Chairman, we are not getting the trade with Cuba that we 
had under the reciprocal arrangement from 1891 to 1894. Wedo 
not sell her the goods we sold then. We have not almost the 
monopoly of her market that we had then, notwithstanding her 
close connection withSpain. The tariff has been equal since these 
treaties under the McKinley law were wiped out the Wilson 
bill with other parts of the world, and we have for the last 
few years about 42 per cent of the trade with Cuba—that is, we 
have sent her about 42 per cent of her imports. It would seem 
to me that under this treaty our nearness to Cuba, the increasing 
facilities for transportation between the United States and Cuba 

wing every year, we ought to sell to Cuba about all she needs. 

e will under this bill sell her about all she can consume. 

I was told in Florida last spring that it was proposed to run a 
ferry from Miami, Fla., over to Habana with loaded freight cars 
to connect with the railroads over there, so that they could land 
cars from Habana in Chicago and New York. Now, that was the 
os of a man who has money and-who has the courage of 

is convictions, a man who is building up railroad t rtation. 
That would give us closer connection with Cuba—an almost hourly 
connection in the future—a chance to carry freight back and forth 
without the inevitable high charges for loading it on a vessel from 
the cars in Habana and then loading it from a vessel to the cars 
when it gets to the United States, or when we send goods over 
there it would save the high charges of loading from the cars 
onto the vessel in Florida and then unloading againin Cuba. We 
are bound to have our trade relations closer if we treat Cuba 
fairly, justly, and generously, and at the same time we shall have 
a discriminating duty in our favor, as we do under this treaty, 
of anywhere from 20 to 40 per cent reduction over any other 
nation on earth 

There are a good many things we can sell there which we do 
not sell now. Of wines and Besons there were imported into 
Cuba in three and a half years $10,000,000, of which we only sold 
$1,800,000. Well, they charge a pretty good duty upon whisky— 
nearly a dollar a gallon. This bill takes out 25 per cent of it. 
They have a large duty on wine, and this bill takes off from 20 to 


25 per cent on that. Why, the country knows that we can manu- 
facture all the whisky and all the wine that is necessary to drown 
the island of Cuba. [Laughter.] Why not go ahead and capture 


that market of $10,000,000 in three years? 

We got fifteen millions out of twenty-one millions of metal 
manufactured, and this bill gives us 20 per cent advantage. It 
looks as though we would get that other six millions when we 
make this uction. There was imported $1,617,000 worth of 
cheese into Cuba, of which the Netherlands contributed 63 per 
cent, or $1,260,000, the United States 18 per cent, the United 
Kingdom 11 per cent, and Spain, I think, 8 per cent. 

ell, now, there is quite a considerable duty on cheese—$5 per 
hundred kilometers, about 2 centsapound. This bill takes about 
40 per cent off of that, leaving it shout 1 cent and 2 mills per 
pound. It seems to me that we would have a “‘ corner”’ on the 
cheese market in Cuba under this bill. 

Here are boots and shoes, of which 20 per cent is imported from 
the United States. There can be no trouble about shoeing the 
people of Cuba with this reduction of 30 per cent. 

A Memper. Have ae the figures for flour and grain? 

Mr. PAYNE. We 


ve a good deal of the flour and grain busi- 





ness now. That is the reason I was not speaking of it. I do not 
put my eye at this moment upon the figures. 

Here is the item of soap: Of $757,000 for soap, about 92 percent 
came from Spain; only 54 per cent from the United States. 
While we use more soap per capita than all the nations on the 
face of the globe, because our people are so cleanly they could not 
be without it—while we are making so much of this article, we 
can furnish the whole supply to the people of Cuba instead of 
having them try to wash themselves on the poor article which 
comes to them from Spain. On soap this bill makes a reduction 
of 30 to 40 per cent—40 per cent on the higher grades of soap. 

For candles the expenditure was $516,000, of which 87.2 per 
cent came from Spain, the United States furnishing only 3 per 
cent. We furnish those people all their vegetable oil, and we 
ought to furnish the candles, too. The duty has been $5 per hun- 
dred kilometers, about 2 cents a pound. This bill makes a re- 
duction of 20 per cent upon candles. 

We donot get all the trade in salted meats. Upon hams, shoul- 
ders, and salt pork we get $2,888,000 out of $3,233,000. But I 
believe in our going for that other 23 per cent that we do not now 


get. 

Of the expenditure for lard, we get 99.8 per cent now; I do not 
care who gets that other two-tenths of 1 per cent. SolI might go 
on through the list. But I want to call attention to the trade 

under the reciprocity agreement of 1891 and 1894. Bacon and 
hams paid, in 1900, a duty of $6.25 per 100 kilograms (that is, 220 
pounds), and there was exported from Cuba to the United States 
that year $550,000 worth. In 1893, when we were under the Mc- 
Kinley reciprocity agreement and the free list, the amount ex- 
ported was $1,317,000, two and one-half times as much. In 1896, 
after the termination of the treaty and when the duty was again 
between six and seven dollars, the exports fell to $734,000. In 1901, 
with a duty of only $4 per 100 kilograms, the exports rose again to 
$1,017,000. Now. we shall get all that trade. The export of lard 
from this country to Cuba in 1890, at $7.30 per 100 kilograms, 
amounted to $2,233,821. In 1893, under the McKinley treaty, it 
was $4,023,917. In 1896 it fell again to one million and a half dol- 
lars. In 1901, when the duty was $2.80, it ran up to $2,811,696. 
In 1890 flour exports amounted to $1,164,538, the duty being $4.69 
per 100 kilograms. In 1893, with a duty of $1 per 100 kilograms, 
the amount was $2,821,557. In 1896, with a duty of $4.75, the 
amount was $647,057. In 1901, the duty being again $1, the im- 
ports into the United States amounted to $2,018,129. Thatanswers 
the inquiry of the gentleman in regard to flour. 

The case will be found to be similar in regard to exports of 
corn and other breadstuffs from this country to Cuba. In 1893 
the amount more than doubled as compared with 1890 and 1896. 
That was under McKinley reciprocity. When that was wiped 
out the amount fell. Under this bill we shall take control of the 
market for these commodities. 

In dairy products the results are similar—these articles being 
free in 1893, but in 1890 and 1896 paying a duty of $6.25 to $15 per 
100 kilograms. So I might go on through the list. But I have 
only sought, by referring to a few of these items, to show the 
possibility of enlarging our trade with Cuba. In dealing wiih 
this question we are not to confine ourselves to a consideration of 
what Cuba is able to buy now, after four or five years of war, 
when her people are poor, when her laborers are sleeping out at 
night, and in the daytime eating bananas to sustain life 

Sir, let Cuba become prosperous, with closer trade relations 
with the United States, making the conditions down there stable 
for five years or as much longer as this treaty shall remain in 
force. Let American capital go down there to develop the island 
and employ the islanders. Let there be a demand for better 
things and more of them. Multiply the buying capacity of the 
people as we have multiplied it in the last five years in the United 

| States under the Dingley tariff law, so that the people want more, 
| buy more, and are ready to give bigger prices because they get 
larger wages. Under such improved conditions what shall be 
the future of our imports into Cuba? Shall the amount be barely 
$60,000,000, as during the past year, for all imports, running up 
to $100,000,000 in the days preceding the war; or shall it be 
what Colonel Bliss, of the United States Army, a careful and im- 

rtial observer, says in his report on Cuba—$300,000,000 a year 
bought from the United States to supply the needs and the capac- 
ities of the people down there? 

Why, there are millions in this bill to the farmers and mann- 
facturers of the United States. It is not a one-sided affair, it isa 
reciprocal tariff; it is a reciprocal convention, a convention that 
we are called upon to make—a real convention—by act of the 
— of Representatives and of the Congress of the United 

tates. 

I do not know that I can do better than quote from Mr. Bliss, 
for he puts it a great deal better that I can: 


But the above-mentioned trade represents a period of the gravest com- 
mercial and agricultural oppression. Cuba had suffered a devastation such 
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as has rarely accompanied war even in far less civilized times. Her popula- 
tion had been diminished kf from 20 to 25 per cent. Her plantations had 
been burned, and worst of all a large part of her sugar mills, upon which the 
industry of the island almost wholly rests, had been completely ruined. Per- 
haps equally serious in its retarding effect was the lack of confidence due to 
the unccrtain tenure of the government of intervention and the character of 
the government that would succeed it—a feeling which checked the invest- 
iment of capital both for the development of new industries and the rehabili- 
tation of existing ones more or less ruined. 

_ Therefore the trade of the island since January 1, 1899, has been little more 
than trade in the absolute necessaries of life. It isnot too much to anticipate 
that with the full return of prosperity Cuba’s annual trade, inward and out- 
ward, would amount to $300,000,000, or more than $1,000,000,000 duringa period 
equal to that covered by the late government of intervention. 

One needs only to state the figures to make every American feel that there 
is something wrong, something that should be at once remedied, in the con- 
ditions that place so large a part of this great trade, great even under the 
present conditions, and to be greater in the near future, in the control of 
other nations than our own. 

Mr. Chairman, our national pride appealsto us to pass this bill. 
Why should we allow the nations from across the seas to come 
here, right to Cuba, within 80 miles of the United States, and take 
her trade in articles that we could furnish? Let us branch out, 
and when we have conquered the Cuban trade let our merchants 
go a little farther down into the South American States and fol- 
low up the vantage ground we have gained, and when the num- 
berless ships that shall traverse the ocean from the United States 
to Cuba under the American flag find it a little dull, let them go 
down as far as Brazil—yes, take in the whole of South America— 
and pick up the trade that our people are willing and anxious to 
furnish the material for and give further employment to our 
people and our artisans and our capital. Why, the spirit of 
pride, American pride, is in this bill and in this enterprise toward 
the island of Cuba. These reasons, Mr. Chairman, appeal to us: 
Aid to Cuba, no injury to the industries of the United States, 
trade with Cuba, closer relations with Cuba, and, above all, 
meting out that sympathy due from us, the guardian, to her, the 
ward, whom we have turned out to seek a living among the na- 
tions of the earth, doing everything that we can and sending to 
her the full measure of generosity, so that she .nay be an example 
to the nations of the earth. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
intend now to make any speech upon the pending bill. I shall 
reserve the right to close the debate for this side of the Chamber. 
Some few things, however, spoken by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne], have struck meas being somewhat novel from 
his standpoint, and to them I shall perhaps direct a few innocuous 
observations. The gentleman from New York has made that 
speech so often—that part of it which defends protectionism—that 
he has gotten so that he makes it very well indeed. [Laughter.] 
As to that part of his speech which advocates this bill upon its 
merits, it is almost assudden a conversion as was that of St. Paul, 
while he was yet Saul of Tarsus, on his way to Damascus; it was 
almost as sudden an occurrence as was this recent birth of the 
new Republic of Panama, ‘‘ shoved up from behind.’”’ [Laugh- 
ter.] Those are the only two things that I know of in the world 
that compare with it. 

The gentleman has said something, however, that I wish to 
deny, that the Democrats wanted to put this amendment upon 
this bill for the purpose of killing the treaty. They do not want 
to doanything of thatsort. They never did killthetreaty. Dur- 
ing the Fifty-seventh Congress we took the liberty of robbing the 
sugar trust of part of its power to rob the American consumer 
and to tyrannize over American commerce and the American sugar 
planter—in as far as we could rob them of that power—by remov- 
ing the differential. Wesaid then, in effect, to the Republican 
party, ‘‘Here is your bill, bettered, improved, amended; a good 
bill in itself, but with this better feature upon it,and itis ‘up to’ 
your Senate and it is ‘up to’ your President to say whether they 
will surrender their pet measure—the pet measure of this Admin- 
istration—or let it die a-borning somewhere rather than hurt 
their friend, the great American sugar trust.’? We gave you that 
choice. You took yourchoice deliberately. This bill would have 
been law to-day, this treaty would have been in force to-day, if 
you had not loved the sugar trust more than you did reciprocal 
relations with Cuba. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

So.much for that. Now, the gentleman makes a strange ad- 
mission from his standpoint. He says that he wants to benefit 
Cuba. How? By having Cuba reduce her protective tariff 20, 
25, 30, 35, and 40 percent. That is a sort of thing that I can un- 
derstand, but the thing that I can not understand is how the 
gentleman from New York understands it, with all of his record 
behind him asa protectionist. The gentleman says that this treaty 
is not without precedent, and I am glad to agree with him there. 
I remember well some prone forit. First, the great reciprocity 
treaty with Frederick the Great, who was then the tyrant of 
Prussia. Iremember the next, withSpain. Iremember the third, 
with France; and I remember that the hand that had more to do 
with molding them than any other one hand in this world was 
that of the father of Democracy himself, Thomas Jefferson. [Ap- 
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plause on the Democratic side.] I remember that the greatest 
and most beneficial reciprocity treaty that this country ever had 
was the reciprocity treaty negotiated with Canada in 1854 by a 
Democratic Administration and repealed under a Republican Ad- 
ministration in 1866 or 1867. I remember that General Grant, in 
1874, sent to a Republican Senate another reciprocity treaty with 
Canada, simply a furtherance of that of 1854, and that died a-born- 
ing, not because it would not have been beneficial to the general 
interest of American citizens, but because it was thought detri- 
mental, in their opinion, to some of the selfish, legislatively hot- 
housed industries of the United States. 

There are precedents. Let us have more of them. Let us go 
marching on in the pathway of commercial friendship, turning 
our backs upon commercial war; and when we cast our eyes 
northward across an imaginary boundary between ourselves and 
a people who are homogeneous in blood, in tradition, in aspira- 
tion, in law, and in literature, let us build up friendly relations 
with them by friendly reciprocal trade. 

I now say, representing, as I believe, Democracy all over this 
country, that we will welcome the initiative taken by the Presi- 
dent of the United States—if he will take it—in reconvening the 
Joint High Commission, in order that we may have a condition of 
commercial amity instead of threatened commercial war with the 
great Dominion of Canada. So much, my friends, for that. 

Let us anticipate Chamberlain’s attempt to have the Dominion 
differentiate against us in favor of Great Britain. 

My friend says that this will take five or six million dollars out 
of the Treasury, and he thinks that would be an advantage, and 
there again I accord with him. It seems to me that the very best 
way of letting the people make money is to let the people keep 
their money; and after you are through with all of your political 
talk upon all of the hustings of the United States, upon that side 
and upon this, the fact remains that every dollar in the public till 
came from somewhere. It was not poured down like manna from 
the sky. It did not come asa free gift. Government is not an 
independent entity to get things from nowhere and from nobody. 
Every dollar in the Treasury came from some American citizen 
somewhere. I welcome the fact that we will have that many 
millions less in the Treasury and that we will have that many 
millions more in the pockets of the people, in the channels of com- 
merce, where it is needed to give life and blood to the industrial- 
ism of the country. [Applause.] 

My friends, I said I intended to make no speech now. I did 
not. I intended to rise for the purpose mainly of reading the mi- 
nority report upon this bill, so that it may be inserted in the 
RECORD as a part of my remarks. It expresses almost exactly 
what I think, and what I believe a majority of you, my fellow- 
Democrats in the House, think. Before reading that report, how- 
ever, I wish to read, in conclusion of my remarks, something 
appearing in this morning’s New York Times, an independent 
newspaper: 

LIGHT AT LAST. 


We congratulate the country on the attitude of the Democrats in the 
House of Representatives, formally adopted and declared in caucus, as to 
Cuban reciprocity. It is manly, intelligent, and — and it gives sub- 
stantial encouragement to the hope that we shall have a national opposition 
party with which sensible men can work. 

The Democrats have determined to treat the reciprocity treaty solely with 
reference to the goneeet question of freer trade. They will seek to amend 
the bill proposed by the Republicans by rep>»aling the odious preferentia! on 
refined sugar given to the sugar trust, and, further, by striking out the pro- 
vision that seeks to bind Congress not to make any further reduction in 
duties for five years. The former amendment is directed against an outra- 
geous piece of corrupt favoritism, and the latter againsta silly attempt, which, 
nevertheless, might make an unfortunate precedent, to hinder the freedom 
of Congressional action. When these twoamendments are lost, as, of course 
they will be under the iron rule of the Republican managers, the Democrats 
will support the bill as a —_ toward freer trade, at first with Cuba, and 
later with the rest of the world. 


The minority report is as follows: 


We, minority members of the Committee on Ways and Means, make the 
following report of our views concerning H. R. 1921, being a bill entitled “A 
bill to carry into effect a convention between the United States and the Re- 

yublic of Cuba, signed on the lith day of December, in the year 1902,” intro- 
eced in the House of Representatives on the 12th day of November, 1903, by 
Mr. Payne, of New York, and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

We believe that the bill as reported by the Committee on Waysand Means 
ought to have been amended in committee before being reported and ought 
now to be amended in the House before its passage, as follows: 

By striking out the following language, beginni=g in line 15, page 2, and 
ending in line 2, page 3— 

And then follows the language that we want stricken out, the lan- 
guage which attempts to bind us—because it can not really bind— 
but attempts to bind and pledge succeeding Congresses and suc- 
ceeding treaty-making powers against an alteration of certain tariff 
schedules upon sugar from Cuba and sugar from other countries, 
and inserting instead thereof the identical resolution which 
the House last year, which was put on there by us upon this side 
of the Chamber, for the purpose of bettering the bill, although it 
is perhaps true that if that had been the sole estimated effect of the 
amendment we would not have had the aid from your side to give 


us the power to passit. There were votes cast for it, of course, 
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because it was thought that if you stop the differential to the 
sugar trust the bill would be killed. But that was not my ob- 
ject and that was not the object of the Democrats upon this floor. 

That language is: 

“ Provided, That while said convention is in force no sugarimported from 
the Republic of Cuba, and being the product of the soil or industry of the 
Republic of Cuba, shall be tted into the United States at a reduction of 
duty greater than 20 per cent of the rates of duty thereon, as provided by 
the tariff act of the United States approved July 24, 1897; and no sugar the 
product of any other foreign count admitted by treaty or conven- 
tion into the United States while this convention is in force at a lower rate 
of duty than that vided by the tariff act of the United States approved 
July 24, 1897,” and Py inserting the following in lieu thereof: s 

“That upon the making of said agreement and the issuance of said procla- 
mation and while said agreement shall remain in force there shall be levied 
collected, and paid, in lieu of the duties thereon now provided by law, on all 
sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, and all sugar which has gone 
through a process of refining imported into the United States, 1.825 cents 
per pound.’ 

Now, my friends— 

Our objection to the language proposed to be stricken out is twofold. 
First, as a general principle one Congress has no right to attempt to bind a 
succeeding Congress, as is attempted in this bill in the case of sugars imported 
from Cuba, nor to attempt to bind the treaty-making power of the United 
States in a succeeding Congress or under a succeeding Administration, as is 
attempted in the bill in the case of sugars imported from other foreign 
countries. We do not believe that the language proposed to be stricken out 
is or could be made of binding force, even if enac into law. It is, osten- 
sibly, at any rate, a waiver, tosome extent, of the general right of abrogation 
and establishes a precedent of evil — y 

In the second place, we are not willing to bind ourselves nor natty to 
acquiesce in an attempt, although sagas and morally ineffectual, to bind us 
to continue in existence ata given 
ported into the United States for any 
sugar or anything else, or whether i 


rate a = = any product im- 
definite period, whether the article be 
be the product of the island of Cuba or 
of ony. other country or of all other countries. 

Public needs and interests may at any moment suggest or require a differ- 
ent treatment of tariff schedules. A schedule is not a fetich to be worshiped. 
We hope that the House will strike out the provision. 

We think, in the next place, that there ought to be inserted in lieu of the 
provision pro to be stricken out, or elsewhere in the bill, the language 
proposed to be inserted by the amendment above referred to, because, in our 
opinion, we would thereby deprive the great sugar trust of this country of 
some of its power to extort from the consumer, curtail its power to bear 
down the price of the raw material, thereby injuring the sugar planter, and 
lessen its ability to dictate to wholesale and retail dealers in sugar the man- 
per which they shall do business and the price at which they shall sell re- 

sugar. 

The House during the Fifty-seventh Congress took this view and passed an 
amendment identically worded as now proposed by us. The House took that 
view after a full investigation and a com tively full discussion of the 

uestion, and the very treaty proposed to put in force by the bill (H. R. 

921) would have been in force now had all those charged with the duty of 
legislation in other branches of the Government been willing to see the bur- 
den upon the American consumer of sugars and other ow imported 
from Cuba into the United States lightened or had they m Willing to see 
the Cuban market for American products enlarged at some expense, even, to 
the great sugar trust of the United States. The only injury to the trust, 
even, would have been to lessen toa small degree its power to extort from 
the consumer and to tyrannize over producers and commerce. 

If the amendment which we ely me to offer shall be adopted, we shall 
gladly vote for the bill, believing t it will, at one and the same time, 

iminish to a certain extent the trust evil, furnish a better and wider and 
further market for American agricultural and manufactured products in 
Cuba, and benefit the American consumer of Cuban products. These are 
three consummations devoutly to be wished. _ 

If the amendment shall not be adopted, we still recommend the of 
the bill, despite its bad features, because we think that the good to be done 


by its passage will far overbalance the evil which will result from a failure | 


to take advantage of the opportunity to diminish the power of the sugar trust 
and the evil resulting from the bad Pa proposing, ineffectually it is 
true, to prevent the country from still further reducing duties upon Cuban 
sugars and upon sugars from other countries whenever it shall appear wise 
and expedient to do so a a treaty agreement or by statute law. 

Believing, as we do, that commerce ought to be as nearly untrammeled as 
possible consistently with the needs of a revenue for economical and effective 

overnmental administration, and consistently with a desire not to revolu- 

ionize existing conditions by destroying honest, legitimate, and nonmonopo- 
listic enterprises, we find in this bill an aflirmance of that principle, a step in 
the right direction, and furthermorea recognition of the fact that a decrease 
of governmental tolls levied upon international commerce constitutes a bene- 
fit to the countries between which the commerce is carried on. 

Charged with the duty of legislating for the benefit of the American 
ple, as we are, and friends to the new-born Republic of Cuba, desiring her 
prosperity, we recognize that this bill will, to some extent, relieve the un- 
necessary burdens upon both Americans and Cubans, enabling the Americans 
to buy Cuban products at more reasonable prices, and enabling the Cubans 
to buy American products at more reasonable prices, thereby enlarging the 
volume of trade between the two countries in both directions. 

We regret that the party in power has not seen its way toconfer still further 
benefits upon the citizens of 
yet more untrammeled and unrestricted commerce between them. As long 
as the present ty isin 
and revision only from Preery rentics. It is a piecemeal process, but it 
is better than no process atall, We hail it asa harbinger of future reci- 

rocity treaties with other countries, ame Maas upon the American 
Jontinent, and notably our neighbor to the north, the Dominion of Canada. 

Commercial wars are detrimental, sometimes destructive. They are wars 
in which there can not be a victor on either side—wars as a result of which 
both sides endure defeat, Friendly relations between peoples can not be as 
certainly secured in — other way as by the reciprocal benefits of trade and 
commerce. Men of erent nations bound to one another by large and 
valuable trade relations are bound by the closest tie of a materialistic charac- 
ter known to human nature—the tie of self-interest. They have given a 
mutual bond to keep the peace and strenuous “jingoism” itself hesitates 
under such circumstances to disturb it. 

‘We recommend the peapeee of the amendment referred to above, and 
failing in that, having filed our protest by voice and by vote, inst the 
ri a ayes to bind our future conduct, we still recommend the passage 
of the R 


[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


th nations by providing for even freer and | 


wer we can perhaps — for tariff reductions | 
ec 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I wanted to read that because I wanted it 
to go into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as a part of my remarks, 
and for no other purpose, and thus get it quickly to the country. 

I now yield forty minutes to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr, 
Swanson]. 


[Mr. SWANSON addressed the committee. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. One minute. Does the gentleman from 
New York desire to occupy more time now, or will the gentleman 
from Mississippi occupy more of his time? 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman prefers to go on,I have n 
objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is prepared 
to proceed and is recognized for thirty minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Very well. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, not desiring te 
abuse the patience of the House or unnecessarily consume its time, 
I request unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp, 
with the printing of tables also. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Rrcorp, and that ex- 
tension will include certain tables. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. His remarks to be confined to this bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Withthe understanding that he confine his 
remarks to the bill under consideration. Is there objection to the 
modified request? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Well, I will ask the gentleman to 
define how wide the range of that request might be, if granted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York hear 
the observation of the gentleman? 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not hear it. 

The CHAIRMAN. How wide the range might be. 

Mr. PAYNE. Just the range I stated in my language. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. If the gentleman will leave that 
to me I will try to conform to my ideas of whatis meant. [Laugh- 
ter.] I hope the gentleman will not put a limitation on my 
request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again state the request of 
the gentleman from Indiana; that is, that he be allowed to ex- 
tend his remarks in the Recorp, with the publication of certain 
tables asa part of hisremarks. Is there objection to that request? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I shall confine 
my observations to one feature of this pending measure, but it will 
involve, as it seems to me, the entire subject of over tariff tax- 
ation. I recognize that in this country we have a Government 
ruled by party, and that certain discipline is necessary to accom- 
plish the best results under that system. I believe that it is the 
sentiment of a majority in this House that the Committee of 
Ways and Means, under this rule, have taken a course more dras- 
tic than is justified by the situation of the country. We have a 


See Appendix. j 





| rule presented that denies to the membership of this House the 


right to amend a proposition by an amendment that seeks to 
reach one of the greatest evils involved in a system that collects 
revenue in excess of the needs of Government. But it seems 
we must submit on this side to that with only criticism to an- 
swer it. 

We find growing up in the Republican party a new system of 
alignment, which I am willing to characterize as the “‘ stand- 
patters’’ in the first degree and the “‘ stand-patters’’ of the sec- 
ond degree. The new word has been coined by the Republicans 
to meet the peculiar condition. I believe that the majority of 
the Republican voters in this country are in favor of a reduction 
of taxation, and that that sentiment if truly expressed is reflected 
in the membership of this House on the Republican side; but by 
reason of the dominating spirit of the ‘‘ stand-patters in the first 
degree,”’ by their insidious, mysterious influence, they are able, 
under the rules of this Honse and the modes of procedure, to 
have ‘‘stand-patters in the second degree ’’ succumb to their will, 
and, submerging their individual views, the latter permit the 
former to present a measure in the House that will deny the 
individual power of Members and disfranchise their constituents 
on a vital question before the country. 

For the proposition to which I shall address myself I will take 
as a text the Treasury report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
dated the 14th day of November, 1903, showing an available cash 
balance in the United States Treasury of $223,000,000, of which 
sum $158,000,000 is in national-bank depositories that pay no in- 
terest upon it, but loan it to the people at the usual per cent. 
Whence came this money and where is it to-day? This money 
has been received from the people of this country by your system 
of taxation, and under that system evils have arisen that are 
criticised by Members of that side of the House. But they are 
held in restraint. They privately admit, but on the signal they 
rush within the lines, Would we ever have heard of a grant of 
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$3.06 0,600 to the Philippine Islands last session as a pure gratuity | follow in its train? I make no aspersions on any officer, but that 


out of our Treasury had we not had this enormous surplus, built | is a power that should not be lodged in any one man. 


up from taxation? 

Would we ever have heard of the extravagant appropriations of 
the Fifty-seventh Congress, which out-Heroded anything that has 
been known before? To-day we find the Secretary of the Treasury, 


and we have in years gone by found him refunding and purchas- | 
ing United States bonds increased in price by the knowledge of | 


the bondholders that the Secretary offers to purchase them, and 
last year millions of dollars were paid out as excess price for United 
States Government bonds out of the surplus you have builded up. 
Repeatedly he has paid millions in interest before it was due. 
Further, the Secretary of the Treasury has resorted to the if not 
illegal expedient, at least the improper expedient of permitting 
the deposit of State and municipal bonds for-the securing of de- 

sits in the national-bank depositories of the country. It seems 
. would add railroad bonds to this favored class of security. Yet 
with this money, $158,000,000, taken by taxation from the peo- 
ple unjustly, we as representatives are denied the privilege and 
the opportunity of reducing national taxation, which our constitu- 
encies and yours demand, to the end that taxation should be no 
mere than is needed for government honestly administered. The 
Secretary of the Treasury, in order to get the money among the 
people, sends it to the national banks of the country, and is 


clothed with this tremendous and dangerous power without a pro- 


test from the Republican side. 

Its practice confesses an unjust use of the taxing power, for 
without an unnecessary accumulation there would be no transfer 
of the money to the banks. When is this money to be loaned to 
the banks and when withdrawn? In good times or in times of 
panic? Will the Government be able at all times to withdraw it 
with ease? Would it not be especially difficult to withdraw it in 
panicky times? 

To the bankers of what section will it first go? To those sec- 
tions where stock gambling and where dealing in options and 
margins may affect local conditions, or will it go to the West for 
the movement of crops? 

The answers to these queries will show the extreme danger that 
inheres in the policy. 

Such a discretion is lodged in the Secretary of the Treasury 
that he is made a Napoleon of finance and a Czar over our money. 

An officer should not have such a power, or be subject to the 
influences that surrounds the exercise of it. Those who sub- 
merge patriotism to greed would encourage excessive taxation to 
accumulate a surplus to get the pelf. 

The decisions to be made under such a power are too momentous 


to the people, too fraught with consequences to give to the Secre- | 


tary of the Treasury the right to make them. 

These are the burdens upon the American people to-day. They 
find millions of their taxation as a surplus for what? ould you 
have heard of the widespread post-office scandals in this country 
had you not a great surplus accumulated? Would you have heard 
of the Indian land scandals if you had not encouraged it by a riot 
of extravagance, the fruit of an excess? Would you have heard 
of the stealing of millions of acres of public domain out West had 
you not set the pace by building up a surplus in the Treasury? Why, 
sir, for months we had the mooted purchase of the Danish West 
Indies before us. This was invited by the surplus. During thirty 
years they have been on the bargain counter. The overflowing 

reasury furnished an opportune time to try to press them upon us. 

Mr. Chairman, when we passed the Cuban war-tax bill we 
authorized the issue of two hundred millions of bonds to carry on 
the Cuban war, with the promise from the leaders of this House, 
with the promise of the gentleman from New York, with the prom- 
ise of the two gentlemen who have gone to the Senate, with the 
promise of the honorable Speaker of this House, that as soon as 
the war was over the war taxes would be repealed. But, sir, for 
thr-e months the war waged, and then itclosed. Butfor on 
years the war taxes were kept on until this surplus was e 
mountain high as a feast for the cormorants who have less patriot- 
ism and regard for the country than good citizens should have. 

Now, the Secretary of the Treasury would have us take the 
municipal bonds, which represent the debts of the people; the 
State bonds, that represent the debts of the people, i ing an 
interest higher usually than the Government bonds—take those 
bonds as a safe security for the deposit of the ple’s money 
wrung from them by taxation when that money should be left in 
their hands to use as they please and to pay the State and munici- 
ved bonds. We get this policy because the “ stand-patters”’ of the 

t degree with power and influence, not in numerical strength 
in the House or the country, but by superior domination, are able 
to conauer the rising spirit of the gentlemen who voted before for 
the killing of the sugar trust. 

Now, with all the evils that come from clothing the Secretary 
of the Treasury with the power to get out this money, what may 





When will 
he give out the money, in what amounts, and to what locality will 


| he send it? To what States and to what cities shall it go, and 
| what amount will he send to each State, each city, each deposi- 


tary? When will the Secretary of the Treasury withdraw it— 
when the Government needsit? From what locality will it come— 
from what State, city, depositary? These are matters that are 
presented, and bring us back to 1837, when the United States, with 
a surplus of $28,000,000, granted it to the treasurers of the respec- 
tive States, and it stands to-day unpaid to the United States Gov- 
ernment as one of the unavailable assets on its books. 

The Chicago Tribune gives us some history: 

By the year 1835 the original debt of the nation had been wiped out anda 
surplus had — accumulating. At the beginning of 1837 the balance in 
the Treasury, after deducting a reserve fund of $5,000,000. was $37,468,000. By 
act of Congress this money was divided pro rata among the treasuries of the 
twenty-six States and was to be repaid on demand. These deposits were to 
be made in four installments, and three of them were paid, aggregating 
$28,000,000, 

a ~ + * + * * 

The curious part of it is that the transaction remains to-day in the same 
incomplete condition. The States never have refunded this money. The 
State treasurers of Arkansas and Virginia have tried to compel the National 
coer to pay the fourth installment. * * * This money still appears 
among the “unavailable funds” in every report of the Treasurer of the 
United States. 

Here you have one hundred and fifty-eight millions. Isitnota 
rey to political influence? Is it not an incentive to corruption? 
8 it not surely an incentive to a ae And 

for the answer to that I refer to the honorable Speaker of this 
House in his statement last session, and the statement of many 
other distinguished gentlemen on the other side of the House. 
Where is this one hundred and fifty-eight millions? It isin New 
York—some of it. New York has a population of 7,000,000, one- 
eleventh of the population of the country, and yet, when it 
comes to depositing in banks our money without interest, New 
York gets over a quarter of all our surplus moneys in the national- 
bank depositories. These national-bank depositories have one 
hundred and fifty-eight millions of the people’s money, unjustly 


| drawn from them by taxation, which the ‘‘ stand-patters”’ insist 


shall not beremoved. Of theone hundred and fifty-eight millions 
the State of New York has $42,724,000. 

No wonder we have “‘ stand-patters’’ in the country when such 
bounty is given to special favorites. 

Pennsylvania, with a population of 6,000,000, has her four- 
teen millions. M[linois, with a population of 4,000,000, has six 
millions in money. Ohio, well favored, has her five millions. 
Missouri, on account, I presume, of the special arrangement in 
respect to the exposition, has her six millions. 

I make no criticism of the national banks of this country on 
their attitude in this matter, and scarcely a criticism can be made 
of those who, under the power of law sanctioned by an Adminis- 
tration party, take advantage of the means that are offered them 
to enrich themselves—what I maintain is that the people suffer. 

Texas, with a population of 3,000,000, has one million nine hun- 
dred thousand of these assets. Massachusetts, well favored, with 
a population of less than that of Texas, has ten millions of these 
assets. Indiana, witha population of two millions and a half, has 
one million two hundred and seventy-seven thousand. Iowa, who 
furnishes many distinguished public men, with a population of 
2.000.000, has three millions four hundred thousand of this money, 
all without a cent of interest—these one hundred and fifty-eight 
millions of money, collected by you unjustly, while you refuse to 
take from the burdens of the people, go to these different banks, 
with its usufruct, without acentof interest. Georgia has one mil- 
lion of this money. Kentucky, always a State that fights stren- 
uous political battles, has a population of 2,000,000, and has five 
millions of these deposits to loan to the people. Wisconsin, witha 
population of 2,000,000, has two millions of funds of the Govern- 
ment. Maryland has three million three hundred and forty-two 
thousand of these United States funds, with but a million of 
population. Nebraska, where the political battle wages warm, 
with a population of 1,000,000, has one million three hundred and 
forty-seven thousand in money. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
permit a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Yes; but the gentleman will 
recognize that my time is brief, and I would like him to get m 
friend from New York [Mr. Payne] to yield me time in whic 
to answer the question. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think the gentleman will. I 
think he will give the gentleman time to answer the question, 
Does the gentleman object to the fact that the public moneys are 
kept in the banks, or does he object to the particular banks in 
which they are kept? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I will tell the gentleman my views, 
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I object here to the raising of money for the purpose of placing it 
in the Treasury as a surplus, with the train of evils that I have 
mentioned and which compels the placing of it in the national 


banks, and on which money of the people they pay no interest. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman answer my ques- 
tion? Of course nobody favors raising money for the sake of put- 
ting it in the banks, but with the money already raised, with it 
secured, with it taken by taxation, what would he do with it—put 
it in the banks or lock it up in the Treasury? ; 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It is perfectly secure with the 
bonds of the United States. ; 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Would he lock it up in the Treas- 
ury or put it in the banks? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman asks me if I ob- 
ject to the particular banks. I would rather say not, with some 
exceptions; and now, Mr. Chairman, I will try to show the evils 
that are likely to arise when a large surplus is here and the banks 
want to get the money. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman kindly answer 
the question, or does he not desire to answer it? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I have tried to treat the gentle- 
man and his question courteously. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. What I would like to know is what 
would he do with the money after it was raised—put it in the banks 
or lock it up in the Treasury? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would not lock it up in the 
Treasury. With the rates of national taxation we could not have 
money to oe if this sum was locked up in the Treasury. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Then the gentleman would refuse 
to put it in the banks? . 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would destroy the surplus by 
reducing taxation. The question then would not arise in refer- 
-— to deposits. Mr. irman, the gentleman is taking my 


ime. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield further. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Now, as to whether I object to 


would like the gentleman from Connecticut to listen: 


Tue NATIONAL City BANK or New YorK, 
New York, June 5, 1897. 





be glad to take further action in 


some of the banks, I read from a document of the House and I 
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that the Secretary of the Treasury would not possibly be offended 
by that consultation of the Standard Oil bank’s vice-president. 

N ow the gentleman asks me, ‘‘Do you object to these banks 
having the money?’’ Mr. Chairman, I said that in some respects 
I might. Now let me give these cities. As an appendix to my 
remarks I will include every national bank in this country by 
name, and the city of its location, with the amount that it has as 
a United States Government depository. And when I come to 
New York and the gentleman asks me if I have any objection to 
any particular bank having the money, I simply suggest to him 
that there is one bank that I think has a little more than it ought 
to have, and he will think so when I tell him that this bank, about 
which Mr. Hepburn wrote to the Secretary of the Treasury, out 
of the total $158,000,000 has $12,930,700 of the people’s money, 
wrung from them by taxation, that it is loaning out to the people 
at interest, in order to give the people the power to pay this ex- 
cessive taxation that you have forced upon them, and that the 
stand-patters decline to take off. 

Now, is it possible that with this money in the United States 
Treasury they would not make use of it to some extent for political 
ends? Hepburn thought so when he spoke of political influence 
his bank in the campaign. I have known smaller matters 
than that, Mr. Chairman, to have that result. When rural free de- 
livery came up I thought that I stood pretty well with the powers 
that be, and in the first circular that was issued they gave my in- 
dorsement of a petition that went as information to the Members 
of the House and to the Senate; but later on, when they attempted 


| to prostitute this splendid service to partisan ends, I found this 


| 


letter in answer to one I wrote to a distinguished member of the 
Administration: 
My DEAR Mr. Rosrnson: I have your favor of the — instant with reference 


to petition for rural free delivery starting from . I have forwarded 
the same to Hon. , Republican candidate for Congress in the Twelfth 








district, for suggestions from him. He is entirely familiar with reference to 


applications for rural free ed. ——_ as I have heard from him I will 
6 matter. 


If a little matter of rural free delivery is made the vehicle for 
| partisan ends, why can we not assume under the record I present 
| to you by tables clearly showing favoritism and that this money 
in the United States Treasury has been used for political influence 


My Dear Mr. Gace: The National City Bank of this city, of which I re- | and to further the cause of the party giving it out to the banks, 


‘cently became vice-president through the consolidation of the business of 


the Third National with it, is one of the banks designated as a United States 
depository, and I write to request that an ones which may be made un- 
der the Administration we may not be urbed in this respect. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
asked me to listen. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield, and the 
gentleman from Connecticut is not in order. 
_Mr. HILL of Connecticut. But the gentleman asked me to 


listen. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It is true, I did ask the gentle- 
man to listen. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the —— yield now? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman says he will listen. 
[Laughter. } 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Connecticut? 

Mr, ROBINSON of Indiana. Not until I finish this letter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. The 
Chair was correct. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, I will continue the reading of 
the letter: 

We should like to remain a United States de tory as at present. Of 
course the bank is very enone, one if you will e the pains to look at our 
list of directors you will see t we also have very great political claims in 
view of what was done during the canvass last year. 

Laughter and applause. | 
ow, this fund, built up as a surplus by excessive taxation, will 
be made the goal of men less patriotic t good American citi- 
zens ought to be. In another letter [reading]: 


If not presum: too much, we would be greatly obliged for a suggestion 
from youas to ny ame of bonds which it would be good judgment for us 


to acquire at the present time, this move on our part being quite as much in | 


the public interest (in the prevention of any money stringency) as it is in our 
own interest as bankers. 

It is apparent that the amount of money received by the Treasury from 
the sale of this property will considerably exceed the amount of currency 
sixes maturing on January 1 next, and it isin the hope that a considerable 

rtion of these funds will be left with the banks for a sufficient length of 

© to afford a reasonable profit that we undertake the expense of procuring 
the necessary ds to q us as a depository. 
Y A. B. HEPBURN, 
Vice-Presi 


Hon LYMAN J. GAGE, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 
This letter asks the advice of the «mpg rae Mr the Treasury as 
to what he shall do, showing by his familiarity of expression 


| that the same thing will continue in the future while so vicious 

| licy is not corrected by a reduction of national taxation? 

will not mention the name of the gentleman from whose office 
this letter came. It is due to him to say that his signature was 
placed on the letter with a rubber stamp. No doubt he was over 
the country, doing the best he could to preach the gospel of high 
taxes, and his secretary stamped his name at the bottom of the 
letter. To-day, in every newspaper we pick up, statements are 
seen of reductions of wages; we have statements showing that the 
cost of living to the laboring man is 16 per cent higher now than 
it was several years ago, and this is a fitting time, I think, for the 
Republican~party to break away from that influence that comes, 
I think, from less than a majority, to “‘ stand pat,’’ and follow the 
dictates of their own judgment and reduce this tariff tax that is 
building up in the Treasury this money. 

The Treasury report of November 14, 1903, shows the amount 
of surplus as follows: 
EXHIBIT A. 
Statement of the United States Treasury on the 14th day of November, 1908— 
Cash in the Treasury. 
+ . * - * e * 
GENERAL FUND. 


In national bank depositories to credit of the Treasurer of the 
a ii AiR A cat Sailebncanesexwaen’ $158, 602, 286. 73 
I ic od wnctetuaminamaddisereh abidusdsccaseues 223, 144, 399. 08 
The basis for my presenting in groups the States and cities, with 
the amounts of es gn in national banks, is found in a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, which reads as follows: 


Exursir B. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, November 11, 1903 
Hon. J. M. RoBrnson, 
House of Representatives. 


Srr: I have the honor to inclose herewith, in compliance with the request 


| containedin your letter of the 10th instant, two lists of national banks which 


have been designated as depositaries of public moneys, showing the names 
of the banks, their location, and the amount of public moneys to the credit 
of the Treasurer of the United States, held by each. These amounts do not 
include any funds to the official credit of United States disbursing officers. 
One is a list of the permanent or regular depositaries, and the other a list of 
the «« mporary or inactive depositaries; both have separate columns showing 
the banks which hold $1,000,000 or more, and the other less than $1,000,000. 
Respectfully, 
L. M. SHaw, Secretary. 


The population is taken from the census of 1900, and the full 
list of national-bank depositories in the United States is referred 


¥ 
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to in the letter of transmittal by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


I will print in full as an appendix to my remarks. 
ExuisiT C. 
NATIONAL BANKS DESIGNATED AS TEMPORARY SPECIAL DEPOSITARIES. 


Balances held to the credit of the Treasurer of the United States, October 31, 


1903. 


or more, 


First National Bank, Anniston, Ala 

Anniston National Bank, Anniston, Ala 

City National Bank, Selma, Ala ......._... 
Consolidated National Bank, Tucson, Ariz-. 
First National Bank, Los Angeles, Cal .......... 
Citizens’ National Bank, Los Angeles, Cal 
Merchants’ National Bank, Los Angeles, Cal 
First National Bank, Oakland, Cal 

First National Bank, Pomona, Cal 

First National Bank, Riverside, Cal 

First National Benk,San Diego, Cal 
Crocker-Woolworth National Bank, San Francisco, 

Cal. 100,000 
San Francisco National Bank, San Francisco, Cal B00, 000 | 
Western National Bank, San Francisco, Cal 150,000 | 

50, 000 | 

First National Bank, Cripple Creek, Colo 109, 000 
National Bank of Commerce, Denver, Colo. . . 100, 000 
First National Bank, Fort Collins, Colo 50, 000 | 
Carbonite National Bank, Leadville, Colo i 100, 000 
Mercantile National Bank, Pueblo, Colo 50, 000 
Bridgeport National Bank, Bridgeport, Conn 102, 500 
First National Bank, Hartford, Conn 100, 000 
/itna National Bank, Hartford, Conn 51,900 
First National Bank, Meriden, Conn 400, 000 
Home National Bank, Meriden, Conn | 100,000 
Mechanics’ National Bank, New Britain, Conn 100, 000 
National Bank of Norwalk, Norwalk, Conn 240, 000 | 
First National Bank, Norwich, Conn 7h, 000 
Pawcatuck National Bank, Pawcatuck, Conn 50,000 
Windham National Bank, Willimantic, Conn 50, 000 
American National Bank, Washington, D. C 100, 000 
National Metropolitan Bank, Washington, D. C 240, 000 
Citizens’ National Bank, Washington, D. C 50, 000 
Ricgs National Bank, Washington, D. C ... ideale 
First National Bank, Fernandina, Fla 50, 000 
First National Bank, St. Augustine, Fla 50, 000 
Atlantic National Bank, Jacksonville, Fla 100, 000 
Third National Bank, Atlanta, Ga 200, 000 
Fourth National Bank, Atlanta, Ga 354, 000 
Georgia Netional Bank, Athens, Ga 50, 000 
Third National Bank, Columbus, Ga 159, 000 
National Bank of Columbus, Columbus, Ga 50, 000 
First National Bank, Macon, Ga 50, 000 
American National Bank, Macon, Ga 90, 000 | 
First National Bank, Marietta,Ga 50,000 | 
First National Bank, Pocatello, Idaho 50, 000 
First National Bank, Wallace, Idaho 59,000 
First National Bank, Amboy, Il 50,000 
First National Bank, Beardstown, Ill 
Old National Bank, Centralia, Ill 
First National Bank, Champaign, I]_-..................-. | 
Hamilton National Bank, Chicago, Ml. ..................] 
National Bank of the Republic, Chicago, Il 
Second National Bank, Danville, Ill 
Danville National Bank, Danville, Ml 
Citizens’ National Bank, Decatur, Ml 
National Bank of Decatur, Decatur, Ill 
First National Bank, East St. Louis, Dl 
First National Bank, Edwardsville, lll 
Home National Bank, Elgin, Ml 
Joliet National k, Joliet, Tl 
Citizens’ National Bank, Bedford, Ind 
First National Bank, Brazil, Ind 
First National Bank, Crawfordsville, Ind--.. 
Citizens’ National Bank, Crawfordsville, Ind. 
Citizens’ National Bank, Evansville, Ind 

“ty National Bank, Evansville, Ind 
Hamilton National Bank, Fort Wayno, Ind 
First National Bank, Frankfort, Ind 
Franklin National Bank, Franklin, Ind 
Central National Bank, Greencastle, Ind 
Third National Bank, Greensburg, Ind 
Citizens’ National Bank, Greensburg, Ind 
Columbia National Bank, Indianapolis, Ind 
Fletcher National Bank, Indianapolis, Ind 
Union National Bank, Indianapolis, Ind 
Citizens’ National Bank, Kokomo, Ind 
Howard National Bank, Kokomo, Ind 
City National Bank, Lafayette, Ind 
Merchants’ National Bank, Lafayette, Ind . 
National Fowler Bank, Lafayette, Ind 
First National Bank, Lebanon, Ind 
Lebanon National Bank, Lebanon, Ind 
Union County National Bank, Liberty, Ind 
First Natiopval Bank, Madison, Ind 
National Branch Bank, Madison, Ind 
Delaware County National Bank, Muncie, Ind 
Merchants’ National Bank, Muncie, Ind 
Second National Bank, New Albany, Ind 
New Albany National Bank, New Albany, Ind 
Citizens’ National Bank, Peru, Ind 
People’s National Bank, Princeton, Ind 
First National Bank, Richmond, Ind 
South Bend National Bank, South Bend, Ind 
National Bank of Sullivan, Sullivan, Ind 
Second National Bank, Vincennes, Ind _.. 
First National Bank, Key West, Fia__.. 
Fort Dallas National Bank, Miami, Fla - 
Exchange National Bank, Tampa, Fla 
City Nationa! Bank, Kankakee, Ill 











Title of bank and location. n | $1,000,000 





| First National Bank, Winfield, Kans ......... 
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Balances held to the credit of the Treasurer of the United States, October $1, 
1908—Continued. 


; : Less than | $1,000,000 

Title of bank and location. $1,000,000. | or manne. 
Pana National Bank, Pana, Ill 
Edgar County National Bank, Paris, Ill 
Citizens’ National Bank, Princeton, [Il 
Manufacturers’ National Bank, Rockford, Tl 
Citizens’ National Bank, Belle Plaine, Iowa 
First National Bank, Boone, Iowa 
Merchants’ National Bank, Burlington, Iowa ea 
National State Bank, Burlington, lowa * fF yee 
Cedar Falls National Bank, Cedar Falls, Iowa PB se edn x 
Citizens’ National Bank, Cedar Falls, Iowa 59, 000 
Cedar Rapids National Bank, Cedar Rapids, Iowa --.. 87,590 
First National Bank, Chariton, Iowa 59, 090 
City National Bank, Clinton, Iowa. ........ i be 59, 000 | 
National Bank of Decorah, Decorah, Iowa 52,000 
Des Moines National Bank, Des Moines, Iowa 100, 000 
Valley National Bank, Des Moines, lowa 100, G00 
First National Bank, Garner. Iowa 50, 000 
First National Bank, Mason City, Iowa 100, 000 
City National Bank, Mason City, Iowa 100, 700 
First National Bank, Montezuma, Iowa 5),000 
First National Bank, Mount Pleasant, Iowa. .......... 100, 000 
National State Bank, Mount Pleasant, Iowa ais 55, 000 
Oskaloosa National Bank, Oskaloosa, Iowa wis 50, 000 
Iowa National Bank, Ottumwa, Iowa 59,000 
Ottumwa National Bank, Ottumwa, Iowa 50,000 
First National Bank, Redoak, Iowa A | ere 
Redoak National Bank, Redoak, Iowa ‘ 230, 000 
First National Bank, Rock Valley, Iowa 50, 003 
First National Bank, Shenandoah, Iowa 50, 000 
Shenandoah National Bank, Shenandoah, Iowa 50,000 
Iowa State National Bank, Sioux City, Iowa 59, 000 
First National Bank, Waterloo, Iowa 50,000 
Black Hawk National Bank, Waterloo, lowa 59, 000 : 
Commercial National Bank, Waterloo, Iowa 52,700 |... 
Leavitt & Johnson National Bank, Waterloo, Iowa -..! 50,000 
Abilene National Bunk, Abilene, Kans--.....-... 590,000 
First National Bank, Anthony, Kans --................ 59,000 
Exchange National Bank, Atchison, Kans isiog 50, 000 
First National Bank, Fort Scott, Kans died 59, 000 | 
Galena National Bank. Galena, Kans 69,000 | 
First National Bank, Hutchinson, Kans 50,000 | 
Commercial National Bank, Independence, Kans 50,000 
Commercia! National Bank, Kansas City, Kans ....... 50, 000 | 
First National Bank, Kingman, Kans 50,000 
Manufacturers’ National Bank, Leavenworth, Kans__ 85,090 
First National Bank, Manhattan, Kans 100, 000 
First National Bank, Ottawa, Kans 50, 000 | 
First National Bank, Pittsburg, Kans 50,000 | 
Farmers’ National Bank, Salina, Kans ................. 50, 000 
National Bank of America, Salina, Kans 50,000 
Central National Bank, Topeka, Kans.................. 100,000 
Fourth National Bank, Wichita, Kans 59,000 
Kansas National Bank, Wichita. Kans --............... 100, 000 
National Bank of Commerce, Wichita, Kans... aa 590, 000 








| 
j 
[a neeee nee 
} 


Second National Bank, Ashland, Ky 50,000 
Ashland National Bank, Ashland, Ky 100, 000 | 
Merchants’ National Bank, Ashland, Ky 50,000 | 
Catlettsburg National Bank, Catlettsbu: 50,000 
Hardin National Bank, Elizabethtown, 50, 000 
Trigg National Bank, Glasgow, Ky 50,000 
Henderson National Bank, Henderson, Ky 200,000 
Second National Bank, Lexington, K 80, 000 
Fayette National Bank, Lexington, y 50, 000 
Farmers’ National Bank, Princeton, Ky 

First National Bank, Somerset, Ky 

First National Bank, Crowley, La 

Caleasieu National Bank, Lake Charles, La 

Lake Charles National Bank, Leke Charles, La 

New Iberia National Bank, New Iberia, La -... 

State National Bank, New Orleans, La 

First National Bank, Shreveport, La 

First National Bank, Augusta, Me 

Northern National Bank, Hallowell, Me 

Canal National Bank, Portland, Me 

Ticonic National Bank, Waterville, 

First National Bank, Baltimore, Md 

Third National Bank, Baltimore, Md 

Citizens’ National Bank, Baltimore, Md 

National Bank of Baltimore, Baltimore, Md 

National Bank of Commerce, Baltimore, Md 

National Marine Bank, Baltimore, Md 

National Union Bank of Maryland, Baltimore, Md.... 

First National Bank, Catonsville, Md 

Easton National Bank of Maryland, Easton, Md.--..... 
Farmersand Mechanics’ National Bank, Frederick,Md.- 

First National Bank, Frostburg, Md ................... 

First National Bank, Oakland, Md 

National Bank of Rising Sun, Rising Sun, Md 

Salisbury National Bank, Salisbury, Md 

Greylock National Bank, Adams, Mass 

Second National Bank, Boston, Mass 

Fourth National Bank, Boston, Mass 

American National Bank, Boston, Mass 

Atlantic National Bank, Boston, Mass 

Mount Vernon National Bank, Boston, Mass 

National Bank of Redemption, Boston, Mass 

National Bank of the Republic, Boston, Mass 

People’s National Bank of Roxbury, Boston, Mass 

South End National Bank, Boston, M 

State National Bank, Boston, Mass 

Winthrop National Bank, Boston, Mass................ 

Grundy County National Bank, Grundy Center, Iowa. 

Knoxville National Bank, Knoxville, Iowa 

Marion County National Bank, Knoxville, Iowa. ...... 

First National Bank, Waverly, Iowa 

First National Bank, Horton, Kans 











Balances held to the credit of the Treasurer of the United States, October 31 
1908—Continued. 


Title of bank and location. Less than | $1,000,000 


People’s National Bank, Ottawa 
Winfield National Bank, Winfi 
First National Bank, Fall River, M 
Massasoit-Pocassett National Ban 
Westminster National Bank, Gardner, Mass 
City National Bank, Gloucester, Mass 
Heracal Nadia! Sa ert 
ngham Nation: nk, Hing ’ 
Merchants’ National Bank, Lawrence, Mass 
Lee National Ba 
Traders’ National 
First National Bank, Lynn, Mass 
Central National Bank 
First National Bank, Marlb 
le’s National Bank 
‘k National Bank, WN: oa 
Merchants’ National Bank, New Bedford, Mass 
Adams National Bank, North Adams, Mass 
Berkshire National Bank, North Adams, Mass 
First National Bank, Northampton, Mass 
Northampton National Bank 
Agricultural National Bank, 
Old Colony National Bank 
First National Bank, Read 
Asiatic National Bank, Salem, Mass 
Mercantile National Bank, Sa 
Merchants’ National Bank, Salem, Mass. 
Spencer National Bank, Spencer. 
Second National Bank, 
Chapin National Bank, Sprin 
City National Bank, Springfield eerie 
John Hancock National Bank, Springfield, Mass 
eld National Bank, Springfield, Mass 
ational Bank, West 
Mechanics’ National Bank, Worcester, Mass 
Merchants’ National Bank, Charlotte, Mich 
First National Bank, Iron Mountain, Mich 
Hackley National Bank, Muskegon, Mich 
e Bank, Port Huron, Mich... 
Saginaw, Mich 
nion City, Mich 


ass 
k, Fall River, Mass. 


Marlboro, Mass 


atick, Mass....... 


orthampton, Mass .... 
Plymouth, Mass 






ational Excha 
Commercial National 
Union City National Bank, U 
First National Bank, Austin, 
First National Bank, Benson, M 
Northwestern National Bank, Minnea 
Northfield National Bank, Northfie 
First National Bank Owatonna, Min 
Merchants’ Nationa 
St. Paul National Bank, St. Paul, Minn 
First National Bank, Spring Vall 
First National Bank, Stillwat 
First National Bank, W: 
Second National Bank, Winon: 
First National Bank, Gul 
National Bank, Hattiesbur. 
Bank of Commerce, Ha 
First National Bank, Laurel, Miss 
First National Bank, Meridian 
First National Bank, Yazoo Ci 
Hannibal National Bank, Hann 
lin National Bank, Jopli 
y National Bank, Kansas 
New England National Bank, 
ational Bank, Kansas City, Mo 
Baird National Bank, Kirksville, Mo 
National Bank of Kirksville, Kirksville, Mo-.- 
Tootle Lemon Nztional Bank, St. J oseph, Mo 
Third National Bank, St. Louis, Mo 
Fourth National Bank, St. Louis, Mo 
Mechanics’ National Bank, St. Louis, Mo 
Union National Bank, Spri 
Trenton National Bank, Trenton, Mo 
People’s National Bank, Warrensburg, Mo 
First National Bank, Butte, Mont 
National Bank of A: 
First National Bank, Bea 
ree and Merchants’ National Bank, Fremont, 
A Wilisicndidinl Wei tian wis mere 
First National Bank, Has 
City National Bank, L 
Nebraska City National Bank, Nebraska City, Nebr -- 
First National Bank, North Platte, Nebr 
First National Bank, Y: br 
City National Bank,'Y 
National State Capital Bank, Concord, N. H 
Merchants’ National Bank, Do 
First National Bank, Hills’ 
Cheshire National Bank, K N 
Keene National Bank, Keene, N. H 
First National Bank, 
Second National Bank, Manchester, N. H 
Amoskeag National Bank, Manchester, N. H 
Manchester National Bank, 
Merchants’ National Bank, Mancheste: 
Souhegan National Bank, Milford, N.H 
Second National Bank, Nashua, N.H., 
First National Bank, Somersworth, N. H 
Somersworth National Bank, 
lirst National Bank, Petoskey, Mich .. 
First National Bank, Albert 
City National Bank, Duluth, M 
National Farmers’ 
Third National Bank, Sédalia, Mo 
Citizens’ National Bank, 
Fremont National Bank, 
Union National Bank, Omaha, Nebr 
South Omaha National Bank,South Omaha, Nebr ...- 
Citizens’ National Bank, Tecumseh, Nebr 


Bank, St, Paul, Minn............. 


tiesburg, Miss - --7--: 


nsas City, Mo 


land, Ashland, Nebr.....-77777"| 


eee enn ener enenee 
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Fremont, Nebr 


Sezge8 





s 


- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Balances held to the credit of the Treasurer o 
1908—Continued. 





Title of bank and location. 





Seeond National Bank, Hoboken, N. J ................. 
First National Bank, Manasquan, N.J............_.__. 
os = mad National Bank of 
First National Bank, Princeton, N. J ............-....- 
First National Bank, Seabrignt, N.J.........-...<s--<- 
Vineland National Bank, Vineland, N. J._............ 
First National Bank, Clayton, N. Mex.................. | 
First National Bank, Addison, N. Y...............-.-.. 
Columbia National Bank, Buffalo, N.¥_............~ 
National Bank of Cohoes, Cohoes, N. Y ................ 
Lake Shore National Bank, Dunkirk, N.Y __.......... | 
Glens Falls National Bank, Glens Falls, N. Y_......... 
Herkimer National Bank, Herkimer, N.Y ............ 
First National Bank, Hornellsville, N. Y............... 
Tlion National Bank, Ilion, N. Y......................... 
National Herkimer County Bank, Little Falls, N. Y_.-- 
First National Bank, Mount Vernon, N. Y_............. 
First National Bank, New York, N. Y¥..............-.... 
Fifth National Bank, New York, N.Y.................. 
American Exchange National Bank, New York, N. Y-- 
Astor National Bank, New York, N. Y__.........._-.... 
—_ tag seae ational Banking Association, New 
ork, 





Chase National Bank, New York, N.¥..................\.. 


Consolidated National Bank, New York, N. Y.......... 
Gallatin National Bank, New York, N. Y_..........__.- 
Leather Manufacturers’ National Bank, New York,N.Y 
Lincoln National Bank, New York, N. Y ._.........-- 
Mercantile National Bank, New York, N. Y_....._. 
National Bank of North America, New York, N. Y 
National Park Bank, New York, N. Y _............._.. 
New York National Exchange Bank, New York, N. Y 
United National Bank, New York, 5, the tiated 
State National Bank, North Tonawanda, N. Y....__.. 
National Bank of Norwich, Norwich, N. Y......- ae 
Exchange National Bank, Olean, N. Y......__.- da | 
Citizens’ National Bank, Saratoga Springs, N. ra 
First National Bank, Ticonderoga, N. Y.....- 
First National Bank, Tonawanda, Fs nO aia 
First National Bank, Utica, N. Y....................... 
Oneida National Bank, Utica, N. ¥ .................... 
Utica City National Bank, Utica, N Y..........-...-.-- | 
First National Bank, Waverly, N. Y ..................- | 
Charlotte National Bank, Charlotte, N.C -............- 
First National Bank, Elizabeth City, N.C.............. 
National Bank of High Point, High Point, N.G....... 
First National Bank, Weldon, N.C.__................... | 
Atlantic National Bank, Wilmington, N.C...........- 
Murchison National Bank, Wilmington, N.C .........- | 
Second National Bank, Akron, Ohio.................... | 
National City Bank, Akron, Ohio....2--7227722777777-7 
First National Bank, Athens, Ohio__.............._..._. | 
First National Bank, Barnesville, Ohio. __..........___. | 
National Bank of Barnesville, Barnesville, Ohio___..__| 
Remon National Bank, Bridgeport, Ohio .......... | 
Central National Bank, Cambridge, Ohio .............- | 
First National Bank, Canton, Ohio ._................_.. 
Fifth National Bank, Cincinnati, Ohio .._....._.....__. | 
German National Bank, Cincinnati, Ohio__.........._. 
Market National Bank, Cincinnati, Ohio_....._.....__. 
National La —— Bank, Cincinnati, Ohio........._. 
First National Bank, Cleveland, Ohio |...” 
Bankers’ National Bank, Cleveland, Ohio.._..... - imal 
Central National Bank, Cleveland, Ohio .........__.._. 
Colonial National Bank, Cleveland, Ohio...........___- | 
Euclid Park National Bank, Cleveland, Ohio _.....__.. 
State National Bank, Cleveland. Ohio.’................ | 
Union National Bank, Cleveland, Ohio ._.........___..- 
Commercial National Bank, Columbus, Ohio._.....__.. 
New First National Bank, Columbus, Ohio _.....__.__- 
Citizens’ National Bank, East Liverpool, Ohio.....___. 
First National Bank, Ironton, Ohio. ........... vam 
Kenton National Bank, Kenton, Ohio -_... 
First National Bank, Marictta, sancti 
Marion National Bank, Marion, Ohio.....__. 
Citizens’ National Bank, McConnelsville, Ohio 
Medina County National Bank, Medina, Ohio ..... mn 
First National Bank, Niles, Ohio--....................... 
Piqua National Bank, Piqua, Ohio......-............... 
oanee City National Bank, Quaker City, Ohio .._.... 
Second National Bank, Ravenna, Ohio -...- SOP EE 
First National Exchange Bank, Sidney, Ohio--......_.| 
First National Bank, Springfield, Ohio. ................ i 
Mad River National Bank, Springfield, Ohio .......... 
| First National Bank, St. Clairsville, Ohio............_- 
National Exchange Bank, Steubenville, Ohio _.__- oll 
Merchants’ National Bank, Toledo, Ohio .............. 
Northern National Bank, Toledo, Ohio ................! 
Western Reserve National Bank, Warren, Ohio .....- 
First National Bank, Youngstown, Ohio ............... 
First National Bank, Zanesville, Ohio.................- 
Old Citizens’ National Bank, Zanesville, Ohio ......... 
Merchants’ National Bank, Elmira, N. Y ...........-.- 
Fourth National Bank, Dayton, Ohio .................. 
First National Bank, Defiance, Ohio ..................- 
First National Bank, Baker City, Oreg ...............- 
First National Bank, Eugene, Oreg ..............--.-.-- 
United States National nk, Portland, Oreg......... 
German National Bank, Allegheny, Pa ................ 
Second National Bank, Allentown, ett atds abe aligned 
Ashland National Bank, Ashland, Pa .................- 
Athens National Bank, Athens, Pa..................... 
First National Bank, Blairsville, Pa................- wisi 
Miners’ National Bank, Blossburg, Pa ................- 
Jefferson County National Bank, Brookville, Pa ....-- 
First National Bank, Canton, Pa ......................- 














the United States, October 31, 


| Less than $1,000,000 
$1,000,000. or more, 


$50, 000 | 
50,000 | 





1,370,000 

1,060, 000 

3, 000, 000 
PEE Diiniegeiesidiiagics 
100,000 |........... 
50, 000 
125, 000 
50, 000 
200, 000 
50,000 
150,000 |__. 
140, 000 | . 
162,000 |. 
159, 000 |. 
100, 000 |_ a 
50,000 |........... 








a 
RSI a es 
EE Dhiokcnicdinenes 
SA Es cnitsntioienun 
I a cicina kee 
PTC. csnandumes 
DE hs icckanaenenes 
250,000 }.......... 
GN lo ckcownaasta 
SRM Lise cncdamacice 
ES od cates 
IN Tia. cacao 
BE Be anudednndins 
BN ii ntl ie 








I ane ad lnateies 
ED Eidcadnnendh« 
. |) ae 
100, 000 


50,000 | 
50,000 | 
850.000 | 
a ine 
et a 
a 
itiisnsaccn 
50, 000 | aren 
WE Eievtodccuce 
EE Radiccnssads~ 
ND Basicnscsvn ses 
50,000 |............ 
PD Evikiinvocaaee 
RM Bis dikaid sicaeditinn 
RA Gh ncrswnritet 
50, 000 sncdaween 
Ge hieccts wade 
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Balances held to the credit of the Treasurer of the United States, October 31, 


1908—Continued. 





Balances held to the credit of the Treasurer of the United States, October 31, 





Title of bank and location. 


National Bank of Catasauqua, Catasauqua, Pa 
Valley National Bank, Chambersburg, Pa__........... 
Delaware County National Bank, Chester, Pa 
Clearfield National Bank, Clearfield, Pa 
County National Bank, Clearfield, Pa__................ 
First National Bank, Clifton Heights, Pa __............ 
National Bank of Chester Valley, Coatesville, Pa 
National Bank of Coatesville, Coatesville, Pa_........- 
Tradesmen’s National Bank, Conshohocken, Pa .--.... 
First National Bank, East Brady, Pa 
First National Bank, Ebensburg, Pa 
First National Bank, Emporium, Pa ‘ 
First National Bank, Greenville, Pa.................... 
First National Bank, Hanover, Pa...................... 
Harrisburg National Bank, Harrisburg, Pa-_........... 
First National Bank, Hollidaysburg, Pa-.........--.... 
Union National Bank, Huntingdon, Pa.__.............. 
National Bank of Jersey Shore, Jersey Shore, Pa..... 
First National Bank, Johnstown, Pa -..........-....... 
Citizens’ National Bank, Johnstown, Pa ............... 
Farmers’ National Bank, Kittanning, Pa -............. 
Northern National Bank, Lancaster, Pa............... 
First Na ional Bank, Lansford, Pa --................... 
LebanontNational Bank, Lebanon, Pa 
People’s National Bank, Lebanon, Pa --..............-- 
Nationa | Bank of Malvern, Malvern, Pa_............... 
Keystone National Bank, Manheim, Pa--_..............- 
First National Bank, Marietta, Pa _..............._..... 
First National Bank, McKeesport, Pa ................. 
National Bank of Mokecapert. McKeesport, Pa__...... 
First National Bank, Mount Carmel, Pa__.............. 
First National Bank, Mount Joy, Pa_................... 
First National Bank, Newcastle, Pa _................... 
Citizens’ National Bank, Newcastle, Pa ................ 
National Bank of Oxford, Oxford, Pa.................. 
First National Bank, Perkasie, Pa.....................-. 
Eighth National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa_.............. 
es and Mechanics’ National Bank, Philadel- 
IN a re nis dee ditching © dhe eiictted Sat San 
Fourth Street National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa 
Girard National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa __............. 
National Bank of Germantown, Philadelphia, Pa 
Northwestern National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa 
Union National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa 
First National Bank, Pittsburg, Pa_.................... 
Federal National Bank, Pittsburg, SS ee ae 
Merchants and Manufacturers’ National Bank, Pitts- 
I nn tetiette emir a ethisis eieeteiintia ali mentee saes aly Stbariati 
People’s National Bank, Pittsburg, Pa 
Union National Bank, Pittsburg, Pa -.................. 
National Bank of Pottstown, Pottstown, Pa........... 
Merchants’ National Bank, Quakertown, Pa__....._... 
Reading National Bank, Reading, Pa_-.................. 
First National Bank, a i icnduspisdinaiundaeibers 
National Bank of Sayre, Sayre, Pa._.................-.- 
Traders’ National Bank, Scranton, Pa--__-.............- 
Sellersville National Bank, Sellersville, Pa_........... 
National Bank of Slatington, Slatington, Pa.._........ 
Stroudsburg National Bank, Strou 
First National Bank, Sunbury, Pa-_.....-......-........ 
First National Bank, Troy, Pa.......................... 
First National Bank, Tyrone, Pa.-..................... 
Farmersand Merchants’ National Bank, Tyrone, Pa. 
First National Bank, Wellsboro, Pa__.................. 
First National Bank, West Chester, Pa................. 
Second National Bank, Wilkesbarre, Pa... ___. 
West Branch National Bank, Williamsport, Pa_.._.... 
York National Bank, York, Pa... ....................... 
National Exchange Bank, Providence, R. I 
Old National Bank, Providence, R.I........-.......... 
People’s National Bank, Charleston, 8. C ........._.... 
Nationa! Loan and Exchange Bank, Columbia, 8. C... 
City National Bank, Greenville, 8. C__......_.......... 
National Bank of Greenville, Greenville, 8. C 
National Union Bank. Rockhill, 8. C__................. 
Central National Bank, erm. Dt Sinsksniacndva 
First National Bank, Madison, 8. Dak _-................ 
First National Bank, Chattanooga, Tenn 
First National Bank, Dyersburg, Tenn -............... 
City National Bank, Johnson City, Temn.-............. 
Unaka National Bank, Johnson City, Tenn 
City National Bank, Knoxville, Tenn --_................ 
Mechanics’ National Bank, Knoxville, Temn.-......_... 
National Bank of Commerce, Memphis, Tenn ......._. 
State National Bank, a ES errs 
Mauchchunk National Bank, Mauchchunk, Pa 
First National Bank, Clarksville. Tenn............_.._. 
Amarillo National Bank, Amarillo, Tex 
First National Bank, Beaumont, Tex._................. 
American National Bank, Beaumont, Tex 
State National Bank, Denison, Tex.-_................... 
Commercial National Bank, Houston, Tex............ 
Merchants’ National Bank, ‘Houston, aera 
First National Bank, Paris, Tex ........................ 
City National Bank, Paris, Tex -....................... 
First National Bank, San Angelo, Tex ................. 
City National Bank, San Antonio, Tex--............... 
Texarkana National Bank, Texarkana, Tex ........... 
National Bank of Barre, Barre, Vt_..................... 
People’s National Bank, Brattleboro, Vt -.............. 
Vermont National Bank, Brattleboro, Vt ---............ 
Lyndonville National Bank, Lyndonville, Vt .......... 
Montpelier National Bank, Montpelier, Vt ............. 
Killington National Bank, Rutland, Vt -................ 
First National Bank, St. Johnsbury, Vt -.........:..... 
National Bank of Newbury, Wells 











































1908—Continued. 
Less than | $1,000,000 Less than | $1,000,000 
$1,000,000. | or more. Title of bank and location. $1,000,000. o. more. 
| I Riri stind National Bank of White River Junction, White River 
Be PUN, I Son stints ndninen dhdokhnunnnndwaneeesed $e 
SE titi anccee Woodstock National Bank, Woodstock, Vt............ 00, 000 
ED Ua sichcuincon nant First National Bank, ahngton., MN iain hn wits elation 50, 000 
ED ctntisiiy cctindine Dominion National Bank, Bristol, Va -................-. 50, 000 
50,000 |............ | First National Bank, Farmville, Va__.................. 50, 000 
3 Gaia First National Bank, Harrisonburg, Va-............... 50, 000 
100,000 |............ | Rockingham National Bank, Harrisonburg, Va....... 50, 000 
Rees SS Loudoun National Bank, Leesburg, Va ........ a 100,000 |... 
a People’s National Bank, ae Bisse | 100,000 |_. 
SE Dcigeskckadee First National Bank, Richmond, Va_.-....... 270,000 |. 
100, 000 eke National Bank of Virginia, Richmond, Va-........ 865, 000 |. 
75,000 |............ | Planters’ National Bank, Richmond, Va-.-_............- 400,000 |. 
hg otk tee ana National Exchange Bank, Roanoke, Va ................ 50, 000 
ae one Augusta National Bank, Staunton, Va.................. 50, 000 
Satie oon National Valley Bank, Staunton, Va_................... 50, 000 
— , SSSR NTE Tazewell National Bank, Tazewell, Va ................. , 000 
ue 8 ELE * Farmers and Merchants’ National Bank, Winchester, 
VY | wwe wwe woeece Ross nce ennnsanln dbdnd nb thot babehideiadbdeadees ébouse 
I Be achsieas emess First National Bank, Everett, Wash.................... 
(| =e American National Bank, Everett, Wash .............. 
 . ee Capital National Bank, Olympia, Wash ................ 
BSED Be xisane cdivoae Traders’ National Bank, Spokane, Wash ............... 
DE Loss on ckunne Flat Top National Bank, Bluefield, W. Va .............. 
ED Vicdidwanbee Charleston National Bank, Charleston, W. Va__........ 
1 4, ee Merchants’ National Bank of West Virginia, Clarks- 
51,000 |........ ee NOUR WE oO ons Sn ba cib a thou ssatbas mene 
oy .. » TRE First National Bank, Fairmont, W. Va ................. 
100, 000 otis ay in gods First National Bank, New Martinsville, W. Va ........ 
NN dio haiti Second National Bank, Parkersburg, W. Va ..........-. 
«Yep First National Bank, Piedmont, W. Va _................ 
ED Diss cahvmnnin First National Bank, Sistersville, W. Va._.............. 
50,000 |............ | Farmers and Producers’ National Bank, Sistersville, 
NS hie aig sk MY i Wilts sis aake nk Sacknid peiaschshet ob said sh i teasidiinetedhtipalet 
Be ee ete ee cae Citizens’ National Bank, Appleton, Wis -....-......... 
SD fos nds seccus Lumbermen’s National Bank, Chippewa Falls, Wis -. 
100,000 |. ..... 2.2... Eau Claire National Bank, Eau Claire, Wis__.......... 
Fond du Lac National Bank, Fond du Lac, Wis -...... 
BOB 000 45... 5... Citizens’ National Bank. Greenbay, Wis___.-.......... 
$1, 458,000 | Rock County National Bank, Janesville, Wis ......... 
UG Fak onc tcc cus National Bank of Merrill, Merrill, Wis -..............- 
| _ i) eee Marine National Bank, Milwaukee, Wis_.............. 
Bea. Gee j............ Milwaukee National Bank, Milwaukee, Wis........... 
BO Ee ccccnsiccene Citizens’ National Bank, Oconto, Wis-..............-..-. 
GE Cekicinccasue National Union Bank, Oshkosh, Wis ................... 
_ | eee: First National Bank, Stevens Point, Wis .............. 
National German-American Bank, Wausau, Wis ..... 
| § See First National Bank of the city of Superior, West 
SD a cic inde d Superior, Wis. 
508,000 |... 22.2. Amierican National Bank, Fort Worth, Tex ........... 
50,000 |............ State National Bank, Fort Worth, Tex -.-.........---- 
 ... , Sea Lockwood National Bank, San Antonio, Tex .......... 
ts natinn aban Citizens’ National Bank, Tyler, Tex.................... 
BED livcimsccocs Jester National Bank, Tyler, Tex --.-.................... 
5 = ee People’s National Bank, Manassas, Va-................. 
GED Paciiéncwasks Marion National Bank, Marion, Va. -................... 
et First National Bank, Ne eh, rr 
.. Newport News National Bank, Newport News, Va--- 
oo beens aivases First National Bank, Laramie, Wyo-...............-...- 
 , Ee 
Ro Exuuisir D. 
oo = Rancid NATIONAL BANKS DESIGNATED AS REGULAR DEPOSITARIES OF PUBLIC 
BE Bacdbiwancacn MONEY. 
- = retest S Balances to the credit of the Treasurer of the United States, October 31, 1903. 
150, 000 | peo a CN ky Kt, gn etl RR NS 
as : Less than | $1,000,000 
1m 006 atirhi asec Title of bank and location. $1,000,000. | or more. 
7 NT ed 
— wcececee cone First National Bank, Birmingham, Ala .............. $90,006.59 |.............. 
>-- 4 epnamieetaas Alabama National Bank, Birmingham, Ala__........ 50,000. 00 |.............- 
2-4 heongubeneen Merchants and Planters’—Farley National Bank, 
aa I I linn ine denon gine cocciepuas abscer 15, 697. 38 
ol City National Bank, Tuscaloosa, Ala --.......-...-..- 33, 243. 34 
50" or eee eeoane First National Bank, Juneau, Alaska-...............- 46,741.19 
30000 (0 Prescott National Bank, Prescott, Ariz -............. 45, 499. 87 
FO’ ere Exchange National Bank, Little Rock, Ark.......... 58, 605. 46 
50,000 [07 First National Bank, Eureka, Cal .................--- 48,511.06 
ea Los Angeles National Bank, Los pe A es ea a: 
300.000 |." National Bank of D.O. Mills & Co.,Sacramento, Cal.| 99,448. 84 
50°00 (07 First National Bank, San Francisco, Cal -............ 434, 000.00 
00 000 (077777777777 American National Bank, San Francisco, Cal 206, 931. 19 
80), 000 |-..-=------- Nevada National Bank, San Francisco, Cal -_- 400,000. 00 
32, O00 | -.---- -----0 First National Bank, Denver, Colo -........-.- 176, 235. 99 
one Colorado National Bank, Denver, Colo. -......... -| 85,733.58 |. 
50,000 (2 Denver National Bank, Denver, Colo ..........--.-.. , 228, 68 
50000 | First National Bank, Durango, Colo.................- 268.25 | 
=9 000 | First National Bank, Montrose, Colo..-............... 276. 82 
* & ggeenmein ag First National Bank, Pueblo, Colo-.......--. e 801. 84 
a First National Bank, Bridgeport, Conn -- 894. 96 
50,000 Charter Oak National Bank, Hartford, Conn -....... 60, 880. 42 
a Second National Bank, New Haven, Conn ........... 49, 448. 08 
> quant res. National Bank of Commerce, New London, Conn....| 95, 410.96 
cer merememrai Thames National Bank, Norwich, Conn.............. 45, 359. 69 
a oe First National Bank, Wilmington, Del. .............. 15, 467. 16 
re Central National Bank, Wash: Ay BERS REE 120, 111.38 
en Cn National Bank of Jacksonville, Jacksonville, Fla ...| 127,577.84 
1p O00 |---------0=" American National Bank, Pensacola, Fla ....... 20, 057. 66 
108500 |-------""" First National Bank, yi FIR: -..22c00ce e+e -| _76, 308. 86 
seen Atlanta National Bank, Atlanta, Ga -........... ---| 158, 4%. 23 
975,000 |. Lowry National Bank, Atlanta, Ga.......-........... 185, 334. 42 |. 
a Merchants’ National Bank, Savannah, Ga ----2----, 72,772. 98 
100, Care sermpa First National Bank of Hawaii, Honolulu, Hawaii? _| 153, 490. 68 
,000 j............ @ Holdings in disbursing officer's accounts. bOctober 24. 
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$1,000,000 . Less than | $1,000,000 
Title of bank and location. OF more. Title of bank and location. $1,000,000. | or more. 

Boise City National Bank, Boise, Idaho ...........--- First National Bank, Trenton, N. J .......----...-...| $34,255.38 |_............. 
First National nn cnsivennclueemraaniiis First National Bank, Albuquerque, N. Mex.---....-.| 114, 478.10 |__ 
Corn Exchange National Bank, Chicago, Tll.....--...- First National Bank, Santa Fe, N. Mex --....-.-.-.... | 39,208.34 |__ 
Fort Dearborn National Bank, Chicago, Il -.......... , 000. National Commercial Bank, Albany, N.Y ---....-.....- | 216,556.47 | __ 
Millikin National Bank, Decatur, Ill............--.... 249, 194. 93 National Exchange Bank, Albany, N.Y --.....-....--- | 192, 782.70 | __ 
Southern Illinois National Bank, East St. Louis, Ill.| 99,740.92 First National Bank, Binghamton, N.Y --......----.- | 49,898.75 |_. 
Farmers’ National Bank, Pekin, Il) .................- 200, 000. 00 Nassau National Bank oy NE eames PINE Insc nhciuw panuieoeel 
German-American National Bank, Pekin, [l.......- 200, 000. 00 Third National Bank Buffalo, DR ores hiciene PE Lick cod cnn tesa 
First National Bank, yen Rn oe NGtthihmen nebeeionmad 5 . 00 Marine National Bank, Buffalo, SE iE S cree cn trdanstenehenst 200,000.00 |............ s 
Commercial National Bank, Peoria, Til. .............- 485, Second National Bank, Elmira, N. Y .......--...------ I ES sinesiicadinad 
German-American National Bank, Peoria, Ill..-...-- Central National Bank, New York, N.Y ......------- | 908,000.09 |7 7777" 77>" =" 
Illinois National Bank, Peoria, Ill .............------- 475 Hanover National Bank, New York, N.Y --.......-..-|-.---.------ | $5,212,164. 80 
Merchants’ National Bank, Peoria, Ill "ERE 800, 000. 00 Liberty National Bank, New York, N. Ti inciitnnshaiolond 440,000.00 |... 22... 
Peoria National Bank, Peoria, Ml. ’...........-...---- National Bank of Commerce, New York, N.Y ..-...-.|--.--.--.--- | §, 615,391.11 
Ricker National Bank, Quincy, Ill_................... National Citizens’ Bank, New York. N. Y-.-.-....-.-.-.- 499, 878. 87 Selah Acie iaties 
Rock island National Bank, Rock Isiand, fil....-...- National City Bank, New York, N. ¥ ...........-...-|------------ | [2°987,000. 00 
First National Bank, Grringfeld ea NOE tRepiE New Amsterdam National Bank, New York, N. Y--.) 250,000.00 |_...0. 22. o_. 
Tllinois National Bank, Sp ngfield aie haat ahi Seaboard National Bank, New York, N. Y.--.-......- DI Bie oe cass cn nnn 
State National Bank, Springfield, Ml. ...--2--22-2- 2. First National Bank, Oswego, N. Y __..........----.- 108,099, 20 [7-7-7777 77 
Old National Bank, Evansv a k Westchester County National Bank, Peekskill, N. Y_| 200,000.00'}._-..-. 
American National Bank, Indianapolis, Ind..........|-..--------- ; Plattsburg National Rank, Plattsburg, N. Y -...--..-. Re eee 
Capital National Bank, {ndianapolis, Ind ............ Flour City National Bank, Rochester, N. Y.....-..... EE ho vccciesbonasen 
Indiana National Bank, Indianapolis, Ind_........... 426, 297.56 Traders’ National Bank, Rochester, ly peeeaigietasis MT Ties ins cic ces cline 
Merchants’ National Bank, Indianapolis, Ind........ Third National Bank, Syracuse, N. Y......-......-..- | 145,849.46 }._............ 
Citizens’ National Bank, South Bend, Ind....__....._| 10¢ Manufacturers’ National Bank, Troy, N. Y--.-....-...- | CREE fae ce consceueus 
Vigo County National Bank, Terre Haute, Ind .-..... 190, 800. Second National Bank, Utica, N.Y_.............---..-.. SEI Bs lecnwicacaeanl 
First National Bank, Vincennes, Ind ._...............| li Blue Ridge National Bank, Asheville, N.C _.......... as 
German National Bank, Vincennes, Ind ............. 105 Commercial National Bank, Charlotte, N.C.-.....---- re 
Commercial National Bank, Muskogee, Ind.T....... First National Bank, Durham, N.C.-.................| 50,000.00 |. 20.2222. 
First National Bank, Burlington, Iowa............... City National Bank, Greensboro, N.C ........-..---.-| 31,016.74 |__....-..2... 
First National Bank, Council Bluffs, Iowa ..........- 196, 961 Citizens’ National Bank, Raleigh, N.C _-_.............- | Se apmamapy rE 
First National Bank, Davenport, Iowa -.............. 200, 000. 00 People’s National Bank, Winston, N.C ...............| 50,000.00 |__... 
Citizens’ National Bank, Davenport, Iowa .. me First National Bank, Fargo, N. Dak. _-.. .| 140,879.84 |... 7. 
Citizens’ National Bank, Des Moines, Iowa a Second National Bank, Minot, N. Dak .| 49,942. 80 
Iowa National Bank, Des Moines, Iowa . a Minot National Bank, Minot, N. Dak. ..| 50,000.00 
Second National Bank, Dubuque, Iowa . z First National Bank, Chillicothe, Ohic --| 182,156.12 
First National Bank, Ottumwa, Iowa ... First National Bank, Cincinnati, Ohio - -.-.-..| 884, 254. 64 |_ 
First National Bank, Sioux City, Iowa -- Third National Bank, Cincinnati, Ohio--.-...........-- | 241,080. 46 |_ 
Security National Bank, Sioux City, Iowa . ‘ Fourth National Bank Cincinnati, Ohio -...... ...... 368, 662.47 |__ 
Lawrence National Bank, Lawrence, K. a x Citizens’ National Bank, Cincinnati, Ohio_.....__...- 925,000.00 |. 
First National Bank, Leavenworth, SS Ohio Valley National Bank, Cincinnati, Ohio__....__| 775, 000. 00 
Leavenworth National Bank, Leavenworth, Kans .. Bank of Commerce, National Association, Cleve- | 
Carrollton National Bank, Carrollton, Ky............ eh Made Annenbndoan cannegocesens con NO Cit cineecons 
First National Bank, Covington, Ky.................- Deshler National Bank, Columbus, Ohio -_..._.......| 242,641.77 |_.....__. 
Citizens’ National Bank, Covington, Ky -............ Hayden-Clinton National Bank, Columbus, Ohio--._| 100,000.00 eee 
Farmers’ National Bank, Danville, Ky............... Third National Bank, Dayton, Ohio. -.......... ...... FOP Cintiewecddans 
State Natioval Bank, Frankfort, Ky ................- Second National Bank, Hamilton, Ohio -_...._..._.-- I Css tit wad 
Lexington City National Bank, Lexington, Ky-..... Miami Valley National Bank, Hamilton, Ohio. ...... ik} Ege: 
First National Bank, Louisville, BT --55-- aah nian Nis Merchants’ National Bank, Middletown, Ohio.._..... | 100,000.60 |. ............. 
American National Bank, Losiertt IN is chin cee OARS gl salad ’ First National Bank, Toledo, Ohio -...................| 42,585.06 |_....0...._-- 
Citizens’ National Bank, Louisville, Ky.............. Second National Bank, Toledo, Ohio.................. | 947,806.50 ].............. 
Southern National Bank, Louisville, Ky ............. Capitol National Bank, Guthrie, Okla_...__....__..... Se 
Union National Bank, Louisville, Ky ................ Western National Bank, Oklahoma City, Okla _______ | 208) 288.98 [~~ -~ 777777777 
State National Bank, Maysville, a a Claes 50, First National Bank, Portland, Oreg....__.........__- 2 °° ) SRR 
First National Bank, Owensboro, Ky ...............- 296, 892 Merchants’ National Bank, Portland, Oreg._-_.....__- | 185,502.57 |_....... 
National Deposit Bank, Owensboro, Ky.............. First National Bank, Altoona, Pa .....................| 79,389.00 |....-.. ooo. 
New Orleans National Bank, New Orleans, La ...... 200, 000. First National Bank, Erie, Pa ....... ................-- f- SU  ad  e Se 
Whitney National Bank, New Orleans, La.........-. First National Bank, Harrisburg, Pa __...............| 198,240.50 |__..__.... 
Granite National Bank, Augusta, Me ................ Conestoga National Bank, Lancaster,Pa__....__._. SS con 
First National Bank, Ba I New First National Bank, Meadville, Pa__........... ; Be te 
Merchants’ National Bank, Portland, Me _.....__.... First National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa ____._.....___- SR a 
Merchants’ National Bank, Baltimore, Md _....._._. 202, 000. Corn Exchange National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa_...| 729,146.16 |__..______ ae 
National Exchange Ban Baltimore, Md ......_..... Merchants’ National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa’...____ locucaseeces-| Lae een OS 
National Mechanics’ Bank, Baltimore, Md__..._..... ker City National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa...____- BE) THE fe cnan'e ae se 
Second National Bank, Cumberland, Md_............ yond National Bank, Pittsburg, Pa ............____  «  * 3 ee 
Merchants’ National Bank, Boston, Mass............ 735, 000. Mellon National Bank, Pittsburg, Pa--................| 688,000.9 |... 0. 
National Shawmut Bank, Boston, Mass._............|.........-.- Tradesmen's National Bank, Pittsburg, Pa cee} 0k) NSS 
Mechanics’ National Bank, New Bedford 49, 322. 01 First National Bank, Reading, Pa .................... | PRMD Pike cecccncses 
Third National Bank, Springfield, Mass . 60, 000. 00 Third National Bank, Scranton, Pa ............_____. 459,386.98 |........_. 
First National Bank, Detroit, Mich ...... 850, 854. 10 First National Bank, Wilkesbarre, Pa ............_..| laa 
Commercial National Bank, Detroit, Mich 216, 380. 04 |_ First National Bank, York, Pa._..................._.. | 50,000.00 | 
Old Detroit National Bank, Detroit, Mich... 250, 000. 00 First National Bank, Newport, R.T.............._.... 47, 563. 72 
Fourth National Bank, Grand Rapids, Mich. ..| 433,346. 87 |. First National Bank, Providence, R.I.............__.. | 45,077. 36 | 
Miners’ National Bank, sapenane, al chiivaieones 49,973.73 First National Bank, Charleston,S.C._-............... | 101, 898. 60 | 
First National Bank, Marquette, Mich...........--~” | 52) 144. 05 |” Carolina National Bank, Columbia, S.C __.__..----~ 45,206.99 |.-2- 2 
First National Bank, Menominee, Mich.............. 50, 000. 00 Aberdeen National Bank, Aberdeen, S. Dak.._.______ ie pat 
Second National Bank, Saginaw, Mich ............... 525, 000. 00 First National Bank, Deadwood, 8S. Dak .........._... I 
First National Bank, Duluth, Minn. _................. 48, 732. 64 First National Bank, Huron,S. Dak................... SPD ec wae bene 
First National Bank, Minneapolis, Minn ............. 190, 425. 7 First National Bank, Rapid City,8.Dak_............. SLED Nivewcendcoccnies 
First National Bank, St. Paul, Minn.................. 58,810. 08 Minnehaha National Bank, Sioux Falls, S. Dak____._. | 22.001. 76 | 
Second National Bank, St. Paul, Minn ............... 23, 565. 20 National Bank of Bristol, Bristol, Tenn...............| 48,673.60 |__........___- 
First National Bank, Vicksbur, a 49,917.10 Chattanooga National Bank, Chattanooga, Tenn....) 133,612.56 |__.........__. 
First National Bank, Kansas City, Mo................ 185, 181.10 Manufacturers’ National Bank, Harriman, Tenn....| 45,875.00 |....-.... 
American National Bank, Kansas City, Mo .........- 87, O17. 82 East Tennessee National Bank, Knoxville, Tenn....| 38,816.11 |___._. _- : 
National Bank of Commerce, Kansas Gity. Tis anosk 821, 994. 67 Holston National Bank, Knoxville, Tenn -..._...___. | 50,000. 00 ; 
First National Bank of Buchanan County, St. Joseph, First National Bank, Memphis, Tenn ............._. | 65,121.17 |. ; 

HDs ung ine Dien tedenititiins bibs avedeoecue Ce First National Bank, Nashville, Tenn..........._.. 105, 102. 48 |.......... , 
National Bank of St. Joseph, St. Joseph, Mo........- ST Merchants’ National Bank, Nashville, Tenn._..____- | 149, 691. 24 |_ : 
Merchants’ Laclede National Bank, St. Louis, Mo.__|............ . First Naticnal Bank, Tullahoma, Tenn ---........__. DN din 6 oscars 
National Bank of Commerce, St. Louis, Mo.........|........-... ; Austin National Bank, Austin, Tex ............... ~-| 188,806. 28 |. ........22-00 
State National Bank, St. Louis, Mo_.................. American National Bank, Dallas, en ciece eae | 184, 788.08 |......- ideal 
First National Bank, Great Falls, Mont.............. City National Bank, Dallas, Tex __..............._.. ULE Bo sient i nod 
American National Bank, Helena, Mont ............. National Exchange Bank, Dallas, Tex ............__- SY SL 5 
National Bank of Montana, Helena, Mont............ First National Bank, El Paso, Tex....................| 140,720.43 |........--.... 
First National Bank, Lincoln, a San Antonio National Bank, San Antonio, Tex_..._- 1 Seer 
First National Bank, Omaha, Nebr................... Merchantsand Planters’ National Bank, Sherman, 
Merchants’ National Bank I ea ice DUE ia delbcwcupscccccccceese| 10,000 TO |.<<<occ<.<cce 
Nebraska National Bank, Omaha, Nebr....__.._.... 128, 820. Citizens’ National Bank, Waco, Tex ...°.--22-77>-- eL............ 
Omaha National Bank Pe Sete .-| 174,785.87 First National Bank, Ogden, Utah.-.................. SNM Wig 
United States National Beak, , Nebr. 100,000. 00 Utah National Bank, Ogden, Utah........_......... | 40,542.80 |---. 7707-7: 
First National Bank, Co’ |S Cage Ba Deseret National Bank, Salt Lake City, Utah._...__| 297,122.24|........_..... 
First National Bank, Portsmouth, N. H........_..... National Bank of the Republic, Salt Lake City, Utah.| 254,594.20 |._........._.. 
New Hampshire National Bank, Portsmouth, N.H..! 100. Merchants’ National Bank, Burlington, Vt__..._.__- | 94,124.60 |._... 
First National Bank, Jersey City, SS RY eres First National Bank, Alexandria, Va _....... ..| 84,748.20 | 
Union National Bank, Newark, N. J-.... First National Bank, Danville, Va .......___- 49, 900.00 |. __- 
First National Bank, Paterson, Me Asinnst Lynchburg National Bank, Lynchburg, Va _.. -| 76,445.19 }._.- 
Paterson National Bank, Paterson, N. J ational Bank of Commerce, Norfolk. See | 283,610. 34 
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Balances to the credit of the Treasurer of the United States, October 31, 1908— 
Continued. 


Lessthan| $1,000,000 
$1,000,000. | or more. 


Title of bank and location. 


Norfolk National Bank, Norfolk, Va $78, 278. 99 | 4 
American National Bank, Richmond, Va ............ 300, 000.00 |. 
719, 7%. 51 |... 
National Bank of Commerce, Seattle, Wash | 200,130. 48 | 
Seattle National Bank, Seattle, Wash -..... 
Washington National Bank, Seattie, Wash 
Exchange National Bank, Spokane, Wash 
National Bank of Commerce, Tacoma, Wash 
Citizens’ National Bank, Charleston, W. Va 
Old National Bank, Martinsburg, W. Va 
First National Bank, Parkersburg, W.Va -- 
National Exchange Bank, Wheeling, W. Va 
Ashland National Bank, Ashiand, Wis -............-.| 89,946.90 | 
Kellogg National Bank, Greenbay, Wis ..............| 50,000.00 
National Bank of La Crosse, La Crosse, Wis ......... 199, 909, 50 
First National Bank, Madison, Wis -................. $4,750. 27 | 
First National Bank, Milwaukee, Wis 10, 767.58 
National Exchange Bank, Milwaukee, Wis .........- 240, 188.65 | 
Wisconsin National Bank, Milwaukee, Wis 
Old National Bank, Oshkosh, Wis -.-..............-.- 
First National Bank, Cheyenne, Wyo 
Stock Growers’ National Bank, Cheyenne, Wyo aad 


50. 000. 00 | 
w-ace-n2e} 148,587.76 | 
260, 219. 18 | 


i 


50,000.00 | 
17, 314. 32 | 
13,198. 79 | 


ADDITIONAL DEPOSITARIES. 


Treasury of the Philippine Islands, Manila, P. La 
American Colonial Bank of Porto Rico,San Juan,P.R- 


a September 30. 


The States are named in their order of population as shown by Is 
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the census. 


le 


| October 31, 

| 1903, United 
States depos- | 

| its without 

| interest. 


$42, 724, 898 
14, 943) 499 
6, 159, 641 

5, 568, 650 | 
6, 894,716 
1, 926, 491 
10, 636, 199 
4, 631,796 


| 7,268,891 | 
6, 302, 115 
4, 821,550 | 
4, 157, 545 
8, 106, 665 


© 


~] 


I en dcnsiiethicltverniin 
Massachusetts . .... 


PIP MH gor 


. Michigan 
. lowa 
. Georgia 
. Keatucky 

3. Wisconsin 
. Tennessee 

15. North Carolina 

. New Jersey 

. Virginia 

3. Alabama 


32,776 | 

25,546 | 

63, 532 
"349.917 | 


. Mississippi 
B00, B89 | 


. California 
I is ili cae 5, 730 | 
i ee eke a ae 6,949 | 

. South Carolina 340 78, 804 | 

53, 605 | 

8,342,416 | 
1, 477, 455 
1, 821, 567 

$1, 661, 391 

435, 720 

1,135, 586 

573, 942 


. Maryland .......... 
Nebraska 
West Virginia 
. Connecticut 
. Maine 
831. Colorado. 
. Florida -.... 
33. Washington 
Rhode Island 
3%. Oregon 
3. New Hampshire 
837. South Dakota 
38. Oklahoma -............ 
39. Indian Territory 
. Vermont 





908), 420 | 
694, 486 | 
539, 700 | 
528, 542 | 
51s. 108 | 
428, 556 | 
413, 536 | 
411,538 | 
491,570 
898, 381 
392, 060 
843, 641 
401, 570 
278,718 


. Utah 
i ie cece ies slits eomsttvd cd bs ncgdagibsivceatidl 
5. New Mexico 


611, 060 
254, 006 
203, 776 





See 
. Wyoming 
. Alaska 


wean Total seeaeen United States. ...- 
iiippine is’ands” 


aOctober 24, 1903. b’September 30, 1903. 


New York in respect to population stands about one-eleventh; | 
but when it comes to the disbursement of the funds raiséd from | 
the people her share is over one-quarter, and the other States are 
specially favored by this liberality with the people's money. 





ees 


NOVEMBER 16, 


The cities are named in the order of their population according 
to the census. 
October 31 
1908, United 
States depos- 
its without 
interest. 


"tha. 


gE 
5 


3. Philadelphia 
SP RRR RC RIE SS BEE, 


vonnent 
a 
Sr; 
E525 


25 
S25 
= 
* 


% 
5 


ge 
eae 


PHS 
we 
z 


. Pittsburg 
2. New Orleans 


= 
S 


2S 
~ 
2 


. Milwaukee 

5. Washington, D. C 

. Newark,N.J 

. Jersey City, N.J 

. Louisville, Ky 

. Minneapolis, Minn 
20. Providence, R.I 
21. Indiana: 
22. Kansas City, Mo 
23. St. Paul, Minn 

. Rochester, N.Y . 
25. Denver, Colo -.-. 

i. Toledo, Ohio -- 
27. Allegheny, Pa - 


z 
> 


= 
ao 
SEs 
$= 


Bees 
BRE 


28. Columbus, Ohio 
29. Worcester, Mass.. 
30. Syracuse, N.Y 

31. New Haven, Conn 
32. Paterson, N. J 

33. Fall River, Mass 


If favoritism and influence would be charged in the distribution 


| of this surplus, this first group of States and cities, with their large 


and disproportionate per cent, would certainly prove the charge. 


GROUP 1. 


October 31 
1908, United 
States depos- 
its without 
interest. 


State, 


Ce ia ceteiintachhcn iecimueie nasnsecesschtubentntonnl 
. Pennsylvania 
. Massachusetts 
. Maryland 
. District of Columbia 


8, 542, 416 
8,510,111 





The next group shows States where political campaigns rage 
the fiercest and where some elements of doubt obtain. 


GROUP 2. 


| October 31 

| 1908, United 

States depos 
its without 


interest. 


Popula- 
tion. 


. New York 

. Massachusetts 

. Indiana 

. Kentucky 

. California 

. Maryland--. 

. Nebraska 
A a ele ian appt giles senna 


pr TS OO HT 


$3 


a 


31 


ceccccacsces| 


| 





The next group shows a larger number of the favored States. 


GROUP 3. 


| October 3 

1908, Unite 
States depos 
its without 

interest. 


Popula- 


New York 

. Pennsylvania 

. Minois 

Ohio 

Massachusetts 

SR iach beadidtneeeethbinatsiastate 
I cca tee cilic deine acacia nitirin tile 
California 

District of Columbia 


3 
8 


we eee 


8 


= 


rocom Saran 
x 
ESaesstsé 


oF tm SoRO re 


10. 
21. 
42. 


FBREEE 


~ 
oa 


¥. 





1903. 
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The next group are large States not much favored in the dis- 
tribution of the fruit of the people’s burden, all safely Demo- 
cratic. 














GROUP 4. 
1908, United 
Popula- |ctatos depo 
h epos- 
= tion. | "its without 
interest. 
pow wdenceesesacnccgscocescesucces 8, 048, 71 1, 926, 491 
Oe ceeneooion eae. | "12100604 
1,628, 798 
. 1,854, 184 1 e776 
7, Virepimta ..<. occ ccccccccc ccc ewes ccec ccc cccecececess , 84, , 8382, 
16. AIRDAMIB. a... occc cece cece cccccwccccccccn ccc cucccees , 828, 429, 546 
20. Mississippi . ........ 22-2 2.-eneee eres nncecscecccecces 1,551, 270 849, 917 
GB. Lintislat. ....ccecccccscccccccccc cece ccccceswcosc cess , 381, 625 566, 49 
94. Goumell CPG sicsccccwccccccscccce ccwccccesccccecs 1, 340, 316 478, 804 
OB. ATERMGRD 2. cnccccccccccces cose cncccncwccescccecces 1,811, 564 53, 605 
Group 5 shows eastern and Group 6 cities of West and South. 
GROUP 65. 
1003, United 
n 
City. — " |States depos- 
its without 
nterest. 
A, IE ilies Stine das Guedes cubist cocsndeseebuewesin 8, 437, 202 $39, 052, 307 
B.A iagiidinedcdees atbtkn Henkibesiabetin 1, 293, 697 4,975, 411 
5. Steet Sinihib Weewnewwtois éébdndedienbaucsesanion 560, 892 6, 459, 977 
Oy FD bon dntceeswseuccane cosects cacsitinbetncéouns 508, 957 2,471, 642 
By PE igs bitphoo dace ccccutcnsses ddiaimbeinuéatld 821,616 4, 308, 009 
Bi PRG BP. SD cncces ncctutedscesavistibabesesed 278,718 8,510,111 
GROUP 6. 
BD, CRRIIIR, cincavccaccns ccnwcnnensnens covesstctens secens 1, 698, 575 $2, 800, 339 
er ear 881, 768 1, 721,915 
Oy Gi IID, no cuecucnteeei ececesusnansiusbescens B42, 782 1, 590, 931 
2D Shi donks odin ecumeudcsus eodmmeenanbinb ecayes 825, 902 8, 953, 996 
Bh, BEE RIE codnccscccnscuccee cnccsessenttbeucces 287, 104 613, 949 
At Pn. cntch nishingebancmdotnncostennceebtiingeeted= 225, 7! 817,234 
eT he 6 Bead catlinas a euidnitaaameinhiinbadil 285,315 850, 944 
2B, BAPE ve cn cncens inde sabuqesececotvetssiauedsbdhs 204, 731 2, 926, 795 
Jt, . dindibcamenenn Geno tbneesédnniéiia wide 202, 718 390, 429 
21. er LibteinctN pecs Sahéuasobndeus cubbinmoneen 169, 164 8, 406, 371 
ET inthe cing dhtenodbank eetenongeiiaanentia 163, 752 1,588, 192 


Mr. Chairman, this is the people’s money, contributed by, them 
to meet the Government's expenses, money extorted from them. 
As to the policy by which it has been withdrawn from the people, 
it rests with the gentlemen on the other side, who insist ‘‘ We 
must stand pat.’’ And why? You know that as soon as there is 
an attempt at reduction of tariff taxes the first schedules to be 
attacked will be the schedules that yield no revenue, but simply 
act as a shelter to the trusts. 

You never had a better exemplification of the result of your 
policy than when you sent this bill to the Senate two years ago, 
containing a provision which would have destroyed the sugar 
trust. At that time the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrRosvENoR] 
voted against it, and we found the Senate—the majority of the 
members holding his sentiments—solidly banked up against the 
laying of a finger upon those great aggregations that need no pro- 
tection. It is because the ‘‘stand-patter,’”’ numerically less than 
a majority of the Republican party, but in strength and influence 
able to dominate it by the peculiarities of the situation, insist that 
there shall be no tinkering with the tariff, because they know 
(whatever other reasons may be assigned) such action may destroy 
the trusts and do away with the surplus of $158,000,000, money 
which the people have paid in the form of taxation, of which the 
banks are dey receiving the benefit, paying no interest to the 
Government, but loaning that money out to the people at the 
usual percentage. 

Sappess that you men, who live either in cities or in counties, 
should find your municipal or county government collecting 
$50,000 more money than it needed for the administration of its 
affairs; and suppose that money were taken and placed in two 
banks of your county, to be there loaned out to the people of that 
neighborhood; what a revolt there would be among your con- 
stituency. Yet $158,000,000 is thus used by the action of this 
Republican House of Representatives. 

Iam glad that the Secretary of the Treasury has favored us 
with the information which shows us the condition of affairs in 
this respect. You may take the States and group them together, 
asI havedone. Inlike manner you may take the cities by groups, 
and then you may draw your own inferences from population, 
locality, and preferences. 

When you find your money going into the States where your 

litical battles have been fonght—when you find it going to 








such to be the conditions prevailing, I say that it is time for the 
ople to rise and stop this iniquity and stop that sort of politics, 
e people will have to doit. The ‘‘stand-patters’’ and deposi- 
taries will not. They will favora continuance of the present line 
of policy. 

When can you get that money back? I ask my good friend from 
Illinois [Mr. BouTELL]. I ask my good Massachusetts friend 
a McCauL], When can you get that money back? This bur- 

en of decision should not be placed upon the Secretary of the 
Treasury. We do not need this large surplus. 
extravagance and corruption. 

In the bill providing for the Cuban war tax the Secretary of the 
Treasury was authorized to issue certificates of indebtedness up 
to the $100,000,000 to meet any emergency. That is a stronger 
reason why we do not want to pile up a surplus in the United 
States Treasury. No Secretary of the Treasury would often avail 
himself of that authority without having Congress called together; 
but the power is vested in him; the provision giving the Secretary 
of the ury this power is the one vestige of the war-tax bili 
that is to-day unrepealed, and it is available. There is no longer 
any need for continuing in force this provision authorizing the 


It’ encourages 


Secretary of the ne issue certificates of indebtedness to 
pay the expenses of the Government, except upon the theory of a 
threatened deficit. 


I have thought it proper to present these considerations to the 
House as bearing upon the whole question of tariff taxation and 
surplus and show the danger, to the end that the people of this 
country may know where this money is and who is responsible for 
taking it from them and placing it practically in the hands of the 
banks, who get the interest as a pure donation. [Applause.]} 

Here the hammer fell. } 
r. PAYNE. Does any gentleman on the other side desire to 
go on to-night? We have no speaker ready at this time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then I think it would be a 
good idea for the House to adjourn now. If any gentleman 
should begin his speech now, it would be split in two by the ad- 
journment. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move, then, that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee’ accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN reported that the Committee of 


| the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under consid- 


eration the bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a convention be- 
tween the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed-on the 
11th day of December, 1902, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I shall not make a speech 
upon the pending bill for reasons known to my Democratic asso- 
ciates in the House. Before those reasons became binding I had 
submitted a minority report from the Committee on Ways and 
Means, which I now ask unanimous consent to have printed in 
the REcorp. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to object, but I ask 
in that connection that the report be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the printing of the report 
also in the Recorp? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the following committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Committee on Enrolled Bills—Mr. WacnTeER, Mr. Burk of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. WILSON of Illinois, Mr. FrepERIcK Lanpbis, Mr. LLoyp, Mr. JOHNSON 
of South Carolina, and Mr. LrvERNASH. 


RESIGNATION OF A MEMBER, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair presents the following letter of 
resignation. 7 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., November 16, 1908. 
Hon. Josepn G. CANNON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


DsarR Str: Having tendered to the governor of the State of Texas my 
resignation as a Member of Congress from the Eighth district of Texas, ef- 
fective after the 16th day of November, A. D. 1903, I now beg to advise you of 
my action, and —_ you the House of Representatives. 

Very respectfully, THomAS H. BALL. 


The SPEAKER. The letter will lie upon the table. 
RECIPROCITY WITH CUBA. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
have the two reports, the majority and minority reports, printed 
as one and in the same connection. I have already inserted the 
views of the minority in my remarks, and I ask that they be in- 
serted with the other report. 

Mr. PAYNE. Instead of printing your report with your re- 


localities where men high in official life are found—when you find | marks? 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I want it to go with my re- 
marks. 

Mr. PAYNE. That will be printing it twice; but it is not 
lengthy. and I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The report of the committee is as follows: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bill (H. R- 
1921) to carry into effect a convention between the United States and the 
Republic of Cuba, signed on the llth day of December, in the year 1902, hav- 
ing had the same under consideration, report the same back with a recom- 
mendation that the bill pass. 

The enactment of this bill into law is necessary togive effect to the conven- 
tion providing for reciprocal trade between this countryand Cuba. This re- 
sults not merely because the convention itself provides that it ‘shall not take 
effect until the same shall have been approved by the Congress,”’ but because 
the Constitution gives no power to the President and the Senate to make a 
convention or treaty changing the ratesof revenue. That power isexpressly 
lodged in the Congress (sec. 8, ArticleI of the Constitution). Section 7 of the 
same article provides that ‘all bills for raising revenue shall originate in the 
House of Representatives.” It is not intended here to cite authorities or ad- 
vance reasons on this proposition. The records of Congress abound with 
unrefuted ar, ents on the affirmative of this contention, and opens 
of Congress been uniformly in the same direction. The r rocity 
treaties with Great Britain in reference to our trade relations with Canada 
and with Hawaii were, by their terms, each dependent ae the passage by 
the Congress of appropriate legislation reducing the duties and making pro- 
vision for the carrying into effect of theirterms. Every treaty requiring the 

ayment of money, from the Jay treaty to the treaty of Paris (with Spain) 

as been referred to the Congress to make the necessary a priation o 
money. Foreign countries in making treaties with us are bound to take 
notice of this requirement of our Constitution, and, whether it is ex 
- oe Gane or not, the whole matter is subject to the necessary | tion 

the Congress. 

"The convention to which this bill refers is by its terms not to “take effect 
until the same shall have been approved by the Congress.” If, in the judg- 
ment of Congress, the terms of the treaty are to become the law of the land 
it is necessary, both = the terms of the convention and by force of the 
express requirement of the Constitution, that Congress pass the requisite 
aq authorizing the change in our revenue laws. 

o render the convention valid it is necessary to enact into law the lan- 
guage of the proviso of Article VIII, “and no sugar, the product of any other 
oreign country, shall be admitted by treaty or convention into the United 
States while this convention is in force at a lower rate of duty than that pro- 
vided by the tariff act of the United States opareves July 24, -” Toenact 
these words into law would be to admit, by implication, that duties could be 
lowered by treaty or convention. Your committees can not consent to this 
proposition, nor is it believed that such an admission would be sanctioned by 
any Member of the House. The bill, therefore, adds the following saving 
clause at the conclusion of this proviso: 

“And provided further, That nothing herein contained shall be held or 
construed as an admission on the —_ of the House of Representatives that 
customs duties can be changed otherwise than by an act of Congress origi- 
nating in said House.” 

This proviso, in the judgment of your committee, preserves the conten- 
tion of the House as to its rights and prerogatives under the Constitution. 

Legislation upon this subject was very properly initiated in the House at 
the first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress. A bill was introduced early 
in the session “to provide for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba.” That 
bill authorized the ident to make a commercial agreement with Cuba, in 
most of its essentials identical with this coavention now proposed. That 
bill was reported by this committee March 31, 1902, and finally the 
House with amendments April 19, 1902. The bill failed in the Senate, but the 
Executive took up the negotiations which have resulted in this convention, 
which was ratified by the Senate in March last. 

This subject was first brought to the attention of Co = Presi- 
dent in his message at the of the first session of the y-seventh 
sal 


a, He said: 
“Elsewhere I have discussed the question of reciprocity. In the case of 
Cuba, however, there are by reasons of morality and of national inter- 
est why the policy should be held to have a peculiar application, and I most 
earnestly asx your attention to the wisdom—indeed, to the vital need—of 
senreing for a substantial reduction in the tariff duties on Cuban imports 
to the United States. Cuba has in her constitution affirmed what we de- 
sirei—that she should stand, in international matters, in closer and more 
frieadly relations with us than with any other power; and we are bound by 
every consideration of honor and ex iency to pass commercial measures 
in the interest of her material well-being.” 
These words were reenforced by the Secretary of War in his report, as fol- 


lows: 

“Aside from the moral obligation to which we committed ourselves when 
we drove Spain out of Cuba, and aside from the ordinary considerations of 
commercial advantage involved in a reciprocity treaty, there are the weight- 
iest reasons of American public policy pointing in the same direction; for the 
—— of Cuba is necessary to the P of the United States; the health of 

‘uba is necessary to the health of the United States; the independence of 
Cuba is necessary to the safety of the United States. 
tions which led to the war with Spain now require that a commercial ar- 
rangement be made under which Cuba can live. The condition of the sugar 
and tobacco industries in Cuba is already such that the earliest possible ac- 
tion by Congress upon this subject is desirable.” 

The President has deemed the subject of sufficient importance to convene 
an apecntnars cues of Congress in order that the convention may become 
effective before commencement of the harvest of the new sugar crop in 
December. In his me to the present Congress he forcibly states his 
reasons for the passage of this legislation: 

“The treaty submitted to you for approval secures to the United States 
economic advantages as t as those given to Cuba. Not an American 
interest is sacrificed. By the treaty a large Cuban market is secured to our 
producers. It is a market which lies at our doors, which is already b 
which is capable of great expansion, and which is especially im nt to the 
development of our export trade. It would be indeed sho ted for us to 
refuse to take advantage of suchan opportunity,and to force Cuba into mak- 
ing arrangements with other countries to our vantage. 

“This scores treaty stands by itself. It is demanded on considera- 
tions of b national oy as well as by our economic interest. It will do 
harm to no industry. will benefit many industries. It is in the interest 
of our people as a whole, both because of its importance from the broad 
standpoint of international policy and because economically it intimately 
concerns us to develop and secure the rich Cuban market for our farmers, 
artisans, merchants, and manufacturers. Finally, it is desirable asa guar- 


The same considera- 


anty of the good faith of our nation toward her young sister Republic to the 
south, whose welfare must ever be closely bound with ours. e gave her 
liberty. Weare knit to her by the memories of the blood and the courage 
of our soldiers who fought for her in war; by the memories of the wisdom 
and integrity of our administrators whoserved her in and who started 
her so well on the difficult path of self-government. e must help her on- 
ward and upward; and in helping her we shall help ourselves. 

“The foregoing considerations caused the negotiation of the treaty with 
Cuba and its ratification by the Senate. They now with equal force support 
the legislation by the Congress which by the terms of the ey is emer 
to render it operative. A failure to enact such legislation would come peril- 
ously near a com of the pledged faith of the nation.” 

This legislation will result in no harm toany Americanindustry. Articles 
the product of this country like the articles embraced in this convention 
now imported from Cubs receive the very highest protection of any in the 
same schedule. The duty on sugar was places above a pee point 
for the purpose of revenue. The House tariff bill provided expressly fora 
reduction in the interests of reciprocal trade agreement, which it authorized 
the President to make. ‘The duty on tobacco has for yeere been much higher 
than any necessity sequies on account of the competition of Cuban tobacco. 
The reduction in this bill leaves it amply protected. The present rate was 
intended primarily for protection agnin’ the Sumatra leaf, 1 pound of which, 
for wrapper purposes, will go nearly as far as 4 pounds of qny other tobacco. 
The reduction of duty in this bill will injure no American industry. 

On the other hand, we can but’ make great ie in our export trade to 
Cuba. On account of the depression caused the low p of sugar, 
although six or seven thousand men were employed in railroad building an 
there were large importations of railroad material and equipment during 
the year, Cuban imports have fallen off from an average of more than 
7s, ,000 in the preceding three years to about $60,000,000 in 1902. Of these 
mports we fu ed less than 42 percent. We should furnish at least 80 
per cent. Under the preferential tariff rate provided in the convention we 
ought in a short time to supply practically the Cuban market. We produce 
everything she needs and buys. Weshall have an advantage of from 2 to 

40 per cent discount on tariff rates on articles with which we do not now su 
ly her people. This legislation will certainly tend to ates prosparey 

ba, and our imports must increase and our market b: en. trade 
will advance from year to year, as it did under the former period of recipro- 
cal agreement (1891-1894) inaugurated under the McKinley Act. This legis- 
lation will bring rich results both to Cuba and to the United States, and will 
fittingly — one of the proudest chapters in our history, which chron- 
icles the ces of a great nation for an oppressed and distressed people 
at our very door. 


The views of the minority are as follows: 


We, the minority members of the Committee on bg Means, make 

the following report of our views concerning H. R. 1921, being a bill entitled 

“A bill to carry into effect a convention between the United States and the 

Republic of Cuba, signed on the lith day of December, in the year 1902,” in- 

troduced in the House of Representatives on the 12th day of November, 1 

Wy Mr. Paynes, of New York, and referred to the Committee on Ways an 
eans: 


We believe that the bill as reported by the Committee on Ways and Means 
to the House ought to have been amended in committee before being re- 
i and ought now to be amended in the House before its passage, as fol- 
Ows: 


By striking from the bill the following language, beginning in line 15, page 
2, and ending in line page 3 

“Provided, That while said convention is in force no sugar imported 
from the Republic of Cuba, and being the product of the soil or ind of 
the Republic of Cuba, shall beadmitted into the United States at a reduction 
of duty greater than 20 Pet, cent of the rates of duty thereon, as provided 
by the tariff act of the United States approved Jul , 1897, and no sugar, 
the product of any other foreign canes anak be admitted by treaty or con- 
vention into the United States, while convention is in fo at a lower 
rate of duty than that provided by the tariff act of the Uni States ap- 
proved cue Ss, 1897." 

And by inserting the following in lieu thereof: 

“That upon the making of said agreement and the issuance of said procla- 
mation and while said agreement shall remain in force there shall be lev1 
collected, and an lieu of the duties thereon now provided by law on 
sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color and all sugar which has gone 
Grong @ process of imported into the United States, 1.825 cents per 

un ” 


Oe objection to the to be stricken out is twofold: 

First, as a general p' ple, one mars Se 8 ht to attempt to bind 
a succeeding Co as is attem in this bill the case of s 
imported from Cuba, nor to attempt to bind the treaty-making power of the 
United States in a sosceting nares or under a su Administra- 
tion, as is attempted in the in the case of impo from other 
oe countries. We do not believe that the proposed to be 
stricken out is, or could be made, of binding force ana effect, even if enacted 
into law. It + ostensibly, at any rate, a waiver, to some extent, of the 
general right of abrogation and blishes a nt of evil import. 

In the second we are not wil to bind ourselves nor silently to 
acquiesce in an attempt—although | y and morally ineffectual to bind 
us—to continue in existence, at a given fixed rate, a duty upon any yooxest 
imported into the United States for ~~ definite period, whether article 
be sugar or anything else, or whether it be the product of the island of Cuba, 
or of any other country, or of all other countries. 

Public needs and interests may at any moment suggest or require a differ- 
ent treatment of tariff schedules. A schedule is not a fetich to be worshiped. 
We hope, therefore, the House will strike out the provision. 

We think. in the next place, that there ought to be inserted in lieu of the 
provision a to be stricken out, or elsewhere in the bill, the la 
proposed to be inserted by the amendment above referred to, because, fn our 
opinion, we would thereby deprive the great sugar trust of this country of 
some of its power to extort from the consumer, curtail its power to bear down 
the price of the raw material, 7 injuring the sugar planter, and lessen 
its ability to dictate to wholesale and retail dealers in sugar manner in 
which they shall do business and the price at which they shall sell refined 


r. 
The House a the Fifty-seventh Congress took this view and passed 
an Sethe: worded as now a us. The House took 
that view after a full investigation and a comparatively full discussion of the 
quastee., and the very treaty proposed to pe pat in force by this bill (H. R. 
1) would have been in force now had all those charged with 
legislation in other branches of the Government been willing to see the bur- 
den upon the American consumer of sugars and other ee imported 
from Cuba into the United States lightened, or had they willing to see 
the Cuban market for American ucts enlarged, even though at some ex- 
pense to the great trust of United States. The a to the 
trust itself even have been to lessen toa small degree its power to ex- 


tort from the consumer and to tyrannize over producers and commerce, 


om 


a 


eee aed 
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the amendment we pro: 
tort the bill, beloving that it will at one and the same time 


tooffer shall be adopted, we shall gladly vote 

better and wid d furth Shes tor 
tain extent the trust evil, furnish a better an jer an er mar or 
American agricultural and manufactured products in Cuba, and benefit the 
American consumer | of Cuban products. These are consummations 
devoutly to be wished. 

If the amendment shall not be adopted, we still recommend the pouee of 
the bill despite its bad features, because we think that the be done 
by its passage will far overbalance the evil which will result from a failure 
to take ecventage of the opportunity to diminish the power of the sugar 
trust and the evil resulting the eeunene proposing, ineffectually 
it is true, to prevent the country from still further reducing the duties upon 
Cuban sugars and upon sugars from other countries whenever it shall a; 
wise and expedient to do so by reciprocal treaty agreement or statute law. 

Believing, as we do, that commerce ought to be as nearly untrammeled as 
possible, consistently with the needs of a revenue for economical and effective 


overnmental administration, and consistently with a desire not to revolu- 
nize existing conditions by destroying honest, legitimate, and nonmonopo- 
toni onte we find in this bill an affirmance of that principle, a step in 


e right direction and, furthermore, a recognition of the that a decrease 
ve vernmental tolls levied upon international commerce constitutes a bene- 
fit to the countries between which the commerce is carried on. 

Charged with the duty of ting for the benefit of the American yee 
ple, as we are, and friends to the new-born Republic of Cuba, desiring her 
prosperity, we recognize that this bill will, to some extent, relieve the unnec- 
essary burdens upon both Americans and Cubans, enabling the Americans 
to buy Cuban products at more reasonable prices and enabling the Cubans 
to buy American products at more reasonable prices, thereby enlarging the 
volume of trade between the two countries in both ‘tions. 

We regret that the y in power has not seen its way to confor still fur- 
ther benefits upon citizens of both nations by providing for even freer and 
yet more un eled and unrestricted commerce between them. As long 
as the present party is in power we can perhaps hope for tariff reductions 
and revision only from Socter ool trenkies. It is a piecemeal but it 
is better than no process at all. e hail it as a harbinger of future reciproc- 
ity treaties with other countries, ially those upon the American Conti- 
nent, and notably our neighbor to the north, the Dominion of Canada. 

Commercial wars are detrimental, sometimes destructive. They are wars 
in which there can not be a victor on either side—wars as a result of which 
both sides endure defeat. Friendly relations between ples can not be 

as certainly in any other way as by the rocal benefits of 
trade andcommerce. Men of different nations bound one another b 
large and valuable trade relations are bound by the closest tie of a material- 
istic character known to human nature—the tie of self-interest. They have 

ven a mutual bond to k the peace, and strenuous “jingoism”™ itself 

tates, under such circ neces, to disturb it. 

We recommend the of the amendment referred to above, and, fail- 
ing in — filed our _— by voice and vote against the right or 
power to bind our future conduct, we still recommend the posmaroct the bill. 

JOHN 3S. WILLIAMS. 
CLAUDE A. SWANSON. 
Gero. B. McCLELLAN. 
CHAMP CLARK. 


The views of Mr. Cooper of Texas are as follows: 


Since filing my objections to the bill of the Fifty-seventh Sungei (H.R. 
12765) provi ae tor commercial reciprocal relations with Cuba, I have care- 
fully conside: the subject further, from every point of view, with the re- 
sult that my objections to the Cuban reciprocity project have betome onl 
strengthened and confirmed, and I can not ers or copper’ the bill (H. B. 
1921) reported in this extraordinary session of the Fifty-eighth Congress by 
the majority of the Ways and Means Committee. : 

In the light of all the and ar. ents porpetaing to the subject, so far 
as I can apprehend and understand them, the bill and the purpose for which 
it is framed will not prove beneficial to the people of either Cuba or the 
United States, nor is the measure demanded by any considerations of honor. 
duty, or even ency; but,on the contrary, the bill, in my ———- will 
eS one to the injury of our own people, if not a e Cubans 

emselves. 

At the outset, grave doubts as to the constitutionality of the bill present 
themselves. The subject-matter of the pending treaty, or “commercial con- 
vention,” relates entirely to a question of revenue, and by the Constitution 
the initiative in all matters touching the revenue is given to the House of 
Representatives. Waiving the point as to the right of the Senate to exercise 
the treaty- g power when the treaty under consideration is one solel 
affecting the revenue, it is now claimed by the supporters of the pro 
legislation that the right of the House of Representatives to the initiative in 
revenue matters is preserved in this case by the introduction of this bill in 
the House in lieu of similar initiative action in the Senate. 

But it a to me to be plainly a sub to contend that this is a 
bill of the House, when its only purpose and effect is to ratify a treaty or law 
already perfected in form by the other branch of Congress, and pains 
already ratified in that branch, under the treaty-making power conf 
by the Constitution, which treaty or law the House is now simply called 
were by _ the majority to accept asa fait accompli, without any voice as to 

© wording of the original document, and even without the privilege of 
amending or modifying the terms laid down by its constructors. It cer- 
tainly a an unconstitutional proceeding thus to tie the hands of the 
House o tatives in a matter of legislation affecting the revenue. 

Aside from this point, the pocpened reciprocit; a in my judg- 
ment, is open a and sarengo ections on poli and practical grounds. 

The proposed rocity is undemocratic and unrepublican. It is 
undemocratic in that the ocratic theory of taxation is tall taxation 
should be equaland uniform, and that bounties orsubsidies tocertain favored 
individuals or interests are wares andillegal. Reciprocity, inits very nature, 
is an indirect bounty or subsidy. In the case at issue the benefi es of the 
subsidy would be sugar-refining interests and some other special interests 
affected we proposed tariff rebates, and the amount of benefit rea; by 
them would have to be made up for by taxation of the whole people upon 
some other articles not covered by the ty. 

The pro reciprocity is unrepublican in that it deliberately seeks to 
injure and interfere witha home industry by lowering tariff rates which pro- 
tect that industry, andthus directly in ng and stimulating a rival foreign 
industry. It is republican only in so far as it is ee discriminat- 
ing. ae toward a free-trade South and a protected East and 
North, in that it trades off cultural tariffs to secure fo: markets for 
the trusts in manufact: goods, an odious doctrine to a Democrat who 
believes in rr by tin to all and special privileges to none; violative of the 
declaration of the cago Democratic platform of 1896, which declared for 
a tariff for revenue “so levied as not to te ions.” 

A reciprocity treaty of the nature of the pending ty —a preferential 
compact between two individual nations—violates the fundamental prin- 
ciples of both Democracy and Republicanism. It violates both the -for- 
revenue principle and the tariff-for-protection principle. Inthe present case 


it violates the protection principle because it proposes to allow'the introduc- 
tion into this country, at reduced tariff rates, of large quantities of sugar 
and other commodities extensively produced in the United States. It vio- 
lates the tariff-for-revenue principle because it deliberately lops off about 
$8,000,000 of our annual revenue without benefit to the consumer, takes this 
amount out of our Treasury and gives it to certain favored beneficiaries, and 
compels our taxpayers to make up the deficiency thus arbitrarily created. 

The bill, in its practical operation, can not benefit the consumer, the pro- 
ducer, or the Treasury. The increased output of sugar from Cuba will be 
controlled the sugar trust, and it has been proved with sufficient conclu- 
siveness that in all probability the benefits of the proposed rebate would be 
a riated by the managers of the trust, and that evenif a portion thereof 

ould find their way to the producers in Cuba the Cubans themselves would 
not be benefited, because fully 70 per cent of the planters in the island are 
foreigners—Americans, Spaniards, Germans, etc. 

The trust will continue to control not only the output and the producer, 
but also the and the consumer. The increase of the inflow of sugar 
from Cuba will not in the least diminish the price to the American consumer. 
The price of sugar here depends on the world price, as fixedat Hamburg. It 
is not affected at all by the amount of the supply in our home market. The 
consumer would thus be without benefit in the way of reduced price of sugar, 
and would be positively injured by being compelled to pay taxés to the 
amount of about $8,000,000 to make up the revenue diverted by this bill, or 
treaty, from the Treasury of the United States into the pockets of the man- 
agers of the sugar trust. 

One of the strongest objections to the bil! lies against the extraordinary 
supplemental provision prohibiting the House of Representatives from 
mating any further reductions in the duty on sugar during the life of the 
treaty. In other words, if the House sanctions this instrument, and if the 
bill becomes a law, the House mtaneously abrogates its constitutional 
right to initiate alterations in the tariff on sugar, and binds itself not to 
make any such alterations in that tariff for at least five yearsto come. I can 
not but consider such a proposition as this, involving the surrender of the 
prerogatives and the abandonment of the duties of this branch of the Gov- 
ernment, as being wholly unprecedented in its audacity. 

I do not find that this country is under any moral obligation, expressed or 
implied, to enact this measure. There is no nies in the treaty of Paris or in 
the so-called Platt amendment calling for it. e have already done all, and 
much more than all, that we were in honor hound to do for the benefit of 
Cuba. There is nothing in law or in morals justifying the contention that 
Cuba is a political dependency of the United States, or that the United States 
is morally bound to insure and guarantee the success of the Cuban Republic. 
This theory is not only unsound, but also humiliating to both countries, and it 
is very properly resented and repudiated by the leading Cubans themselves. 

The plea that this special favor to the Cubans should be granted as an act 
of charity or benevolence, because the Cubans are in desperate financial 
straits and on the verge of — colla and commercial failure, is found 
on examination to be equally unsound. In fact, the Cubans are now exceed- 
ingly _yeoqperous, and their success, both politically and commercially, is 
assured. This is proved by the most recent official publications of the Cuban 
authorities and ne by numerous publications of our own Government, and 
also by the testimony of financialand commercial statistics gathered from 
many independent and impartial sources, not only in this country and Cuba 
but also in Europe. 

The only great trouble confronting the Cubans is the low price of sugar, 
but this will be cay partially met by the passage of this Dill, and the only 
efficacious remedy for this trouble wili be found in greater diversification of 
crops in Cuba, and a turning over of certain portions of the Cuban sugar 
lands to the production of coffee, fruits, etc., even 2s these same lands were 
formerly turned over from coffee to sugar production when the prices of 
sugar ran very high. 

ba’s fore trade has gone up from about $50,000,000 in 1896 and 1897 to 
about $125,000, in 1902, and will in all probability amount to at least $150,- 
000,000 im the calendar year 1908. It is increasing of late by leaps and bounds. 
The exports of Cuban sugar to this country in the fiscal year 1902 were 439,000 
tons, and in the fiscal year 1903 they were more than 1,000,000 tons. The vaiue 
of the tobacco export from Cuba tothis country in 1902 was less than $11,000,000, 
while that of the present year has exceeded $13,000,000. The export of pine- 
apples and other fruits from Cuba has doubled since 1902. The valus of 
Cuban products and exports in the line of mineral ores, lumber, etc., is 
increasing amen at a rapid rate. 

Between 1899 and 1903 Cuba's total exports of sugar and molasses have in- 
creased in value from $19,900,000 to over $30,000,000; of tobacco from $21,000,000 
to $25,000,000; of iron ore, asphalt, and other mineral products from $500,000 
to $2,000,000; of fruits and a from $800,000 to $1,900,000, and of all kinds 
of merchandise from $45,000,000 to $65,000,000 in 1902, with a certainty of a 
great further advance in 1908. 

This expansion of Cuba’s a trade is not only with this country, but 
with the European countries. The statistics show that between 1899 and 1902 
Cuba’s exports to the United Kingdom increased more than 100 per cent, and 
her exports to Germany more than 150 per cent. Altogether, Cuba seems to 
be doing very well ard not to be in pressing need of any special benevolences. 

Legislation such as is proposed in this bill will assuredly anger and alienate 
other friendly powers. Itis a measure expressly calculated and intended to 
assist this country and one other country at the expense of all the other 
countries. If it should prove of material benefit to Cuba and the United States 
in any *t, in so far it would prove proportionally injurious to the other 
nations. I cannotsee how we should gain by courting a little additional trade 
with Cuba, if we thereby invite retaliation and reprisals by other nations. 

There is nomen’ PENS to prove that our export trade to Cuba would be 
materially benefited by the proposed legislation. Our exports to Cuba now 
are as large, if not larger than they were under the reciprocity of 1891-1894. 
The Cuban tariff is low, and affords no material bar to the purchase by the 
Cubans of anything they want, in whatever market their tastes are best 
suited. With or without spclproditg, they will continue areas their shoes 
— apems and their textile goods from England, because they fancy those 

ucts. 
- This bill does not require Cuba to enact stringent immigration laws, like 
those of the United States. As a consequence, cheap labor will naturally 
gravitate to Cuba and produce sugar there in competition with the high- 
priced labor of the United States. 

In thus presenting some of my principal objections to the pending bill and 
treaty, I wish to include, in conclusion, the views which I offered in upposi- 
tion to the previous reciprocity bill (H. R. 12765) on the 5th of April, 1902, as 
follows: 

MINORITY VIEWS. 
[To accompany H. R. 12765.) 


After giving due attention to the evidence submitted to the Ways and 
Means Committee in support of and in cpqceiien to legislation proposed by 
the President and Governor-General Wood for the benefit of Cuba, I am un- 
able to give my support to the bill reported by the majority of the Ways and 
Means Committee. 

In — | judgment the bill as reported does not commend itself to the judg- 
ment of anyone at interest and will not be effective for any good purpose 
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whatever, whfle it is open to many serious objections. Had the Ways and 
Means Committee reported a bill removing the differential in favor of refined 
sugar, which differential gives the American Sugar Refining Company, com- 
monly called the “sugar trust,” a monopoly, enabling it to fix the price of 
raw sugar to the producer and refined sugar to the consumer, and the 
bill proposed to give any relief to the consumer, I would ladly have sup- 
ported the bill accompanied with a proper reduction upon the present tariff 
upon sugar. 

The form in which the bill has been reported has converted a pretended 
sympathy for Cuba into a measure which will not be of benefit to Cuba, will 
not relieve the American consumer from taxation, or lessen the cost of his 
consumption, but redound largely to the interest of the “sugar trust” and 
other “manufacturing trusts” at the expense of American agricultural and 
horticultural interests. I submit— 

First. That the reduction of 20 per cent upon the sugar schedule, as re 
posed by the bill, will be of no practical benefit to the Cubans, and with this 
statement President Roosevelt, Governor-General Wood, and other advocates 
of a reduction in our tariff upon sugar are agreed. 

Second. That there is no such distress in Cuba as to demand any ao in 
our tariff laws, and this statement is derived from a fair analysis of all the 
testimony before the Ways and Means Committee. 

Third. This Government is under no obligations, by reason of the Platt 
amendment, to make tariff concessions to Cuba not made to all other coun- 
tries alike. We have expended $250,000,000 in giving Cuba her liberty, and the 
conditions imposed upon her do not prevent the making of commercial 
treaties with any other country. In fact, the total eee of sugar in 
Cube to-day finds a market in the United States simply because, even under 
press tariff laws, she receives more for her sugar here than she could else- 
where. 

Fourth. No reduction in taxation upon the American consumer will be 
had should the proposed bill become a law, and it is not contended by any 
person well informed that the consumer will pay any less here by reason of 
the proposed reduction. The present differential in favor of ned sugar 
prohibits the refining of sugar in Cuba, and compels the shipment of her 
sugar ina raw state to this country, where the * trust” is the chief 
purchaser. It is not believed that the trust will give Cuba the benefit of this 
reduction. On the contrary, it is more likely, the price of sugar being fixed 
in Hamburg, that the “sugar trust” will not only pocket this reduction, but 
will use it as a club to compel the producers of sugar in the United States to 
sell their raw sugar to the trust at an equivalent reduction without any con- 
cession whatever to the consumer. 

Fifth. The pro bill will simply take from the Federal Treasury about 
$8,000,000 0f annual revenue and transfer it to the coffers of the “sugar trust,” 
without relief from excessive taxation to the citizens of the United States or 
benefit to the consumers of sugar. 

Sixth. It inaugurates the policy of reciprocity, which, as now advocated by 
the Republican party, is as undemocratic asa tariff for protection, and which 
has been aptly called “the handmaiden of protection.” The Democratic view 
has always been that tariffs should be laid fairly and equitably to raise revenue 
for the support of the Government. It is as much a perversionof the taxing 
power to use it as a means to dicker and barter with other countries as it is 
to use it to protect favored industries —- ce gs competition. Tariffs 
should be framed for revenue and should be applied to all nations alike, en- 
abling them to trade with us upon terms of equality. Instead of “‘ Peace, 
amity, and commerce with all nations, entangling alliances with none,’ we 
will enter upon a policy provocative of jealousies, dissensions, reprisals, and 
retaliation by foreign powers toward this ey. and in the vortex tariff 
reform and tariff for revenue will be lost sight of, to be supplanted by un- 
scientific, unfair, and unequal tariff schedules. Reciprocity trade relations 
will necessarily result in a struggle here upon the part of powerful indus- 
tries to obtain trade concessions abroad at the expense of other industries 
which are less powerful at court, and in such a contest the powerful inter- 
ests will be supreme and the weaker “go to the wall.” As tersely stated by 
a distinguished member of Congress, “ trade for the farmer, protection 
for the trusts.” 

Seventh. The proposed bill is not a revenue measure, not a reduction of 
taxation, but a bili to givedouble protection to the great interests which re- 
fuse to reduco their exactions upon the American people. The present ex- 
travagantly high protective tariff is maintained in favor of all the great 
trusts in the United States, which are now selling abroad for less than they 
are selling at home, and still shields them from forei competition here, 
while Cuba is required to give them a differential of 20 per cent against all 
other countries to protect them there. 

Eighth. The proposed bill will force Cuba to abandon her present revenue 
tariff and adopt a protective system, and that, too, not for her own benefit, 
but at thecost of her consumers, to protect American manufacturers against 

t. The present tariff in force in 
Cuba is purely a revenue measure, and yields barely sufficient for her pur- 
poses. If this bill becomes a law, Cuba will be compelled to meet its provi- 
sions, not by reducing her tariff upon imports from the United States, but 
by raising her tariff “pon the products of countries other than the United 
States brought into Cuba, and the Democrat who votes for this bill will 
vote for a measure which takes millions of dollars out of the Federal Treas- 
ury and presents it to the “sugar trust” without a dollar's benefit to the 
American consumer, and to force Cuba to abandon a tariff for revenue only 
and adopt a protective-tariff system for the benefit of the greedy interests 
which have fattened upon exactions wrung from our citizens, and whose 
rapacity now reaches out to oppress the Cubans under the guise of “ a meas- 
ure to relieve distress.” 

8. B. CoopEr. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, reference of the bill H. R. 1963, to in- 
crease the membership of the Court of Claims, and for other pur- 
poses, was changed from the Committee on Claims to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 48 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the secretary of Hawaii, relating to the trans- 
mission of the laws and journals of the legislature of the Terri- 
7 the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. ° 





A letter from the secretary of New Mexico, transmitting a copy 
of a memorial on the subject of good roads—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

A letter from the mayor of Tacoma, transmitting a copy of a 


memorial of the people of that city in relation to the treatment 
of Hebrews at Kischineff—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

A letter from D. P. Ballard, preferring charges against the gov- 
ernor of the Central Branch, National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Joint resolution of the legislature of Hawaii, protesting against 
making a portion of that Territory a national home for lepers— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Joint resolution of the legislature of Hawaii, asking an amend- 
ment to the laws relating to the use of the Hawaiian language— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Joint resolution of the legislature of Hawaii, asking for appro- 
priations for the improvement of the harbors of Honolulu and 
Hilo—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Joint resolution of the legislature of Hawaii, asking legislation 
for the furtherance of education in the Territory—to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. 

Joint resolution of the Territory of Hawaii, asking that the 
people of that Territory be enabled to organize a State govern- 
ment—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Joint resolution of the legislature of Wisconsin, asking Con- 
gress to call a constitutional convention for the purpose of sub- 
mitting to the States for ratification an amendment to the 
Federal Constitution providing for the election of United States 
Senators by the people—to the Committee on Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Memorial of James W. M. Newlin, preferring charges against 
Andrew Kirkpatrick, United States judge for New Jerssy—ito 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting report of 
a board appointed to recommend a site for a naval magazine—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a copy of 
a communication from the vice-president and general manager of 
the Commercial Pacific Cable Company, relative to legislation 
desired for the Midway Islands—to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XTTI, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, from the Committee on Ways 
and Meéans, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
1921) to carry into effect a convention between the United States 
and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the 11th day of December, 
in the year 1902, on behalf of the minority of said committee, sub- 
mitted their views (Report No.1, part2); which said views of the 
minority were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on Ways and 
Means, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1921) 
to carry into effect a convention between the United States and 
the Republic of Cuba, signed on the 11th day of December, in the 
year 1902, submitted his views (Report No. 1, part 3); which said 


| views were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 


state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
_— following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 2863) for the relief of assistant 
surgeons in the Volunteer Army of the United States—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 2864) to amend section 1 of 
chapter 538 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2865) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Eagle Pass, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 2866) to amend an act entitled 
**An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mis- 
sissippi River at Memphis, Tenn.,”’ approved April 24, 1888—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 2867) to pension all soldiers and 
sailors who served in the Army or Navy of the United States 
ninety days in war of the rebellion, and who were honorably dis- 
charged therefrom, at the rate of $12 per month, and also placing 
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on the pension roll of the United States the widows of such 
soldiers and sailors who were prior to June 27, 1890—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. f 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 2868) for the opening of a street 
in Mount Pleasant, D. C.—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. . Sf 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 2869) granting 
pensions to army locomotive engineers, and providing pensions to 
widows and minor children of army locomotive engineers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 2870) to provide for the 
celebration of the one hundredth anniversary of the exploration 
of the Oregon country by Capts. Meriwether Lewis and Wil- 
liam Clark during their expedition from the Mississippi River 
to the Pacific Ocean in the years 1804, 1805, and 1806, and to 
authorize a commission representing the United States to hold at 
the city of Portland, in the State of Oregon, a national, inter- 
national, and oriental exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, 
and the products of the rivers, soil, mine, forest, and sea in said 
State; and to provide and assist in the erection of a memorial 
building in said city of Portland, to be known as the Lewis and 
Clark Memorial Building, and to authorize an appropriation for 
all said purposes—to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and 
Expositions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 2872) to punish lynch- 
ing of aliens—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANNING: A bill (H. R. 2873) in regard to a monu- 
mental column to commemorate the battle of Princeton, and ap- 
propriating $30,000 therefor—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 2874) to provide for the an- 
nual pro rata distribution of the annuities of the Sac and Fox 
Indians of the Mississippi between the two branches of the tribe, 
and to adjust the existing claims between said branches of the 
tribe as to said annuities—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 2875) to provide for the erection 
of a monument to Maj. Gen. Thomas Sumter—to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 2876) providing for payment 
of funeral expenses of certain pensioners—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 2877) in amendment of 
section 3 of an act entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to soldiers 
and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of manual 
labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and 
dependent parents,’’ approved June 27, 1890—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 2878) providing 
for the erection of a public building at the city of Walla Walla, 
in the State of Washington—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 2879) to validate certain cer- 
tificates of soldiers’ additional homestead right—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 2880) to 
make the port of Gloucester, Mass., a port of entry for merchan- 
dise—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 2881) to peoeiie for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Sheridan, in the State of Wyoming—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 2882) to protect mer- 
chants and traders from oppression by trusts and combines—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 2883) to providea site and 
erect a public building in Monroe, Ga.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 2884) to amend section 3296, 
Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

_ By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 2885) to repeal an act to estab- 
lish a uniform aren of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States, approved July 1, 1898—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

_ By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 2886) to promote the circula- 
tion of reading matter among the blind—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2887) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Trenton, Mo.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2888) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Brookfield, Mo.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2889) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Chillicothe, Mo.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2890) providing for the erection of a public 
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at Carrollton, Mo.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
and Grounds. 

y Mr. McANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 2891) to amend an act 

entitled ‘‘An act to permit the Pintsch Compressing Company to 

lay pipes in certain streets in the city of Washington,” approved 

May 19, 1896—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 2892) further reg- 
ulating the class of matter denied admission to the mail—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2893) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Springfield, 
Tenn., and appropriating money therefor—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 2894) authorizing the 
improvement of the Black Warrior River above Tuscaloosa, Ala., 
between Lock and Dam No. 4 and Valley River, and the improve- 
ment of Valley River, Alabama, from its mouth to McAdory—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 2895) amending the act of 
January 26, 1897, entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of telegraph 
operators who served in the war of the rebellion’’—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 2896) to provide for the con- 
struction of a public building at Oregon City, Oreg.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2897) to ratify an agreement with the Indians 
of the Klamath Indian Reservation, in Oregon, and making ap- 
propriations to carry the same into effect—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2898) providing for a life-saving station at 
the entrance to Tillamook Bay, in Oregon, and for life-saving 
crew, and so forth—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2899) extending the privilege of bounty land 
to persons in the Indian wars of the United States subsequent to 
March 8, 1855—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2900) to limit the character of lands selected 
in lieu of lands covered by unperfected bona fide claims or pat- 
ents within public forest reservations—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. DICK: A bill (H. R. 2901) for a public building at Ash- 
tabula, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2902) for an additional appropriation for a 
public building at Warren, Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 2903) to establish a subtreasury 
at Savannah, Ga.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 3536) requiring corporations 
operating street railways within the District of Columbia to equip 
open cars with guard rails,and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 3537) to revive the right of 
action under the captured and abandoned property acts, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 3538) for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Marietta, Ohio—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 3539) to retire on 
full pay certain disabled persons from the United States Light- 
House Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3540) to provide for a Delegate to the House 
of Representatives of the United States from Porto Rico—to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 3541) to authorize the purchase 
of the statue ‘“‘America,’’ by Cyrus Cobb—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 3542) to provide for the build- 
ing of a public avenue on the south side of the Potomac River 
from the city of Washington to Mount Vernon—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 3548) granting an increase of 
pension to certain persons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 32) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution fixing the terms of 
the President at six years—to the Committee on Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 33) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution providing for the repeal 
of the fifteenth amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARDWICE: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 34) pro- 
posing to amend the Constitution by repealing the fifteenth amend- 
ment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 35) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution by providing that all of section 2 of the four- 
teenth amendment, except its first sentence, shall be repealed—to 
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the Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 36) providing 
that money heretofore appropriated for a 30-foot channel in the 
Delaware River be applied for the construction of a35-foot channel 
in same river—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A concurrent resolution 
(H. C. Res. 6) providing for a survey of the Delaware River—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A concurrent resolution (H. C. 


papers and correspondence bearing upon the purchase of the 
territory Louisiana—to the Committee on Printing. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of | 


the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 2871) to incorporate the Mu- | 


tual Investment Fire Insurance Company of the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 2904) granting a pension to 
Rhoda A. Patman—to the Committee on Pensions. 








Also, a bill (H. R. 2905) granting a pension to Mrs. Penny F. | 


Stevens—to the Committee on Pensions. ' 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2906) granting a pension to Ruetha Moran— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2907) granting a pension to John McMichael— | 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2908) granting a pension to Simeon D. Pope— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2909) granting a pension to Eley R. Kelly— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2910) granting a pension to James L. Strick- 


land—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2911) granting a pension to Mrs. Roberts— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2912) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 2913) granting increase of pension to R. H. 
W cods—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2914) granting an increase of pension to 
Charity M. Farmer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2915) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
M. E. Norwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2916) granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
cis S. Howard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2917) for the relief of legal representatives 
of Anderson Abercrombie—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BABCOCE: A bill (H. R. 2918) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles V. Billig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 2919) granting a pension to Mary Robison— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 2920) granting an increase of | 


pension to Daniel W. Huffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 2921) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
seph B. Ashley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 2922) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2923) granting an increase of pension to John 
G. Fairchild—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 2924) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Crowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2925) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2926) granting an increase of pension to 
Sebastian C. Goss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2927) ting an increase of pension to 
James C. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 2928) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel Bushman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 2929) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin F. Gates—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2930) granting an increase of pension to L. M. 
Greene—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2931) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Robert Burnet—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2932) granting a pension to Dudley R. W. 
Williams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2933) granting a pension to Mary A. Morey— 
to the Cominittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2934) granting a pension to Mary E. Wolf— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 2935) for the relief of 


| Enoch Echord—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2936) for the relief of Michael Devine—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2937) granting a pension to Joseph L. Far- 
ris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2938) granting a pension to Andrew Gar- 


| rett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Res. 7) that there be published and bound 10,000 copies of state | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2939) granting a pension to John Clay—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2940) granting an increase of pension to Hester 
Ann Hanback—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2941) granting an increase of pension to W. 
J. Lockhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2942) granting an increase of pension to 


| John M. Morgan—to the Committee on Invaid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2943) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob I. Levi—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2944) granting an increase of pension to 


| Lewis T. Holstein—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 2945) for the relief of Henry O. 
Bassett. heir of Henry Opeman Bassett, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 2946) granting 


| an increase of pension to Albert Webb—to the Committee on In- 





valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 2947) granting an increase 
of pension to William F. Thompson—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 2948) granting an increase of 


| pension to John Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 2949) granting a pension to 
Alexander M. Proctor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2950) toremove charge of desertion from the 
record of Eli Jones—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2951) to remove charge of desertion from the 


| military record of James Baldwin—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2952) to remove charge of desertion from the 
military record of Henry E. Cady—to the Committee on Military 


| Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2953) to remove charge of desertion from the 
military record of Andrew 8S. Abbott —to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 2954) for the relief of John 
Nay—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2955) for the relief of Henry P. Mayer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2956) for the relief of Gideon C. Corley—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2957) for the relief of Benjamin F. Harri- 
son—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2958) for the relief of Jacob W. Hudson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2959) for the relief of Maramon A. Martin— 
to the Committee on 2 Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2960) for the relief of John Burns—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2961) for the relief of John W. Vandine—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2962) for the relief of Alexander Lucas—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2963) for the relief of Robert R. Furbey— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2964) for the relief of Thomas C. Sweeney— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2965) for the relief of Elizabeth Muhleman, 
widow, and the heirs at law of Samuel A. Muhleman, deceased— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2966) granting an increase of pension to 
Beckwith A. McNemar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2967) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Alley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2968) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Burrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2969) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2970) to restore to the pension roll the name 
of Andrew C. Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2971) granting a pension to John Crawford— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2972) granting a pension to J. P. Fox—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2973) granting a pension to Eliza J. David- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2974) grantinga pension to Walter Cunning- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2975) granting a pension to Mary D. Duval— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2976) granting a pension to Enoch J. Evans— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 2977) granting a pension to Rachel E. Newell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2978) granting a pension to Sarah F. Arm- 
strong—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2979) granting a pension to Mary E. Rad- 
cliffe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2980) granting a pension to F. 8. Snodgrass— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2981) granting a pension to William Hall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2982) to pension R. J. Myers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2983) granting a pension to William P. Par- 
rill—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3012) granting an increase of pension to 
Emanuel Gross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3013) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Mavity—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3014) granting a pension to Louis Melcher— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3015) granting a pension to Horace Stam- 
baugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3016) granting a pension to William Sim- 
mons—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3017) granting a pension to Patrick Feeley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3018) increasing the pension of William D. 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 3019) granting a pension to Henry Mackey, 
alias Mackrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3020) to correct the military record of 
Daniel R. Anderson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3021) toremove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John H. McIntyre—to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 3022) to correct 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2984) to pension James Logston—to the Com- | the military record of James Donnallan—to the Committee on 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2985) to pension Wilson Johnston, of Wheel- 
ing, Ohio County, W. Va.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2986) granting a pension to Thomas 8. Ma- 
gruder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2987) to grant a pension to James S. Peery— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 2988) granting an increase of 
pension to Philip Graulich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2989) to correct the military record of Louis 
Dye—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 2990) granting an increase of 
pension to Jerome Sherwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2991) granting an increase of pension to 
Lydia A. Topping—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 2992) granting an 
increase of pension to Solomon B. Umphrey—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2993) granting an increase of pengion to 
Lewis Townsend—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ' 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2994) granting an increase of pension to | sions. 


Minnie H. Eaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3023) for the relief of Frank Lincoln—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3024) for the relief of Erick Haugen—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3025) granting a pension to David Hunter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3026) granting a pension to Fred Hugaboom— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3027) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Vickers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3028) granting anincrease of pension to Jane 
McManus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3029) granting an increase of pension to 


| James F. Hubbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H: R. 3030) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3031) granting an increase of pension to 
James K. Van Matre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 3032) granting an increase of 


| pension to William Pittenger—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3033) granting an increase of pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2995) granting a pension to Mary Korth—to | James H. Hurley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H.R. 3034) granting an increase of pension to Al- 


By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 2996) restoring the name of | bert J. Miller—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Henry L. Beck to the army rolls as captain, and providing that he 
ones placed on the retired list—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3035) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


liam D. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H.R. 3036) granting an increase of 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2997) to remove the charge of desertion from | pension to William H. Romaine—to the Committee on Invalid 


the mili 
Military Affairs. 


record of Bernard Steuber—to the Committee on | Pensions. 


By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 3037) granting a pension to Wil- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2998) granting a pension to Abraham Shoff— | liam Bieber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3038) to remove the 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2999) granting an increase of pension to charge of desertion from the military record of Robert C. Hog- 
| gins, and for the relief of his widow and children—to the Com- 


Jane Davison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3000) granting an inerease of pension to Wil- 
liam C. Best—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3001) granting 
Alpheus Converse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


mittee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3039) granting a pension to J. H. Oney—to 


an increase of pension to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3040) granting an increase of pension to 


y Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 3002) granting an increase of | Thomas J. Stowers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


pension to Samuel Tillinghast—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3003) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
H. Greene—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 3004) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John O. McNabb—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3005) nting an increase of pension to Rich- 
ard C. Strumphford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3006) granting an increase of pension to Solo- 
mon Denny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3007) granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Hawn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3008) granting an increase of pension to Ja- 
= Ge een on Invalid arene. os 

0,a .R. ) gran an increase of pension ias 
Corns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3010) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam W. Storks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3011) granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Duttenhaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3041) granting an increase of pension toe 
Mary E. Pillow—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3042) granting increase of pension to James 
M. Kercheval—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3048) for the relief of the estate of John J. 
Hamel—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3044) for the relief of Daniel Collins—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3045) for the relief of Robert G. Throne and 
ee See of A. G. Adams, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3046) for the relief of John M. Lea—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3047) for the relief of Caye Johnson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3048) for the relief of William N. Bilbo, jr., 
administrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3049) for the relief of William J. Thomas— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3050) for the relief of James E. Wilson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3051) for the relief of Sarah McClay,admin-| Also, a bill (H. R. 3090) for the relief of James Curran—to the 
istratrix of Robert McClay, deceased—to the Committee on War | Committee on Military Affairs. 
Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 8091) for the relief of Robert McFarland— 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3052) for the relief of the trustees of the | to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Clarksville, Tenn.—to the Also, a bill (H. R. 3092) for the relief of Daniel Kuhn—to the 
Committee on War Claims. Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3053) for the relief of Payne, James & Co.— Also, a bill (H. R. 3098) for the relief of Henry Crangle—to the 
to the Committee on War Claims. Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 3054) for the relief of DellaSinnott and Adine | Also, a bill (H.R. 3094) granting an increase of pension to Silas 





Price, of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. | W. Harris—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3055) for the relief of the estate of J. H. Also, a bill (H. R. 3095) granting an increase of pension to John 
Frith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. | F. Riegel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3056) for the relief of Susan N. Moore—to the Also, a bill (H. R. 3096) granting an increase of pension to 
Committee on Claims. William W. Dennis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 3057) for the relief of Kinney, McLaughlin | Also, a bill (H. R. 3097) granting an increase of pension to 
& Co., and others—to the Committee on Claims. Brinsley Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3058) for the relief of W. T. Garrett—to the Also, a bill (H. R. 3098) granting an increase of pension to 
Committee on War Claims. George Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3059) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cleve-| Also, a bill (H. R. 3099) granting an increase of pension to 
land—to the Committee on War Claims. Alvin 8. Dean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3060) for the relief of Tusculum Church—to Also, a bill (H. R. 3100) granting an increase of pension to 
the Committee on War Claims. Edwin H. Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 3061) Also, a bill (H. R. 3101) granting an increase of pension to 
granting an increase of pension to John Herschel Hardy—to the | William E. Haskins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. . Also, a bill (H. R. 8102) granting an increase of pension to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3062) granting an increase of pension to John | John L. Cease—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A. Lane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 3103) granting an increase of pension to John 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3063) providing for the payment of a bounty | A. Sherwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
to the surviving members of the Seventeenth unattached com-;| Also,a bill (H. R.3104) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
pany, Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, and to the widows of de- | jamin H. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





ceased members—to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 3105) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 3064) granting a pension to | jamin W. Gaylord—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mrs. Kate Good—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 3106) granting an increase 


By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 3065) to remove the charge | of pension to James Hannah—to the Committee on Invalid 
of desertion and grant an honorable discharge to Frank Averill— | Pensions. 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; Also, a bill (H. R. 3107) granting an increase of pension to James 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3066) to pay Velvia Tucker arrears of pension | E. Chappell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
due her father, William N. Tucker—to the Committee on War Also, a bill (H. R. 3108) granting an increase of pension to John 
Claims. Bilderback—to the Committee on fnvalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3067) granting restoration of former rate of By Mr. HENRY: A bill (H. R. 3109) for the relief of Noah 
pension to John Holverson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | pijlard—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3068) to establish a record of the service of | py Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 3110) granting an increase 
Charles J. Werner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. of pension to Mathew Kline—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3069) granting a pension to Amos O. Row- | ciong 


ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 3111 ranting an increase of pension to 
t ie ae R. ee granting a pension to Edward Hogan— | charles C. Henig to the Cemmitaes on Invalid Sion. 

© the Committee on Pensions. alee ; : 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8071) granting a pension to Elizabeth Kim- | cy. “Gardner, ‘Thirty-ninth Regiment Kentucky . Volunteer 
ates 7 bill CHR, 8072) aeuting 6 ension to Daniel P. An- Mounted Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
drus—to the Committee on Invali Pamhens. By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 3113) granting 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8073) granting a pension to Edgar N. | 2” baer Shy natn — Stout MacIntosh—to the Com- 


Sleeper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : ‘ : 
. — : : 3; Also, a bill (H. R. 3114) for the relief of Henry H. Curtis—to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3074) granting a pension to Addison L. the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 8075) granti i -| By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. H. 3115) granting a pension to 
Also, © Sm wa a | Ree So arson One John T. Curnette—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


aday—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. r t ’ 
a bill (H. R. 3076) granti ion to Alice A. Mur- Also, a bill (H. R. 3116) granting a pension to David T. Cur- 
Oras ths Completes ot fhaGe si mm nette—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : : Y 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3077) granting a pension to Frank Smidt—| Also, a bill (H. R. 3117) granting a pension to Robert Bartee— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ ve ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3078) granting a pension to A. O. Doolittle— | _ Also, a bill (H. R. 3118) granting a pension to William Justice— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3079) nting a pension to Francis E. Also, a bill (H. R. 3119) granting a pension to James H. Carter— 
Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. p 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3080) granting a pension to David P. Foster— | _ Also, a bill (H. R. 3120) pas a pension to Henderson 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Boggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3081) granting a pension to Martha T. Also, a bill (H. R. 8121) granting a pension to Francis B. Trus- 
Cheney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. sell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3082) granting a pension to Byron C. Hale—| Also, a bill (H. R. 8122) granting a pension to Jacob R. Comp- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3083) ting a pension to John Lossing—to | __ Also, a bill (H. R. 8123) granting a pension to Daniel Pack—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3084) granting a pension to Henry Adams— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8085) granting a pension to Henry Palmer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3086) granting a pension to Julia A. Heath— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3087) for the relief of C. S. Stilwell, jr.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3088) for the relief of David L. Dorland—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3089) for the relief of Hiram Marlett—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 








Also, a bill (H. R. 3124) granting a pension to Samuel Short— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3125) granting a pension to James H. Moore— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3126) granting a pension to Lewis Spencer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3127) granting a pension to John B. Spencer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3128) granting a pension to George W. 
Hines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3129) granting a pension to Henry C. Hay- 
wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3130) granting a pension to D. J. Casey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8131) granting a pension to Andrew Cook- 
sey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3132) granting a pension to Jesse Cordial— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3133) granting a pension to William Craig— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3134) ting a pension to Isaac Pack—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3135) grantinga pension to Presley Monson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3136) granting a pension to Patterson Moore, 
alias Andrew Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3137) granting a pension to Martin P. Sexton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3138) granting a pension to Lyman Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on fnvalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3139) granting a pension to Louisa Borders, 
Gemima Borders, William Borders, Monroe Borders, John Bor- 
ders, and Norah Borders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3140) granting a pension to Nannie M. Bur- 
nett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3141) granting a pension to William Foster— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3142) granting a pension to William Fraley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8143) granting a pension to Mary Jane 
French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3144) granting a pension to Martin Dixon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8145) granting a pension to John H. Wat- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3146) granting a pension to James H. Jobe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3147) granting a pension to Lois Van Thom— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3148) granting a pension to Julia G. Mur- 
phy, foster mother of Albert J. Murphy—to the Committee on 

nvalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3149) granting an increase of pension to J. 8. 
Mavity—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3150) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Gilbride—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3151) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam N. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3152) granting an increase of pension to Tim- 
othy Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3153) granting an increase of pension to John 
R. Hyatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3154) granting an increase of pension toC. L. 
Dawson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3155) granting an increase of pension to David 
Gosman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3156) granting an increase of pension to | 


Amanda Davis, widow of William Clark—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3157) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Keibler, widow of Henry Keibler—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3158) granting an increase of pension to 
Maggie H. Campbell, widow of Henry G. Campbell—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3159) granting an increase of pension to 
David Osborne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3160) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian Bothman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3161) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles L. Overley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3162) — an increase of pension to 
Besioania B. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8163) granting an increase of pension to 
James Plummer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8164) granting an increase of pension to 
Diana G. Halley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3165) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Hartley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8166) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Howe—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8167) granting an increase of pension to 
James Littleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3168) granting an increase of pension to Fer- 
guson oy the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3169) granting an increase of pension to James 
R. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8170) granting an increase of pension to John 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8171) granting an increase of pension to G. N, 
Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3172) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert E. Pogue—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3173) granting an increase of pension to Hen- 
derson Pennington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3174) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy Pierce, widow of Frank H. Pierce—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8175) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Pemberton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3176) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob L. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3177) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank M. Schell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3178) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3179) granting an increase of pension to 
Greenberry Sexton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3180) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3181) granting an increase of pension tol. J. 
Jacobs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3182) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 
McDaniel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2183) granting an increase of pension to Law- 
rence Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3184) granting an increase of pension to Lou- 
isa January—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3185) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Enyart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3186) granting an increase of pension to Is- 
rael T. Osborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3187) granting an increase of pension to John 
O’Brien—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8188) for the relief of Thomas H. Stapleton— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3189) for the relief of Jeremiah Cracraft—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3190) for the relief of Gordon McCormick—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8191) for the relief of William J. Meadows— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3192) for the relief of Mary Lock—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3198) for the relief of Martin Lunsford—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3194) for the relief of Turman V. Cremeans— 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3195) for the relief of Margaret Morarity— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3196) for the relief of William E. Sheppard— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3197) for the relief of Charles Sharpe—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3198) for the relief of Duncan Scott—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3199) for the relief of Simon R. Hampton— 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8200) for the relief of Joseph B. McClintock— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8201) for the relief of John McGowan—to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3202) for the relief of George S. McKee—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3203) for the relief of Baldwin De Bell—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3204) for the relief of I. B. Bratton—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3205) for the relief of George W. Ingram— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3206) for the relief of Robert Ross—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3207) for the relief of James H. C. Mann— 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8208) for the relief of Joseph M. Wilburn— 
| to the Committee Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3209) for the relief of William G, Gardner— 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8210) for the relief of Jeremiah Hunt—to 
| the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3211) forthe relief of the administrator of the 
estate of Marcus L. Broadwell—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3212) for the relief of the estate of Ann S. 
Jackson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3213) for the relief of James S. Frizzell—to | 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3214) for the relief of Ann Stewart, admin- 
istratrix of William Stewart, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3215) for the relief of Thomas V. Stirman’s 
estate—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 3216) for the relief of James C. Brickley—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3217) for the relief of James H. Reeder—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3218) for the relief of Erwin Johnson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3219) for the relief of Henry Taylor—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3220) for the relief of James T. Downey—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3221) for the relief of Thomas C. Isgrigg—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3222) for the relief of Bath County, Ky.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3223) for the relief of Lewis Tachet—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3224) for the relief of Thomas B. Pickrell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3225) for the’ relief of A. D. Keffer—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 3226) for the relief of the estate of R. M. 
McClelland, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3227) for the relief of Frank Hanson—to the | 

‘Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3228) for the relief of Jephtha Holden—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3229) for the relief of Asa Day—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3230) for the relief of Townley H. Bellomy— 





to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3231) for the relief of R. H. Meek—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3232) for the relief of Allen Conley—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3253) granting an increase of pension to Holo- 
well W. Kenney--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3254) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Snowden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 8255) for 


| extra compensation to Capt. John Stewart—to the Committee on 


Claims. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 3256) directing the issue 
of a check in lieu of a lost check drawn by Thomas J. Hobbs, dis- 
bursing clerk, in favor of Crane & Co., of Dalton, Mass.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 3257) for the relief of the estate 
of Anton Borchert—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3258) for the relief of Mary A. Bell, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3259) for the relief of Mrs. S. A. Penniman—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3260) for the relief of Jacob Cohen—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3261) for the relief of James W. Bellah, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3262) for the relief of Alexander J. Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8263) for the relief of the heirs of Richard B. 
Sconyers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3264) for the relief of the Importing and Ex- 
porting Company of the State of Georgia—to the Committee on 


| the Judiciary. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3265) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Cook, widow of Thomas Cook—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3266) granting a pension to Rev. James M. 
Simms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3267) granting a pension to Jane Day—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3268) granting a pension to James H. Smith— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 3269) granting a pension 
to Eliza A. Camp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3270) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Atkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 3271) granting an increase of 
pension to Rebecca A. Teter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3233) for the relief of Eli F. Prather—to | sions. 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 3234) granting an increase of 
pension to James H. Rickard—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 3235) for the relief of Walter F. 
Suiter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3236) to correct military record of Shubal H. | 
Breed—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 3237) for the relief of 
Priscilla R. Burns—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 3238) for the relief of the 
widow and children of Daniel McDonough, deceased—to the Com- | 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 3239) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3240) granting a pension to Helen A. Scholes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8241) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan H. Mohler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3242) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles D. Overstreet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3243) granting an increase of pension to 
Warren Closson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 3244) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Kimer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8245) for the relief of heirs of Tellisse W. 
Wilson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 3246) granting a 

nsion to Mrs. Hedwig A. Maas—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 3247) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles E. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 3248) granting a pension to 
Charles C. Jeffers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8249) 
John G. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3250) granting an increase of pension to 
John 8. Benjamin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3251) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert Buckner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3252) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam T. Shively—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


granting an increase of pension to | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3272) granting an increase of pension to 


Elizabeth Hardy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3273) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam E. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 3274) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the naval record of Frank C. Whitney— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3275) granting an increase of pension to 
Nellie P. Coyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3276) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph G. Maddocks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8277) granting an increase of pension to 
Algernon E. Castner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3278) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin L. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3279) granting an increase of pension to 
Elvira P. Gill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3280) granting an increase of pension to H. 
M. Blackwell, alias Levi W. Moore—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3281) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
seph A. Noyes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 3282) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel J. Harding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3283) nting an increase of pension to T. 
A. Hodgdon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3284) granting an increase of pension to 
Napoleon D. O. Lord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3285) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry F. Leach-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3286) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob F. French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3287) granting an increase of pension to Or- 
rin Plaisted—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3288) nting an increase of pension to 
N. L, Meands—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3289) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcellus M. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3290) granting an increase of pension to 
Almena 8. a by—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8291) granting a pension to Catherine M. 
Savory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3292) granting a pension to Joshua Daggett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8298) granting a pension to Priscilla A. 
Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3294) granting a pension to Cornelia M. 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3295) granting a pension to Charity Durgin, 
daughter of Samuel Durgin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3296) granting a pension to Kingsbury P. 
Fish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3297) granting a pension to Emily A. Trask, 
guardian of Renel W. Trask—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3298) granting a pension to Mary E. Pennock— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3299) granting a pension to Medie M. Flan- 
ders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3300) granting a pension to Josephine Hus- 
sey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 3301) for the relief of Sarah K. 
McLean—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3302) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
bestow a medal of honor upon Maj. J. O. Skinner, surgeon, 
} rg States Army, retired—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 3303) for the relief of the 
trustees of the African Methodist Episcopal Church, of Marietta, 
Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3304) for the relief of William Shepherd— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3305) for the relief of Henry G. Stoffregen, 
ae of H. G. Peter’s estate—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3306) for the relief of the First Presbyterian 
Church, Dalton, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3307) for the relief of the heirs of Elias 
Weaver—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3308) for the relief of the trustees, or their 
successors in office, of. the Cherokee Baptist College, located in 
Cassville, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3309) for the relief of the Methodist vena 
Church (colored), corner of Fifth avenue and East Second street, 
at Rome, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 3310) to amend the military | 


record of John H. Lamson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3311) to correct the military record of Seth 
Bonney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3312) pomesrag Se charge of desertion from 
the military record of Julius F. Hill, alias Franklin J. Hill—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3313) granting an honorable discharge to 
James Woods—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3314) to ey Samuel M. Blair the sum of 
$12,470—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3315) donating an obsolete mortar to the 


Somerville Historical Society—to the Committee on Military Af- | 


fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3316) granting a pension to Rebecca E. Mac- 
carty—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3317) granting a pension to Antoinette I. 
Sawyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3318) granting a pension to Adelaide M. 
MeIntosh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3319) granting a pension to John D. Powell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3320) granting a pension to Andrew L. Hall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3321) granting a pension to George D’Vys— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3322) 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3323) for the relief of Arthur R. Henderson— | 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8824) for the relief of Patrick J. Madden— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3825) for the relief of Paul D. Walbridge— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3326) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Paul Curtis, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3327) for the relief of Alexander Sutherland— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3328) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3329) granting an increase of pension to An- 
derson L. Gill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


nting a pension to Lowell M. Max- | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3330) granting an increase of pension to Rose 
Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3331) granting an increase of pension to 
Bridget A. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8332) granting an increase of pension to 
George S. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3333) granting an increase of pension to Giles 
R. Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R.3334) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip T. Greeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3335) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Ellen Lauriat—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3336) granting an increase of pension to 
Edson D. Bemis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3337) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. Craigue—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3338) to correct the military record of James 
Williamson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8339) to amend the military record of Henry 
Quick—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R.3340) for the relief of Wii- 
liam H. Quinn—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3341) for the relief 
of the estate of John T. Stringer, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3342) for the relief of the estate of William 
H. Stringer, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3343) to author- 
ize the President to revoke the order dismissing William T. God- 
win, late first lieutenant, Tenth Infantry, United States Army, 
and to place the said William F. Godwin on the retired list with 
the rank of first lieutenant—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3344) granting a pension to Emma Worrall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 3345) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles P. Clarke—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 3346) granting an increase of 
pension to Earl Vandegriff—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 3347) for the relief of David 
B. Zorger and H. C. Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Invaiid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3348) nting a pension to Martin P. Schaff- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3349) granting a pension to Kate E. Keiser— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3350) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3351) granting a pension to Francis S. 
| Griest—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3352) granting a pension to Mary Idle—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3353) granting a pension to Emma Hand- 
shaw—to the Gommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3354) granting a pension to Emma R. Rus- 
ling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3355) granting a pension to Thompson 
Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3356) granting a pension to John S. Snyder— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3357) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3358) granting an increase of pension to 
| Emeline Smink—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3359) granting an increase of pension to Cy- 
rus E. Salada—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3360) granting an increase of pension to Eu- 
nice Parke Detweiler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3361) granting an increase of pension to 
| Franklin T. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3362) granting an increase of pension to 
| Adam Baum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3363) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
| anna R. Forster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3364) granting an increase of pension to 
| James Appleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also,a bill (H. R. 3365) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Dubbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3366) granting an increase of pension to Lee 
P. Garrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3367) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Kerby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3368) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen W. Pomeroy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8369) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephraim Winters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3370) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Addams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3371) granting an increase of pension to 
David E. Longsdorf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3372) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry Beitzel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3373) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Cochran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3374) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel A. Garland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3375) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Stout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3376) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Layser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3377) granting an increase of pension to La- 
fayette Billig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8378) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John P. Leitzel—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3379) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John Keys—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3380) to remove the charge of desertion from, | 
the military record of Francis Tomlinson—to the Committee on | 


Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3381) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John F. Geist—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3382) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John F. Kelly—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8383) to remove the charges from the military 
record of M. G. Thornton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3384) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Reuben Seiler—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3385) to remove thecharge of desertion from 
the military record of Michael Neidinger—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3386) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Joseph Windowmaker—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3387) to remove the charge of desertion from 
re military record of John Hawk—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8388) to remove the charge of desertion from 
~ military record of John Snyder—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3389) to remove the charge of desertion from 
> military record of Levi Sheetz—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3390) to correct the military record of Alex- 
ander C. Landis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3391) to correct the military record of John 
W. Geiger—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3392) au- 
thorizing and directing the payment to Mrs. George Dalton, of 
Pottsville, Pa., of the sum of $300, together with the interest 
thereon, that was paid by the late George Dalton to avoid the 
draft in 1864—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3393) for the relief of the Columbia Brewing 
Company, of Shenandoah, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3394) for the relief of Sadie Thome—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3395) to amend the military record of Joseph 
Moreheiser—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3396) removing charge of desertion from mili- 

tary record of John Lucid—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3397) removing charge of desertion from mili- 


tary recordof Isaac Purnell—to the Committeeon? © ~~ Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3398) removing charge of dese‘ _ 9m mili- 
tary record of John J. Muldowney—to the Commi:ite Military 


Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3399) granting a pension to Rebecca De 
Wald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3400) granting a pension to Elizabeth Charles- 
worth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8401) granting an increase of pension to 
George Farne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3402) —_= increase of pension to 
Daniel Nagle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3403) granting an increase of pension to 
Condy Manelius—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3404) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3405) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Garner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 3406) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas J. Peaks—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3407) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3408) granting anincrease of pension to John 
L. Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 3409) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert A. Stuart—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3410) granting an increase of pension to John 
G. H. Armistead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3411) granting anincrease of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 3412) for the 
relief of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 3413) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Charles W. Miller, alias Charles Nowack—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3414) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Lewis Jenkins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a‘bill (H. R. 3415) granting a pension to Taylor Jones—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3416) granting a pension to James W. Per- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3417) granting a pension to Mary A. Ward— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3418) granting a pension to Franklin 8S. Lon- 
don—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3419) granting a pension to Archibald Spen- 
cer—to the Committee on invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3420) granting a pension to Samuel T. Davis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3421) nting a pension to Harmon Coff- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3422) granting a pension to Jackson Lam- 
bert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3423) granting a pension to Hannah Lee—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3424) granting a pension to John T. Burriss— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 3425) granting a pension to 
Charles R. Hoag—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 3426) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8427) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Fetterhoff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3428) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam McCraw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3429) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
seph W. Vance—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8430) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Wolcott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3481) granting an increase of pension to 
William Basnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3482) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3433) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3484) granting an increase of pension toSam- 
uel Parmley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3435) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Pratt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3436) granting an increase of pension to James 
S. Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3487) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam B. Shepard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3438) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Burchett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3489) granting an increase of pension to J, 
D. Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8440) granting an increase of pension to Cor- 
nelius Buckley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8441) granting an increase of pension to 
Simeon McKinstray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3442) granting an increase of pension to 
T. H. B. i the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3448) granting an increase of pension to Eli- 
jah G. Ballard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8444) granting an increase of pension to Syl- 
vanus Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8445) granting an increase of pension to John 
P. Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8446) to correct the military record of John P. 
Griffith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8447) to correct the military record of Ernst 
Ebert—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3448) to correct the military record of John 
Loney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8449) to correct the military record of C. J. J. 
Martyr—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3450) for the relief of McCarty & Collins— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3451) for the relief of Louis Benecke—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8452) for the relief of W. W. Tracy—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3453) for the relief of Martin Daughenbaugh— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8454) for the relief of Mrs. Mollie Bissell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 3455) for the relief of 
the trustees of the First Baptist Church, of Jefferson City, Mo.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 8456) for the relief of 
W. W. Jackson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 8457) for the relief of the | 
legal representatives of Dr. Thomas B. Waters, deceased—to the | 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 3458) for the relief of 
John Ballard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 3459) granting an increase of 
pension to Patterson Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
§10ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3460) granting an increase of pension to Louis 
P. Anschutz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8461) granting a pension to Florence A. 
Klein—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3462) to remove charge of desertion from the 
recordof William L. Wiles—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 3463) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Bridget Stevens—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8464) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Thomas F. Adams—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 3465) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick Shovar—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8466) granting an increase of pension to John 
F. McBride—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3467) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Kistner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3468) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Whitmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3469) to increase the pension of Luman T. | 


Van Tassel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3470) granting a pension to Sarah B. Baker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8471) to increase the pension of John Phil- | 


lips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 8472) granting an increase of | 


ension to Marcus E. Amsden—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 3473) granting an increase 
of pension to Artemus Ward—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 3474) for the relief of 
Mary Latham—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8475) for the relief of Dr. A. Eubank—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3476) for the relief of Maria S. Poe, and to 
have her name put on pension roll—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8477) confirming the title of James F. Han- 
cock to the south half of the southeast quarter and the south half 
of the southwest quarter of section 26, township 17 south, range 
: — in Jefferson County, Ala.—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8478) authorizing Eli R. Jones to perfect his 
homestead entry to the southeast quarter of section 82, in town- 
ship 18 south, of range 2 west, in Jefferson County, Ala.—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3479) for the relief of J. L. Montgomery—to 
the Committee on Claims, 








Also, a bill (H. R. 3480) for the relief of W. F. Eggleston, as 
executor of S. O. Eggleston—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3481) for the relief of Andrew J. Blackburn— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3482) for the relief of William M. Lirdsay— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 8483) for the relief of W.S. 
Hammaker—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3484) for the relief of F. D. Bain—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3485) for the relief of Joseph Swisher—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3486) for the relief of George W. Leonard— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3487) for the relief of John W. White—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3488) for the relief of Jeremiah Cain—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3489) to give credit to Jacob Parrott for re- 
ceiving first medal of honor for civil war services—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8490) to correct the military record of 8. B. 
Elisworth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3491) to correct the military record of New- 
ton W. Reames—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3492) to correct the military record of Lan- 
son Zane—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3498) granting a pension to Jesse S. Bower— 
1o the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3494) granting a pension to Sarah E. Help- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3495) granting a pension to Henry Thomas— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3496) granting a pension to Katherine 
Decker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3497) granting a pension to William Mixon— 
tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3498) granting a pension to Cephas Davis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3499) granting a pension to Lovie E. Read— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3500) granting a pension to Silas Brown—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3501) granting a pension to Isabell Maddox— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3502) granting a pension to Norville J. Han- 
num—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 8503) granting a pension to Wilhelmina 
Stout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3504) granting a pension to Rachel Walker— 

| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3505) granting a pension to Letty J. Coplin— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3506) granting a pension to William M. Love— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3507) granting an increase of pension to John 
Reily—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3508) granting an increase of pension to 
| Marion P. Downey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3509) granting an increase of pension to 
| George W. Jacobs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3510) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
Whiteman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3511) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Lackens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3512) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph V. Stevenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H, R. 8513) granting a pension to Martin C. Still- 
well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3514) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
son S. Maize—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8515) granting a pension to Mary Brelsford— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3516) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam McManus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3517) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Laucks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3518) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3519) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvin Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8520) granting an increase of pension to 
David J. Courter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3521) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hawker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also. a bill (H. R. 3522) granting an increaseof pension to Mary 
E. Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3523) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
F. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3524) granting an increase of pension to Har- 
mon Patch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3525) granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
cis W. Whips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also.a bill (H. R. 3526) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
H. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3527) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3528) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Havel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 3529) for the relief of 
settlers on lands in Sherman County, in the State of Oregon—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 3530) to reim- 
burse Capt. Sidney Layland, for sums paid by him while master 
of the United States transport Mobile in July and August, 1898— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 3531) granting a pension 
to Margaret P. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WYNN: A bill (H. R. 3532) granting an increase of 

nsion to William H. Franklin—to the Committee on Invalid | 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3533) granting an increase of pension to 
Capt. R. H. McIlroy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3534) to correct the military record of Capt. 
Herman von Werthern—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3535) to grant honorable discharge to Wil- 
liam A. Treadwell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of the National Hay Association | 
of Atlanta, Ga., relating to freight classification—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the board of directors of the Freight Bureau 
of the City of Atlanta, Ga., favoring passage of a law to prevent | 
unjust discrimination in tariff rates between different sections | 
and localities—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: Papers to accompany bill to pension James | 
C. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ! 
Also, papers to accompany bill to pension George W. Ford—to 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: Petitionof citizens of Lacygne, Kans., 
for passage of bill for relief of Enoch Echord—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolution of J. B. Whyman Post, No. 
101, Grand Army of the Republic, Firth, Department of Ne- 
braska, favoring passage of service-pension bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Post No. 88, Grand Army of the Republic, | 
Waverly, Department of Nebraska, favoring passage of service- | 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Carpenters and Joiners’ Local Union No. | 
113, Lincoln, Nebr., favoring passage of eight-hour law, etc.—to | 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension Victor Vifcuain—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Resolution of Interstate Association of 
Ex-Prisoners of War, Baxter Springs, Kans., favoring service- | 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Local Union No. 320, United 
Mine Workers of America, of Westville, Ill., urging the passage 
of an eight-hour law, etc.—to the Committee on my 

By Mr. CAPRON: Resolutions of Local Union No. 13, Journey- 
men Tailors’ Union of America, of Providence, R. I., in favor of 
the oe bill and the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee | 
on Labor. 

Mr. DANTELS: Papers to accompany bill to increase pension 
of Albert J. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of J. M. 
Hurley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of William 
Pittenger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. papers to accompany bill to increase pension of William 
D. Hall—to the Committee an Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Protest of the National Cigar Leaf Tobacco | 
Association against Cuban reciprocity treaty in its present form— | 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, resolution of select and common councils of Philadelphia, 
relating toa 35-foot channel for the Delaware River, port of Phila- 
delphia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 9, Troy, N. Y., 
against Cuban reciprocity—to the Committee on Waysand Means, 

Also, papers relating to locating military training school on the 
Nacimiento Rancho, at San Miguel, in Monterey and San Luis 
Obispo counties, Cal.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: Papers to accempany bill (H. R. 1839) to pen- 
sion Joseph P. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, for 
encouragement of the merchant marine—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, address of Committee of State Insurance Commissioners, 
asking for laws against fraudulent insurance companies—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of citizens of 
Salisbury, Mass., for increase of pension of John A. Lane—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Paper to accompany bill to increase pen- 
sion of John 8. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Papers to accompany bill to pension 
John Bilderback—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension James Hannah—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension James E. Chappell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: Resolution of Philadelphia Association Union 
Ex-United States Prisoners of War, favoring prisoners of war 


| pension bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of Oskaloosa Division. No. 71, 
Order of Railroad Telegraphers, favoring passage of eight-hour 
law, etc.—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition to accompany bill to pension Elizabeth Hardy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition of John Stewart,for additional 


| pay for extra service in relation to the suit of the United States 
| against Morris et al., known as the ‘‘ Potomac Flats case ’’—to the 


Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolution of M. G. Everman, 
of St. Peter, Minn., favoring passage of a service-pension law— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Simon Mix Post, Grand Army.of the Re- 

ublic, of Pipestone, Minn., favoring passage of a service-pension 
eeoate the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Mitchell Post, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Madelia, Minn., favoring passage of a service-pension law— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, letter of Douglas A. Fiske, of Minneapolis, Minn., against 
the passage of the Cuban reciprocity bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MADDOX: Petition of Harry J. Wills, of Paulding 
County, Ga., praying reference of war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of William W. Simpson, deceased, 
late of Polk County, Ga., praying reference of war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Levi Crow, deceased, late of Pauld- 
ing County, Ga., praying reference of war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolution of the Milwaukee Chamber of Com- 
merce, in favor of encouraging American shipbuilding—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany bill for avenue to Mount 
Vernon—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of select and common council of 
Philadelphia, Pa., relating to a 35-foot channel for Delaware 
a port of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Papers to accompany bill for relief of the 
legal representatives of Dr. Thomas B. Waters, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Protest of merchants of Edgeley, N. Dak., 
against passage of parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: Petition of Frank E. Hunt and 18 
other citizens of Redlake Falls, Minn., against passage of par- 
cels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


R . 
Also, petition of J. D. —— and 16 other citizens of Minne- 


sota, against passage of parcels-post law—to the Committee on the 


Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the millers of North Dakota and north- 
western Minnesota, favoring reciprocity between the United 
States and the Dominion of Canada—to the Committee on Ways 


and Means. 
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SENATE. 


Turspay, November 17, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PretryMan, of the city of Washington. 

ANSELM J. McLaurin, a Senator from the State of Mississippi; 
Joseru H. Minuarp, a Senator from the State of Nebraska, and 
James P, TALIAFERRO, a Senator from the State of Florida, ap- 
peared in their seats to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. there be no objection, the 
Journal will stand approved. The Chair hears none. It is ap- 
proved. 

MIDWAY ISLANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a copy 
of a letter from Mr. George G. Ward, vice-president and general 
manager of the Commercial Pacific Cable en requesting 
the enactment of certain legislation for the relief of the conditions 
in the Midway Islands by providing appropriations for the estab- 
lishment of a suitable harbor, buoys, and light-house; for the con- 
struction of landing facilities, and for the establishment of ma- 
rines or other guards to maintain order and enforce the laws at 
that place; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the Michigan Hay 
Association, of Owosso, Mich., and a petition of the National Hay 
Association, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented the memorial of George F. Dimond, president 
of the Michigan Hay Dealers’ Association, of Mayville, Mich., 
remonstrating inst the enactment of legislation to enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Epworth League of Hender- 
son, of the Temperance Alliance of Henderson, of sundry citizens 
of West Bay City, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Henderson, and of sundry citizens of Douglas, all in the State 
of Michigan, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Rexp Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the as of the 
United Presbyterian Church of Bellevue; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Newville; of the con tion of the 
South Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, of Wi burg; of 
the congregation of the Christian Church of Bellevue; of the con- 
gregation of the Episcopal Church of Bellevue; of the congrega- 
tion of the Methodist Protestant Church of Bellevue; of the con- 
— of the Presbyterian Church of Bellevue; of the United 

sbyterian Semi , of ay: of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Bellevue; of Class E, Organization 
of the Patterson Memorial Presbyterian Sunday School, of Phila- 
delphia; of sundry citizens of Philadelphia; of the Evangelical As- 
sociation of Rochester; of sundry citizens of Morris Run; of the con- 
gregation of the Evangelical Church of Connellsville; of sundry 
citizens of Somerton; of the congregation of the First Lutheran 
Church of Altoona; of the Woman’s Missionary Society of Con- 
nellsville; of the Prohibition Alliance of Meadville; of the session 
of the First Presbyterian Church of Shenandoah; of the congre- 
gation of the First Methodist-Episcopal Church of Mahanoy City; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Reedsville; o 
the Woman’s Christian La ne gee Union of Cochranville; of the 
congregation of the Uni Evangelical Church of Milton; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Lake Pleasant; of 
the Young People’s ar ys 2 of Christian Endeavor of Oxford, 
and of sundry citizens of Milesburg, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
vaniai, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Berlin; of the oe League of Mount 
Vernon; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Broad- 
albin; of the East Wayne Christian Endeavor Union, of Wayne 
County; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Findley 
Lake; of sundry citizens of Arkport; of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Mina; of the Woman’s Missio: Society 
of Westchester; of the eae tae the Methodist folaniont 
Church of Williamson; of the i Endeavor Society of Syra- 
cuse; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of North Elba, 
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of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of North 
Elba;-of sundry citizensof Northfield; of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Chazy; of sundry citizens ut Islip; 
of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Islip; of the 
congregation of the Sixth Avenue Baptist Church, of Troy; of 
the congregation of the Third Avenue Church of Christ, of Troy; 
of the congregation of the Memorial Baptist Church, of Troy; of 
the congregation of the Grace Methodist Church, of Troy; of the 
iy ne yey of the English Lutheran Church of the Redeemer, 
of Troy; of the Young Men’s Christian Ass: ciation of Troy; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Troy; of the Chris- 
tian Endeavor Society of Jasper; of the Woman’s Home and For- 
eign Missionary Society of Seneca Castle; of the congregation of 
the First Presbyterian Church of Arkport; of the congregations 
of the Methodist Episcopal churches and Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Jasper; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 

nion of Union Springs; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Ray Shore; of the Woman’s Branch of the City Missions 
of Brooklyn; of sundry citizens of Islip; of the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Smithtown; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Smithtown; of the congregation 
of the First Congregational Church of Bay Shore; of the con- 
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Islip; of the 
Presbytery of Brooklyn; of sundry citizens of Brooklyn; of the 
Woman’s Home and Foreign Missionary Society of Brooklyn; of 
sundry citizens of Northport; of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Syracuse; of the congregation of the Presbyterian 
Church of Montgomery; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Montgomery; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Troy; of sundry citizens of Grumville; of the congrega- 
tion of the Geddes Congregational Church, of Syracuse; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Syracuse; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Lawrence; of the con- 
gregation of the University Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Syracuse; of the congregation of the Olivet Baptist Church, of 
Syracuse; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Stamford; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Auburn; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Still- 
water; of the Young Men’s Christian Association of Rochester; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Plattekill; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Port Jervis; of the con- 
gregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Williamson; of the 
Epworth League of Stamford; of the congregation of the First 
German Baptist Church of Rochester; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Fort Plain; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Cohocton; of the Young Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Sandy Hill; of sundry citizens of Mount 
Vernon; of the congregation of the New York Presbyterian 
Church, of New York City; of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Cohocton; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Horseheads; of the congregation of the Pres- 
Sinan Church of Cohocton; of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of Atlanta; of sundry citizens of New York City; of the congrega- 
tion of the Baptist Church of Pulaski; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Unionof Pulaski; of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of Pulaski; of the congregation of the Baptist 
Church of Rochester; of the congregation of the Methodist Protes- 
tant Church of Gerry; of sundry citizens of Stamford; of the con- 
gregation of the Free. Baptist Church of Horseheads; of the 
Woman’s Home and Foreign Missionary Society of Hornellsville; 
of the congregation of the Brighton Heights Reformed Church, of 
New Brighton; of the Brighton Heights Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor, of New York City; of sundry citizens of New 
Brighton; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Hope- 
well; of the Woman’s Synodical Society of Hudson; of sundry citi- 
zens of Verona; of sundry citizens of Hornellsville; of sundry citi- 
zens of Arkport; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Wolcott; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Waterloo; of the Christian Endeavor Society of the Bap- 
tist Church of Esperance; of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Flycreek; of the congregation of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Sherman; of sundry citizens of New York City; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Seneca; of the 
Epworth League of New York City; of the congregation of 
St. James Church, of New York City; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Oneida County; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Rockland County; of the Ladies’ Aid Soci- 
ety of the Lenox Church, of New York City; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Hobart; of sundry citizens of 
Rockland County; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Rochester; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Buffalo; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Tyrone: of the Prohibition Alliance of Perry; of the Ries Park 
Baptist Mission, of Rochester; of sundry citizens of Otsego; of the 
co! gation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Bedford; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Madison County; of 
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the Mount Kisco Woman’s Christian Temperance Union,of Bed- 
ford; of the E. F. Lord Union Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of New York City; of the Woman’s Missionary Society of 
Buffalo; of the Woman’s Missionary Society of Katonah; of sun- 
dry citizens of Patterson; of the congregation of the First Pres- 
byterian Church of Waterloo; of the Woman’s Missionary Society 
of the Westchester Presbytery; of the congregation of the Baptist 
Church of North Salem; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Seneca; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Fort Edward; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Can- 
isteo; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Canisteo; 
of the Independent Order of Good Templars of Orleans; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Perry; of sundry citi- 
zens of West Galway; of sundry citizens of Thiells; of sundry 
citizens of Southeast; of the Presbyterian Church of Yorktown; 
of the Woman’s Missionary Society of Yorktown; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Kendall; of the First Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Kanona; of the Epworth League of Fly 
Creek; of the King’s Daughters Circle of the Lenox Presbyterian 
Church, of New York City; of the congregation of the Lake 
Avenue Baptist Church, of Rochester; of the Woman's Missionary 
Society of the Lenox Presbyterian Church, of New York City; 
of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Mont- 
gomery; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Mount Vernon; of the Society of Friends of Milton; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Mount Vernon; of sun- 
dry citizens of Mount Vernon; of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Eudeavor of Stamford; of sundry citizens of Pough- 
keepsie; of the congregation of the First Baptist Church of West- 
field; of sundry citizens of Redlands; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Cohocton; of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church of Walworth; of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of Gasport; of the Society of Christian Endeavor 
of the Baptist Church of Christ, of Poughkeepsie; of the Young 
People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of Poughkeepsie; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Westerleigh; of the 
Christian Endeavor Society of Clinton; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Carmel; of sundry citizens of Stamford. 
and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Richmond 


County, all in the State of New York, praying for an investiga- | 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a | 


Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the Atlas 


Lumber and Shingle Company, of Seattle, Wash., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a 


the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 71, Journey- 
men Tailors’ Union of America, of Seattle, Wash., praying for 
the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Mount Vernon, Wash., and a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Columbia, Wash., praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rreep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Asbury Methodist Episcopal Church, of Camden; of the Frances 
Willard Union of Camden; of the congregation of the Calvary 
Methodist Protestant Church, of Camden, and of the congregation 
of the Bethel Methodist Episcopal Church, of Camden, all in the 
State of New Jersey, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Rezep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. BALL presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Camden and Wyoming; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Newcastle; of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Wyoming; of the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Camden; of the congregation 
of St. Paul’s Methodist Episcopal Church, of Wilmington; of the 
Sunday School Association of St. Paul’s Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Wilmington; of the Young Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of St. Paul’s Methodist Episcopal Church, of Wil- 
mington; of the congregation of the Moth ist Episcopal Church 
of Marshallton; of the Good Templars of Marshallton; of the 
Knights of Pythias of Marshallton; of the Knights of the Golden 
Eagie of Marshallton; of the Degree of Honor of Marshalliton; of 
the Woman's Foreign Missionary Society of Dover, and of Capital 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Dover, all in the State of Del 


tition of Local Union No. 71, Journey- | 
men Tailors’ Union of America, of Seattle, Wash., praying for | 


RECORD—SENATE. NOVEMBER 17, 





aware, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Rezmp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, the Young People’s Society of Christian En- 
deavor, and of the Sunday school of the Friends Church of Salem, 
Oreg., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Flections. 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of General George A. Custer 
Council, No. 22, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of 
Oakland, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict 
immigration; which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present an address to Congress adopted by 
the National Convention of Insurance Commissioners, held at 
Baltimore, desiring to bring to the attention of Congress certain 
matters, and also a letter addressed to me from the insurance 
commissioner of the State of Missouri. It is in regard tothe get- 
rich-quick companies—fraudulent companies in the United States, 
and postal facilities that are afforded them in some instances. I 
move that the papers be printed as a document and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads for their consider- 
ation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Local Union No. 399, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Vincennes, Ind., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for a reduction of 20 per 
cent on all goods coming from Cuba; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 
| He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 19, Interna- 
tional Printing Pressmen’s Union, of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying 
for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 19, Interna- 
tional Printing Pressmen’s Union, of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying 
for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill; which 
| was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER. I present sundry petitions from citizens of Colo- 
rado, praying that there may be an investigation of the right of 
Senator Smoor, of Utah, to a seat in the Senate. I wish to say 
that I have examined these petitions and none of them ask for his 
expulsion. They ery ask that the Senate will inquire whether 
he is a polygamist and living in violation of the statutes of the 
wasee States, and, if such shall be the fact, that he may be ex- 

allied. 

P*The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will be referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
Mr. QUAY presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Milton; of the congregation of the Re- 
formed Presbyterian Church of Wilkinson; of the congregation 
of the St. Paul Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Newville; of the 
congregation of the Third Presbyterian Church of Washington; of 
the Young Ladies’ Missionary Society of the Third Presbyterian 
Church of Washington; of the Young People’s Society of Chris- 
tian Endeavor of Washington; of the Woman’s Missionary So- 
ciety of the Third Presbyterian Church of Washington; of the 
| congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Sheri- 
danville; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of 
Monaca; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of 
Sheridanville; of the Young People’s Society of Christian En- 
| deavor of Sheridanville; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Sheridanville; of the congregation of the First Reformed 
Presbyterian Church of Pittsburg: of the congregation of the 
First Methodist Episcopal Church of Vandling, and of the con- 

| gregation of the Big Spring Presbyterian Church, of Newville; all 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. Rexp Smoot, a Senator from 
the State ef Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of the Ladies’ 
Missionary Society of the First and Second Presbyterian churches 
of Peekskill, of sundry citizens of Berlin, of sundry citizens of 
Dobbs Ferry, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Binghamton, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Islip, of the Presbyterian Young People’s Society of Christian 
Endeavor of rt, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of West New Brighton, of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
— Union of Shawangunk, of the Woman’s Home and Foreign 

fissionary Society of the Presbytery of Geneva, and of the con- 

egation of the Friends Church of Union Springs, all in the 

tate of New York, praying for an examination of the charges 

made and filed inst Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented the memorial of Adam Sprafka 
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and sundry citizens of Minto, N. Dak., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called els-post bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post- and Post-Roads 


Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Economic Club, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the reorganization of the Bureau of 
Labor; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 1238) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah V. Rearick; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. HAWLEY) introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1239) granting an increase of pension to John Adam- 


son; Br 
A bill (S. 1240) granting a pension to Emma E. Taylor; 
A bill (S. 1241) granting an increase of pension to Hamlet F. 


oberts; 
A bill (S. 1242) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Davis; 


and 

A bill (S. 1248) granting a pension to Mary McLean Wyllys. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (8S. 1244) granting a pension to Sue 
Stevens Eskridge; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TT introduced a bill (S. 1245) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the name of David 8S. Cox; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 1246) granting a pension to John Slayton; 

A bill (S. 1247) granting an increase of pension to John S. Hall 
(with an accompanying paper); 


A bill (S. 1248) to increase rate of pension paid for gunshot | 


wounds, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (8S. 1249) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Bay (with 
an accompanying paper) : 4 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 1250) granting a pension to William Schall; 

A bill (S, 1251) granting an increase of pension to Martha A. 


oe 

oc 1 (S. 1252) granting an increase of pension to William O. 
gle; 
A bill (S. 1253) granting a pension to Abigail Campbell; 


4 bill (S. 1254) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth | 


kin; 
A bill (S. 1255) granting an increase of pension to John N. 
Rounder; and 
oan (S. 1256) granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 
rull, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 1257) to remove the | ; 
lo 
ter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | 


charge of desertion from the military record of George F. Har- 


mittee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1258) to amend the act 


entitled ‘‘An act to better define and regulate the rights of aliens | 


to hold and own real estate in the Territories,’’ approved March 
2, 1897; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1259) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John M. Stanyan; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. BLACKBURN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1260) to | 


authorize the readjustment of the accounts of army officers in cer- 
tain cases, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 1261) to amend sections 
3894 and 3929 of the Revised Statutes and the first section of the 
act of Congress of March 2, 1895, chapter 191, entitled ‘‘An act for 


the suppression of lottery traffic through national and interstate | 


commerce and the postal service, subject to the jurisdiction and 
laws of the United States,’’ so as to apply the provisions of exist- 
ing laws to letters, postal cards, circulars, pamphlets, and publi- 
cations concerning any business of and contracts and policies of 
life, fire, or other insurance transmitted into any State, District, 
or Territory by concerns or persons not. authorized to transact 
such business in the State, District, or Territory from which the 
same are transmitted; which was read twice by-its title. 

Mr. DRYDEN. I ask permission to state that this bill is intro- 
duced by request. At the convention of the officials of the sev- 
eral insurance departments of the States recently held at Balti- 
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more a commi‘tee was appointed to prepare a bill and a :nemorial 
to Co for the purpose of preventing the use of the mails by 
fraudulent insurance companies. 

I wish to make it distinctly clear that this bill and the memo- 
rial were not prepared by orin theinterest of any company or set 
of companies or for any system of insurance, but the committee 
of that convention, in which were represented twenty-nine States 
of the Union, and which speaks for the officials of the various in- 
surance departments, prepared the bill and memorial. The com- 
mittee consisted of the insurance commissioners of the State of 
Tennessee, the State of Michigan, the State of Indiana, the State 
of Ohio, the State of Pennsylvania, and the State of Vermont. 
It is, therefore, an act of public interest. 

I move that the bill be referred, with the accompanying memo- 
rial, to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: and I 
wish to state to the committee that at a later day and at the 
proper time the committee of the national convention of insur- 
ance commissioners will ask to be heard upon the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 1262) for the relief of the legal representatives of P. M. 
Craigmiles, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1263) for the relief of John Zimmerman; 

A bill (S. 1264) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. Jane Eliza- 
beth Rodes; 

A bill (S. 1265) for the relief of Payne, James & Co.; 

A bill (S. 1266) for the relief of the heirs of C. C. Moore, de- 
ceased; and 

A bill (8. 1267) for the relief of Davidson County, in the State 
of Tennessee. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 1268) for the relief of 
James Denton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1269) granting an increase of pension to Ephraim 
Martin (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 1270) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. Hol- 
lingsworth (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 1271) granting an increase of pension to Lucius S. 
Bowman (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 1272) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Rollins; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 1273) to validate certain 
certificates of soldiers’ additional homestead right; which was 
- ye aa by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 1274) to authorize the 
readjustment of the accounts of army officers in certain cases, and 
ses; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 1275) granting an increase 

nsion to Herbert N. Robinson; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 1276) for the relief of Mrs. 
Eliza E. Hebert; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 1277) granting a pension to 
Reuben F. Canterbury; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1278) to provide for the 
erection of buildings for an immigrant station at the port of San 
Francisco, Cal.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1279) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Barr; 
; A bill (S. 1280) granting an increase of pension to Henry Wil- 

ong; 
A bill (S. 1281) granting an increase of pension to John H. Mar- 
tens; and 

A bill (S. 1282) granting an increase of pension to William Stit- 
zer. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 1283) for the relief of Wil- 
liam H. Crawford; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1284) to restore to the active list 
of the Navy the name of Talleyrand Desaix Myers; which was 
read twice by its title. and, with an accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 1285) to correct the military rec- 
ord of William Harper; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1286) for the relief of the Old Do- 
minion Granite Company; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1287) to establish the 
Fredericksburg and Adjacent National Battlefields Memorial Park 
in the State of Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (8S. 1288) granting a pension to Jolin F. Kline; 

A bill (8. 1289) granting a pension to Andrew J. Mc Wade; 

A bill (S. 1290) granting a pension to Thomas Madden; 

A bill (8. 1291) granting a pension to John G. B. Masters; 

A bill (S. 1292) granting a pension to Maria L. Meserve; 

A bill (8. 1298) granting a pension to Thomas M. Moore; 

A bill (S. 1294) granting a pension to Archie Nunnelly; 

A bill (S. 1295) granting a pension to Morgan O’Brien; 

A bill (S. 1296) granting a pension to John E. Page; 

A bill (S. 1297) granting a pension to Luther B. Paxon; 

A bill (S. 1298) granting a pension to Robert N. Pollock; 

A bill (S. 1299) granting a pension to John M. Reimer; 

A bill (S. 1300) granting a pension to Milton Reynolds; 

A bill (S. 1301) granting a pension to Thomas B. Roark; 

A bill (S. 1302) granting a pension to O. Gustave Roedel; 

A bill (S. 1303) granting a pension to Mary P. Scovel; 

A bill (S. 1304) granting a pension to Upton T. Smith; 

A bill (8. 1305) granting a pension to Henry Stutsman; 

A bill (S. 1306) granting a pension to John D? Thomas; 

A bill (S. 1307) granting a pension to William C. Thoms; 

A bill (S. 1808) granting a pension to Thomas Tobens; 

A bill (S. 1809) granting a pension to Daniel L. Tracy; 

A bill (S. 1310) granting a pehsion to Ella C. Tupper; 

A bill (S. 1811) granting a pension to Henry Wagner; 

A bill (S. 1312) granting a pension to Jacob D. Walter; 

A bill (S. 1818) granting a pension to George R. Warner; 

A bill (S. 1814) granting a pension to Reuben B. Weiser; 

A bill (S. 1815) granting a pension to George W. Williford; 

A bill (S. 1316) granting a pension to Aaron Wood; and 

A bill (S. 1817) granting a pension to Henry A. F. Worth. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1318) removing the charge 
of desertion from the name of Frank A. Land; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 1319) authorizing Robert A. 
Chapman, of Alabama, his associates and assigns, to use the wa- 
ters of the Coosa River, in Alabama, for the purpose of generat- 
ing electricity; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1820) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Auburn, 
in the State of Maine; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grvunds. . 

TREATIES, LAWS, ETC., RELATING TO INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. STEWART submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 


there be printed and bound 3,000 copies of Senate Document No. Fifty- 
seventh Congress, first session, entitled “Treaties, Laws, Executive Orders, 


etc., relating to Indian Affairs,” as revised, 300 of which shall be for the use | 


of the Senate, 800 for the House of Representatives, 200 for the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, 50 for the House Committee on Indian Affairs, 50 for the 
Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, and the remaining 1,100 shall be sold by 
the superintendent of documents. 


DELAWARE RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. KEAN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and direc to cause a 
survey to be made of the Delaware River between Trenton, N.J., and Phila- 
delphia, Pa., with a view to deepening the channel to 17 feet, and to submit 
an estimate of the cost at the earliest date practicable. 


CONFIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS AND PAPERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the resolution offered by the Senator from Massachusetts 
{[Mr. Hoar] proposing an amendment to the rules. It will be 
read 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Hoar, as follows: 
An amendment intended to be proposed to Rule XXXVI of the Senate. 


Resolwed, That the rules of the Senate be amended by adding at the end 
of Rule XXXVI the following: 

“V. Whenever by the request of the Senate, or any committee thereof, 
any documents or papers shall be communicated to the Senate by the Presi- 
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dent or the head of any Department relating tg any matter 
Senate, the i in d to which are secret or confidential under 
the rules, said documents and papers shall be considered as confidential and 
shall not be disclosed without leave of the Senate.” 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the proposed amendment be referred 
to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts moves that the resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Rules. The Senator from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. I simply desired to know what the motion was. 
I could not hear it. The Chair has stated it. It is all right. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. HALE. If there is no further morning business, I move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. PENROSE. There are a number of nominations which I 
should like to report to the Senate from the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HALE. ThenI will change the motion, or the Senator 
from Pennsylvania can make it. 

Mr. PENROSE. Very well. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 12 o’clock and 
40 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, November 18, 1903, at 12 o’clock m. 


nding in the 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate November 17, 1903, 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


James C, McReynolds, of Tennessee, to be Assistant Attorney- 
General. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Daniel Thew Wright, of Ohio, to be associate justice of the 


| supreme court of the District of Columbia. 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSIONER, 


Alford Warriner Cooley, of New York, to be a Civil Service 
Commissioner, 


CHIEF EXAMINER, CIVIT. SERVICE COMMISSION. 

Frank M. Kiggins, of Tennessee, to be chief examiner of the 
Civil Service Commission. 

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER OF CORPORATIONS. 

Herbert Knox Smith, of Hartford, Conn., to be deputy com- 
missioner of corporations in the Department of Commerce and 
Labor. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


David M. Little, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Salem and Beverly, in the State of Massachu- 
setts. 

TERRITORIAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 


William H. Pope, of New Mexico, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico. 


SUPREME COURT JUSTICE, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


E. Finley Jonnson, of Michigan, to be an associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Philippine Islands, provided for in the act of 
Congress approved July 1, 1902, entitled “‘An act temporarily to 
provide for the administration of the affairs of civil government 
in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes.”’ 


CIRCUIT JUDGE. 
William C. Hook, of Kansas, now serving as United States dis- 


trict judge for the district of Kansas, to be United States circuit 
judge for the eighth judicial circuit. 


CONSUL-GENERAL. 


John G. Foster, of Vermont, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Ottawa, Canada. 
CONSULS. 


Luther T. Ellsworth, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States 
at Cartagena, Colombia. 

Christopher H. Payne, of West Virginia, to be consul of the 
United States at St. as, West Indies. 

Alfred L. M. Gottschalk, of New York, to be consul of the 
United States at Callao, Peru. 
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Charles N. Daniels, of Connecticut, to be consul of the United | Levi O. Chittenden to be postmaster at Guilford, in the county 


h ngland. of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 
os Peal Demers of New Hampshire, to be consul of the Billious C. Hall to be postmaster at Union City, in the county 
United States at Port Limon, Costa Rica. of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 
Edward Higgins, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United | Frank A. Hefllon to be postmaster at Deep River, in the county 
States at Berne, Switzerland. of Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 
Urbain J. Ledoux, of Maine, to be consul of the United States| James R. Meigs to be postmaster at Madison, in the county of 
at Prague, Austria. New Haven and State of Connecticut. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. Jacob Widmer to be postmaster at New Hartford, in the county 
Sherman T. McPherson, of Ohio, to be attorney of the United of Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 
States for the southern district of Ohio. DELAWARE. ' 
John P. Nields, of Delaware, to be attorney of the United Carroll 8. Fisher to be postmaster at Wyoming, in the county 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. FE oi ee ete — at Milford, in the county of 
First Lieut. Howard M. Broadbent to be a captain in the Rev- ela 


enue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

First Lieut. Francis M. Dunwoody to be a captain in the Rev- 
enue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

First Lieut. Howard Emery to be a captain in the Revenue- | 


Cicero C. Alexander to be postmaster at Commerce, late Har- 
mony Grove, in the county of Jackson and State of Georgia. 


States for the district of Delaware. of Kent and State of Delaware. 
Sarah J. Anthony to be postmaster at Shellman, in the county 


: ; of Randolph and State of Georgia. 

i ag Rian Drees os a captain in the Revenue- | William O. Bagwell to be postmaster at Lytle, in the county of 
Cutter Service of the United States. | Walker and State of Georgia. 

Second Lieut. John G. Berry to be a first lieutenantinthe Rev- | William_O. De Loache to be postmaster at Talbotton, in the 
enue-Cutter Service of the United States. county of Talbot and State of Georgia. 

Second Lieut. Claude S. Cochran to be a first lieutenant in the Anna P, Grimsley to be postmaster at Cochran, in the county 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. of Pulaski and State of Georgia. a | 

Second Lieut. Colin S. Craig to be a first lieutenant in the Rev- Charles E. Murphy to be postmaster at Waycross, in the county 
enue-Cutter Service of the United States. of Ware and State of Georgia. 

Second Lieut. Samuel P. Edmonds to be a first lieutenant in the HAWAII. 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. Vetle A. Vetlesen to be postmaster at Wailuku, Maui Island, 

Third Lieut. John Boedeker to be a second lieutenant in the Hawaii. . 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. a R. Woods to be postmaster at Kohala, in the Territory 

0 awall, 


APPOINTMENTS IN MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 
George L. Collins, of Massachusetts, to be an assistant surgeon 
= the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
tates. 


ILLINOIS. 


Frank M. Cauger to be postmaster at Granite City (late Gran- 
ite), in the county of Madison and State of Illinois. 


Edward Maples Steger, of Texas, to be an assistant surgeon in | ining al Oak eee oe at Western Springs, in the 


no Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United |“ ajhert §. Corl to be postmaster at Nunda, in the county of 
tates. McHenry and State of Mlinois. 


Harvey G. Ebert, of Washington, to be an assistant surgeon in ‘ ‘ 5 ia : , 
the Public Health ‘and Marine-Hospital Service of the United | op 9 itis acd gouty of lee aster at Lovington, in the county 


States. | Herman F. Middendorf to be as ‘hester, i 
an . ; : ; ; postmaster at Chester, in the 
William M. Wightman, of California, to be an assistant sur- | oounty of Randolph and State of Illinois. 
geon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the | “ Frederick W. Morrison to be postmaster at Berwyn, in the 
United States. _ county of Cook and State of Illinois. 
_ BARSHAIS. ; | Frank Morrell to be postmaster at Pawnee, in the county of 
Henry W. Mayo, of Maine, to be marshal of the United States Sangamon and State of Illinois. 


for the district of Maine. , | John 8S. Nicholson to be postmaster at Beardstown, in the 
Horace W. Bailey, of Vermont, to be marshal of the United | county of Cass and State of Illinois. 
States for the district of Vermont. | Frederick W. Obermiller to be postmaster at Mount Pulaski, in 
POSTMASTERS. the county of Logan and State of Illinois. 
ALASKA. | Frank L. Paine to be postmaster at Xenia, in the county of 


: aad Clay and State of Illinois. 
an arr pe be postmaster’ Jansan, Sp the Territory of | John F. Regan to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, in the 


ARIZONA. county of Brown and State of Illinois. 
: | George E. Swanson to be postmaster at Woodhull, in the 
Cuclaunad Methoer at postmaster at Douglas, in the county of | - onty of Henry and State of Ilinois. 


Allen H. Webster to be postmaster at Cuba, in the county of 


ARKANSAS. Rega 
: Fulton and State of Dlinois. 
Arthur Deland to be postmaster at Black Rock, in the county George E. Wiedman to be postmaster at Zion City, in the 


of Lawrence and State of Arkansas. county of Lake and State of Illinois 
James A. Maxwell to be postmaster at Lake Village, in the | YY rat Eld, ss -of Sali 
county of Ghicot and State of Arka John Yost to be postmaster at Eldorado, in the county of Saline 


‘Mary J. Smith to be postmaster at Lewisville (late New Lewis- | *™4 State of Hlinois. INDIANA. 
Ville), in the county of Lafayette and State of Arkansas, | John Perry to be postmaster at Kramer, in the county of War- 
CALIFORNIA. | ren and State of Indiana, 


Roy R. Giffen to be postmaster at Fowler, in the county of INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Fresno and State of California. : , istow, i ‘*heroke 
Samuel W. Metcalf to be postmaster at Sisson, in the county of | 9.902" #. Brnin to be postmaster at Bristow, in the Cherokes 


Siskiyou and State of California. ; fami ¢ } Ottawa 
Catherine T, Ryan to be post ter at Gilroy, in the county of | Harland J. Butler to be postmaster at Miami, in the Ottawa 





; ; Nation, Ind. T. 
Santa Clara and State of California. s130 fds ee i . Chick: 
Nels A. Thompson to } —_—— n, in the county ee ane to be postmaster at Minco, in the Chicka- 
of Stanislaus and State of California. P es ti 


Daniel R. Trout, to be postmaster at Boulder Creek, in the county ee ° oo to be postmaster at McAlester, in the Choctaw 

0 Cruz an 2 0 ornia. ; Mo. i of Rasvtlersilie tm tha Chass. 

7, George Watterson to be aster at Bishop, in the county of A 5 ey a to be postmaster at Bartlesville, in the Chero 

oan of Calif. ’ ater ey , ~ 
i n E. Walt ra ter at Crescent City, in the mmr to be postmaster at Hugo, in the Choctaw Na- 
ar orte and State of California. John A. Porter to be postmaster at Tishomingo, in Chickasaw 
CONNECTICUT. Nation and Indian Territory. 

John A. Ayer to be —_- at Saybrook, in the county of Flavyous J. Sullivan to be postmaster at Pryor Creek, in the 

Middlesex and State of Connecticut, Cherokee Nation, Ind. T. 
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IOWA. 
Charles H. Austin to be postmaster at Lineville, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Iowa. 
James Beard to be postmaster at Mount Ayr, in the county of 
Ringgold and State of Iowa. 
Alonzo Bryson to be postmaster at Davenport, in the county of 
Scott and State of Iowa. 


Alice M. Davis to be postmaster at Bonaparte, in the county of 
Van Buren and State of Iowa. 


Walter Gillrup to be postmaster at Northwood, in the county | 


of Worth and State of Iowa. 


Henry P. Gow to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the county of 
Adair and State of Iowa. 


Nathan O. Hickenlooper to be postmaster at Blockton, in the | 


county of Taylor and State of Iowa. 


J.J. Marsh to be postmaster at Decorah, in the county of Win- 


neshiek and State of Iowa. 


Minnie A. Muhs to be postmaster at Akron, in the county of | 


Plymouth and State of Iowa. 
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Frank Wyman to be 


stmaster at St. Louis, in the county of 
St. Louis and State of 


issouri. 
MONTANA. 

Lewis Coleman to be postmaster at Deer Lodge, in the county 
of Powell and State of Montana. 

Clarence R. Lane to be postmaster at Forsyth, in the county of 
Rosebud and State of Montana. 

John R. Stout to be postmaster at Glendive, in the county of 
Dawson and State of Montana. 
NEVADA. 


Herman C. Sommer to be postmaster at Lovelocks, in the county 


| of Humboldt and State of Nevada. 





Peter S. Narum to be postmaster at Waukon, in the county of | 


Allamakee and State of Iowa. 


Robert P. Osier to be postmaster at Clarion, in the county of 
Wright and State of Iowa. 


Fayette and State of Iowa. 


Lambert J. Rogers to be postmaster at Allison, in the county of 
Butler and State of Iowa. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Andrew J. Hook to be postmaster at Warner, in the county of 
Merrimac and State of New Hampshire. 
Forrest E. Page to be postmaster at Raymond, in the county of 
Rockingham and State of New Hampshire. 
NEW MEXICO. 


Fred O. Blood to be postmaster at Las Vegas (late East Las 


| Vegas), in the county of San Miguel and Territory of New Mexico. 


Albert R. Carter to be postmaster at Tucumcari, in the county 


| of Quay and Territory of New Mexico. 
Jacob E. Palmer to be postmaster at Hawkeye, in the county of | 


John M. Hawkins to be postmaster at Alamogordo, in the 


| county of Otero and Territory of New Mexico. 


| 
Frank C. Traverse to be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the county 


of Davis and State of Iowa. 


George W. Wiltse to be postmaster at Montezuma, in the county 
of Poweshiek and State of Iowa. 


KANSAS. 


George W. Hill to be postmaster at Douglass, in the county of | 


Butler and State of Kansas. 


Frank W. Johnson to be postmaster at Larned, in the county of 
Pawnee and State of Kansas. 


Roberta H. McBlain to be postmaster at Fort Riley, in the | 


county of Geary and State of Kansas. 


J. Frank Smith to be postmaster at Pleasanton, in the county | 


of Linn and State of Kansas. 

Joseph A. Whitehair to be postmaster at Chapman, in the 
county of Dickinson and State of Kansas. 

MAINE. 

William W. Brown to be postmaster at Bowdoinham, in the 
county of Sagadahoc and State of Maine. 

Irving W. Case to be postmaster at Lubec, in the county of 
Washington and State of Maine. 

Lindley H. Folsom to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county 
of Piscataquis and State of Maine. 

Frank E. Monroe to be postmaster at Milo, in the county of 
Piscataquis and State of Maine. 

Stephen B. Thurlow to be postmaster at Stonington, in the 
county of Hancock and State of Maine. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Festus G. Amsden to be postmaster at Athol, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Alfred G. Cone to be postmaster at Haydenville, in the county 
of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts. 


George W. Cutting to be postmaster at Weston, in the county 


of Middiesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Ralph W. Emerson to be postmaster of Chelmsford, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Frank A. Fales to be postmaster at Norwood, in the county of 
Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

Fred A. Hanaford to be postmaster at South Lancaster, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Herbert M. Howard to be tmaster at Randolph, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 


Stephen C.Luce to be postmaster at Vineyard Haven, in the | 


county of Dukes and State of Massachusetts. 

Harriet M. Mudge to be postmaster at Bedford, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

John F. Phipps to be postmaster at Hopkinton, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 


Edward F. Shaw to be postmaster at Three Rivers, in the | 


county of Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 


Mary C. Smith to be postmaster at Wellesley Hills, in the | 


county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 
Frank M. Tripp to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 


Charles H. Webster to be postmaster at Northfield, in the county | 


of Franklin and State of Massachusetts. 
MISSOURI. 
Andrew J. Robison to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county 
of Clay and State of Missouri. 


OREGON, 
Carlton E. Harmon to be postmaster at Grants Pass, in the 
county of Josephine and State of Oregon. 
Hiram F. Murdoch to be postmaster at Klamath Falls, in the 
county of Klamath and State of Oregon. 
| Wallace W. Smead to be postmaster at Heppner, in the county 
of Morrow and State of Oregon. 
PORTO RICO, 
| Augusto Font to be postmaster at Aguadilla, in the county of 
| Aguadilla, P. R. 
| RHODE ISLAND. 
John B. Landers to be postmaster at Jamestown, in the county 
of Newport and State of Rhode Island. 
‘ SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Bayard T. Beylan to be postmaster at Armour, in the county 
of Douglas and State of South Dakota. 
John J. Mansfield to be postmaster at Hurley, in the county of 
Turner and State of South Dakota. 
Eva M. Young to be postmaster at Faulkton, in the county of 
Faulk and State of South Dakota. 
TEXAS. 
James A. Butler to be postmaster at Troup, in the county of 
Smith and State of Texas. 
W. E. Connelly to be postmaster at Hubbard, in the county 
of Hill and State of Texas. 
Ellie V. Flanagan to be postmaster at Henderson, in the county 
of Rusk and State of Texas. 
Albert L. Gibson to be postmaster at Guffey, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Texas. 
UTAH, 
Samuel Judd to be postmaster at St. George, in‘ the county of 
Washington and State of Utah. 
WISCONSIN. 
William H. Berray to be postmaster at Wautoma, in the county 
of Waushara and State of Wisconsin. 
Thomas W. Claridge to be postmaster at Reedsburg, in the 
county of Sauk and State of Wisconsin. 
Albert E. Edwards to be postmaster at Monticello, in the 
county of Green and State of Wisconsin. 
Gertrude Frazier to be postmaster at Viola, in the county of 
Richland and State of Wisconsin. 
Edith L. Maynard to be postmaster at Sheboygan, in the county 
of Sheboygan and State of Wisconsin. 
Sutcliffe Parkin to be postmaster at Mazomanie, in the county 
of Dane and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, November 17, 1908. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

CORRECTIONS. 
Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I wish to correct the 
Journal. The REcorRp is correct, but the Journal, which states, 

_ according to the reading by the Clerk, that Guoice B. RaANDELL, 
_of the Tenth district of Texas, was sworn in yesterday, is not cor- 
‘rect. Iam from the Fourth district of Texas, was not sworn in 
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yesterday, but was sworn in on the first day of the session. I un- 
derstand the Hon. Josspu E. RANSDELL, of Louisiana, was sworn 


in yesterday. I wish to correct the Journal in that respect. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the correction will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 


SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. Fow- 
ler, the Chair is informed, is present and desires to take the oath. 

Mr. Fowler came forward to the bar of the House and took 
the oath of office. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Brundidge, from 
the Second district of Arkansas, is present and desires to take the 
oath of office. 

Mr. Brundidge came forward to the bar of the House and 
took the oath of office. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, oe PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate passed the following reso- 
lutions; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 8. 


Resolved by the Senate oe House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to cause a 
survey to be made of that portion of the Columbia River between Tongue 
Point ang Fort Stevens, Oreg., commonly known and designated as the As- 
toria r, with a view to widening and deepening the channel and per- 
manently re said harbor, and tosubmit a plan and estimate for such 
improvemen 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 9. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Repesenfation concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause a survey to be made 
and an estimate submitted of the cost of removing Starr Rock, Bellingham 
Bay, Washington, in accordance with the recommendations heretofore made 
| filed with the War Department. 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 10. 


Resolved by the Senate {te House of Representatives concurring), That the | 


Secretary of War be, and he paseuy authorized and directed to cause a 
survey to be made and estimates to be submitted of the cost of dredging and 
otherwise improving the harbor of South Bend, Willapa Harbor, 
ton, so as to meet the demands of commerce. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 11. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an examination and 
survey to be made and estimate submitted of the cost of improving the Che- 
halis River, Washington, between Aberdeen and Montesano, to meet the de- 
mands of commerce. 

a] Senate concurrent resolution No. 12. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed’ to cause a 
survey to be made of the Delaware River, between Trenton, N. J., and Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., with a view of deepening the channel of 17 feet, and to submit 
an estimate of the cost at the earliest date practicable. 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate concurrent 
resolutions were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to 
their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 8: 


Resolved by the Senate f% House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to cause a 
survey to be made of that portion of the Columbia River between Tongue 
Point and Fort Stevens, Oreg., commonly known and designated as the As- 
toria Harbor, with a view to widening and deepening the channel and per- 
manently saareving said harbor, and to submit a plan and estimate for such 
improvemen 


to the Committee on River and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 9: 

Resolwed by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of Ww : 
and an estimate submitted of the cost of removing Starr Rock, Bellingham 
Bay. Washin 
and filed with the War Department— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 10: 

Resolved by the Senate fie House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to cause a 
survey to be made and estimates to be submitted of the cost of dredging and 
otherwise improving the harbor of South Bend, Willapa Harbor, Washing- 
ton, soas to meet the demands of commerce— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 11: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an examination and 
survey to be made and estimate submitted of the cost of improving the Che- 
halis River, Washington, between Aberdeen and Montesano, to meet the de- 
mands of commerce— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 12: 

Resolved pune Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a 
survey to be made of the Delaware River, between Trenton, N. J., and Phila- 
deiphia, Pa., with a view of deepening the channel of 17 feet, and to submit 
an estimate of the cost at the earliest date practicable— 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


ashing- 


ar be, and he is hereby, directed to cause a survey to be made | 


on, in accordance with the recommendations heretofore made | 


CUBA. 

The SPEAKER. In pursuance of the resolution adopted yes- 
terday the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further censideration of 
the bill H. R. 1921, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SHERMAN] will take the chair. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
me - H. R. 1921, the title of which will be announced by the 

erk, 

The Clerk read as follows; 

A bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a convention between the United 
States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the 11th day of December, in the 
year 1902. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Knapp}. 

Mr. KNAPP. Mr. Chairman, the United States during the past 
five years has had new duties to perform and problems to solve by 
reason of the war with Spain. The results accomplished in per- 
forming those duties and solving those problems have been greater 
than were ever accomplished for a similar purpose and during an 
equal period of time by any other nation. 

The war with Spain created a new era in history, gave a new 
rank to the United States, added a new glory to the flag, taught 
other peoples how to make war for humanity’s sake, and awoke 
| the nations of the Old World to the fact that the United States 
was a world-wide power. 

The causes which led to that warare too familiar to need recall 
| except to say that they were such as, in the judgment of the civil- 
ized world, justified this Government and nation in an appeal to 
arms, President McKinley and those associated with him in the 
administration of the Government, with humane purpose, made 
every honorable effort to right the wrongs of Cuba and still avert 
armed conflict. Possibly those efforts might have prevailed had 
it not been for the crime of the Maine; but if ever there had been 
a possibility of securing justice for Cuba without a resort to 
arms, that calamity destroyed the possibility and made war, with 
all its trials and results, a certainty. 

War came, victory followed. and the nation stood face to face 
with new and untried responsibilities. Some were bidden; others 
were not; all were ours. 

But there is no question im the government of peoples that can 
not be safely intrusted to the American nation. And so all the 
| results growing out of the war with Spain have been accepted 
| and all are being and will continue to be worked out for the ad- 
vancement of peoples who have never known the blessings of 
"good government and for the credit of the American name and 
| the lasting honor of the American nation. 

RESULTS OF THE WAR WITH SPAIN. 
| As one of the results of that conflict Cuba becamea temporary 
| dependency of the United States. We said to the people of that, 
| one of the fairest isles of the seas, ‘‘ We have given you liberty 
from the tyranny of Spanish rule; we will add to that the bless- 
| ings of self-government.’’ As a meansof redeeming this promise 
the United States instituted in the island of Cuba a military gov- 
ernment, which began on the 13th day of December, 1898, and 
| ended on the 20th day of May, 1902, when the government of the 
| island was turned over to the duly constituted authorities of the 
Cuban Republic. During our occupancy of Cuba we pacified her 
| people, stimulated her industries, gave her a splendid school sys- 
tem, and taught her the blessings of education, in which center the 
hope of any people. We projected railtvays, improved her har- 
| bors, built up her waste places, advanced her trade and commerce, 
| and pointed her the way to industrial prosperity. In short, we 








rescued her from a tyrant’s rule, led her in paths of peace, gave 

her self-government, and welcomed her to the galaxy of nations. 
| History bears no record of a promise more unselfish and a ful- 
| fillment more generous. Allof this commands the gratitude of a 

people whose dream of liberty has been made a reality and chal- 
| lenges the admiration of every civilized nation of the world. 

But all of this did not measure our full responsibility to Cuba 
and her people. There was then and there is now no rule of right 
by which we could or can abandon Cuba to her fate. Every dic- 
tate of justice and national honor demands ‘‘ that Cuba shall still 

be sheltered by the American flag.’’ To give her self-government 
we gave of our treasure and blood. To make that Government 
stable and insure her future we must aid, as far as possible, in se- 
curing to her industrial prosperity. This we can do by granting 
her reciprocal trade relations, and that without injuring a single 
one of our manifold industries. That was one of the purposes of 
the attempted legislation in the Fifty-seventh Congress, but which 
failed of enactment; that is one of the purposes of the treaty nego- 
tiated by the President, ratified by the Senate, and now before the 
House for its concurrent action. 
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That treaty, of which the bill now before the House is the en- 
abling act necessary to make the same operative, provides, in sub- 
stance, as follows: 


Article 1 provides that all articles of merchandise being the product of 
the soil or industry of the United States and the Republic of Cuba and now 
imported from one country to the other free of duty shall so continue to be 
admitted as free of duty. 

Articles 2and 8 provide that allarticles of merchandise not included in | 
article 1 being the product of the soil or industry of the United States or the | 
Republic of Cuba and imported from one country into the other shall be ad- 
mitted at a reduction of 20 per cent of the rates of duty thereon as provided 
by the tariff laws of the respective countries. 

Article 4 provides that certain articles of merchandise especially enumer- 
ated and described and being the product of the soil or industry of the 
United States imported into Cuba shall be admitted at the respective reduc- 
tions of 25 per cent, 80 per cent, and 40 per cent of the rates of duty thereon 
provided by the tariff of the Republic of Cuba. 

Article 8 provides that the rates of duty provided for by the treaty, both 
on the part of the United States and Cuba, being preferential in respect to 
all like imports from other countries, and also that while ‘“ the rates of duty 
herein granted by the United States to the Republic of Cuba are and shall 
continue during the term of this convention preferential in respect to all | 
like imports from other countries in return for said preferential rates of | 
duty granted to the Republic of Cuba by the United States, it is agreed that 
the concession herein nted on the part of the said Re ublic of Cuba to the 
products of the United States shall be likewise, and shall continue during the 
term of thisconvention, preferential in respect to all like imports from other 
countries: Provided, That while this convention is in force no sugar im- 
ported from the Republic of Cuba, and being the product of the soil or indus- 
try of the Republic of Cuba, shall be admitted into the United States at a 
reduction of duty greater that 20 per cent of the rates of duty thereon as 
provided by the tariff act of the United States seereres July 24, 1897, and no 
sugar the product of any other foreign country shall be admitted by treaty 
or convention into the United States while this convention is in force at a, 
lower rate of duty than provided by the tariff act of the United States ap- 
proved July 24, 1897.” 

‘— Article Ll provides that the treaty shall continue in force for at least the | 
period of five years. 





TREATY ONE OF RECIPROCITY. 


This treaty provides for reciprocal trade relations between the | 
United States and the Republic of Cuba on terms and conditions 
intended to be beneficial to both countries; in other words, it is a 
treaty of reciprocity. 

The criticism made by some who have preceded me that it is 
inconsistent with the policy of a protective tariff is not well 
founded. To the principle of a protective tariff the Republican 

rty stands to-day, as it has in the past, irrevocably committed. 
Through that principle, enacted into tariff laws, it has given this 
nation an industrial policy which has developed agriculture, dotted 
hills and valleys with manufacturing industries, employed labor, 
veined the continent with railways, vexed the waters of the deep 
with fleets which convey the products of our greatness to every 
nation and clime, and through it all has led the nation along a | 
pathway of industrial p rity never equaled by any other na- 
tion since time begun. Whenever changed commercial and in- | 
dustrial conditions have or may indicate the wisdom of a thorough 
revision of the tariff laws, such revision has been and doubtlegs | 
will be made, and if made by the Republican party will, like its | 
revision of the tariffs in the past, have as basic principle not free 
trade, not tariff for revenue only, but just protection for Ameri- 
can industries, labor, and homes. [Applause.] 

The treaty under discussion is in no way inconsistent with this 
Republican principle of protection, but, on the contrary, is in 
exact accord and compliance with it. 

The present tariff law authorizes the President to enter into 
reciprocity treaties with other nations which may reduce duties 
of the present law 20 per cent from those fixed in the original 
act. It is under the express authority conferred by that pro- 
vision of the Dingley tariff law that this treaty has been nego- | 
tiated by the President, concurred in by the Senate, and is now 
before the House for action. 

It is not an attempted revision of the schedules of the tariff law, 
except for the purpose of trade relations with Cuba. That was 
clearly set. forth in the message of the President on reciprocity 
with Cuba, transmitted to the Fifty-seventh Congress on June | 
18, 1902. In that message the President said: 

The question as to which, if any, of the different schedules of the tariff 
ought most yronenty to be revised not enter into this matter in any way 
“ae. e are concerned with getting a friendly reciprocal agreement 

That is aclear and explicit statement of the purposes and intent 
of this proposed legislation, whichis to enter into reciprocal trade 
relations with Cuba by means of a treaty of reciprocity. 

But reciprocity,as has been repeatedly stated in this Chamber, 
is a Republican doctrine. It was advocated and put into effect 
by some of the greatest of Republican leaders and American 
statesmen,“ nong them James G. Blaine, Benjamin Harrison, and 
William Mudinley. They never considered the doctrine of reci- 
procity inconsistent with that of protection. Both the tariff law 
of 1890, known as the McKinley tariff law, and the present tariff 
act, known as the Dingiey tariff law, were framed with — 
reference to ing applicable to their provisions the doctrine of 
reciprocity, and it is a significant fact under both these acts 
they were so made applicable, and reciprocal trade relations were 
entered into with other nations. 


— 





Further than all this, President McKinley, in his speech at Buf- 
falo, the last, but one of the greatest, of his public utterances, said: 


Reciprocity isthe natural outgrowthof our entireindustrial developmentun- 


der the domestic policy now firmly established. * * * Reciprocity treaties 


are in harmony with the spirit of the times; measures of retaliation are not. 

Those words were uttered in what proved to be a last mes- 
sage to his countrymen from one whose devotion to the policy of 
a protective tariff has never been questioned, and whose services 
to his country and humanity will live through coming years. 

But no added words are needed to demonstrate the value of 
reciprocity—that it is, so to speak, a very handmaiden of protec- 
tion, and the treaty of reciprocity with Cuba now under consid- 
eration is in perfect accord with that Republican policy which 
has made us the greatest industrial nation in the world. 

TREATY WILL NOT INJURE ANY OF OUR INDUSTRIES. 

The purposes which underlie this reciprocity treaty are two- 
fold: First, reciprocal trade relations between the United States 
and Cuba, the resultant effect of which may be beneficial to both 
countries; second, and equally important, justice to Cuba, for the 
welfare of which the “United States must, to a certain extent, 
stand sponsor. 

While the question as to whether this treaty will work injury 
to any one of our industries can not be answered with mathemat- 
ical accuracy, still, reasoning from the experience of the past and 
the probabilities of the future, the conclusion is reasonable that 
it will not, but will in the end be beneficial not only .o our in- 
dustries but to our trade with Cuba. The protests that it would 


| work injury to the beet-sugar industries of this country are 


neither new nor solely characteristic of this treaty, and that such 
would be the result is by no means conceded. 

There are at present in the United States about forty beet-sugar 
factories. Their production for the year 1902 aggregated about 
190,000 tons. That industry should continue to have the foster- 
ing care which will protect and develop it, and it is not the in- 
tention of those on this side of the House who favor this treaty to 
deprive it of such care. While, as stated, the exact effect of the 
treaty upon a single industry can not be foretold with mathe- 
matical accuracy, it can be foretold with exact certainty that 
after the reduction proposed on beet sugar that industry will still 
remain one of the most highly protected of all our industries, and 
it is a fair and reasonable assumption that such reduction will 
neither ene nor injure the industry. As materially bear- 
ing upon this subject, I present the following figures, compiled 
from official statistics, showing the total consumption of sugar in 
the United States during the calendar year 1902, as well as the 
production, imports, and exports of sugar during the same period: 

Gross tons of 
2,210 pounds, 
Quantity of sugar consumed in the United States during the cal- 





CREGT FONE TD dbdncdniedidindile tis cnbiis cscs clsudhtdetdbdiaund 2, 566,108 
Product of the continental United States during the crop year 1902: 
GND cnc cittnicitiahh dlintatiubiddiniplbenatdeicinlychine txannattiadbizkalibtintets 810, 614 
I encase ditties eethcittea  eteaisinen arith cetinnnieeniaie 168, 126 
IGE oc nc nnnaagnaddngeiiandbignbkendtlindplcndeedadded asthe ibe 473,740 
Imports from United States Territories and possessions during the 
calendar year 1902: 
ST saidirtant Tel hnenaneeniomettndntetoerietalistniekui>emicaninmepelinniaipiaibins 803, 470 
Ps ooh dirinh chil aida niiddperenbhditsaillarbinciguinntinmmiramaiiitenabadibdinae 91.671 
ED ariniuts eivcizinitnmnianiintnindannisshiimpaateuaitiianeiidihs 2,429 
OI cect de crtscdelleeedia iatine niet biden aasinlideiperteso cotta tinea B97 B70 


Imports from foreign countries durin. 


the calendar year 1902 ...... 1,709, 082 
Exports of sugar refined in the Unite dar 


States during the calen 





year 1902, including shipments to Porto Rico -_..................... 4,901 
Foreign sugar exported from the United States during the calendar 

PORES cncpuscdcapecassogueniéydlveniokelons oscebampbeumnséitisnnes 1,137 

RECAPITULATION. at 
United States product, crop year 1902. ........-.......---.20-------e08 473,740 
Imports from United States Territories, ete., calender year 1902.... 897,57 
Imports from foreign COURETION... .. nncrcdsccccsccsicscccccsesbactbeswtecan , 709, 082 
Total product and imports ............---.-.-----------seeeecee- 2, 580, 342 

Total e Pte Cane eo peaeisenioabe 6, 
Total net imports (397,570+1,700,082—6,088 toms) ....................... 2,100, 564 


From the above figures it will be observed that the balance of 
sugar on hand unconsumed in this country amounted at the be- 
ginning of the calendar year 1908 to 14,234 tons. However, from 
this total must be taken 6,038 tons exported from the United 
States during 1902, leaving unconsumed in the United States but 
8,196 tons, the material fact, however, being the importation from 
foreign countries of 1,709,082 tons. 

It isa further fact that the average increase in the consumption 
of sugar in this country during the fifteen years has been be- 
tween 7 and 8 percent annually. Under these conditions and the 
Borne fear that the bost-eugac inietry will be infared during the 

no fear e 
life of this treaty, limited as it is to five years. 

But it is in this connection a significant fact that su is one 
of the most highly protected articles in the present tariff law. The 
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sugar schedule of the Dingley tariff law was purposely so framed, 


having in view the making of that schedule, as expressed by the | trade 


gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], ‘‘a trading schedule for 
reciprocity treaties.”” It was not intended by the framers of the 
sugar schedule, as is evidenced by section 4 of the Dingley tariff 
law, to unalterably fix the tariff rate on sugar, but rather to fix 
the maximum duty, adding a permission, under prescribed con- 
ditions, for a 20 per cent reduction, so that this treaty in question 
is in exact compliance with both the intention and the letter of 
the Dingley tariff law. ‘ae : 

It is further a fact that under the provisions of this very treaty 
sugar will still have a protection of about 25 per cent above the 
average and second only to one of our diversified industries, 
namely, tobacco. It is a fact, which will be conceded by all, that 
no one of our industries should be permitted to have a monopoly of 
protection. Reciprocity treaties neither stand nor fall on proph- 
esied results as to one industry, but rather on hoped-for results 
as to the industries affected taken asa whole. This treaty affects 
not alone the article of sugar, but other articles in tariff sched- 
ules of various industries, and if viewed as a whole, from the 
standpoint of self-interest, it is beyond a reasonable doubt that its 
resultant effects will be beneficial to the trade and industries of 
the United States. 

But, further than all this, reciprocity with Cuba is not an un- 
tried experiment. We need not be ignorant of a past or obliged 
to guess at a future. Under the McKinley tariff law we hada 
reciprocity treaty with Cuba, and during the nearly three years 
that treaty was in force our exports to Cuba increased to the ex- 
tent that they nearly doubled, and after it was annulled by the 
enactment of the so-called Wilson bill our exports decreased. 

The fact that in 1900 and 1901, during our occupancy of the 
island and under military tariff, our exports again largely in- 
creased is no argument against the beneficial results of that 
treaty. That treaty was in force when Cuba was under the des- 
potic rule of Spain, and if its results were beneficial who will 
doubt that this treaty would be far more beneficial, negotiated 
as it is, not with a dependency of Spain, but with the Republic of 
Cuba, the people of which are bound both by ties of gratitude 
and friendship to this neighboring Republic? 

OUBA’S TRADE AND COMMERCE. 


But still further Cuba is, as has been said, an ‘‘ inviting field for 
American trade and commerce.’’ Her near-by location, the possi- 
bilities of her commercial and industrial development, the close re- 
lationship which does and should exist between the two countries, 
all point unerringly to the fact that the United States should of 
right a monopoly of Cuba’s foreign trade and commerce. 
This is not now ours to the extent that it should be. As dem- 
onstrating this, I submit for careful consideration a table show- 
ing the aggregate of Cuba’s trade and commerce for the calendar 
year of 1902: 


. 


Cuba's commerce in 1902 (calendar year). 


Including | Excluding 





money. money. 
RT RE ce $62, 135, 464 $60, 584, 800 
i nmanioaaienpinn , 948, 64, 329, 700 
| 8 Oot ell ce ae 127,084,268 | 124,914, 500 
Imports from United States ..................-.-..- 26, 058, 895 25, 243, 200 
Imports from other countries..................-..-- 86, 082, 069 3,341, 600 
Exports to the United States ....................... 49, 498, 49, 498, £ 
Exports to other countries....................-..... 15,450,217 | ~~ 14,831, 400 





The above table shows that during the calendar year of 1902 
the total commerce of Cuba, excluding money, Be are in 
value $124,914,500, and of this $64,329,700 represented exports and 
$60,584,800 represented imports. Of her exports she sold to the 
United States in value $49,498,300, and to all other countries 
$14,831,400, or approaching three times as much to the United 
States as to all other countries. 

Of her imports she purchased of the United States in value 
$25,243,200, and of other countries $35,341,600, or nearly 
$10,000,000 worth more of other countries than the United States. 
So that at the end of the year the United States owed Cuba as 
a balance of trade $24,255,100, while Cuba owed other nations as 


a balance of trade $20,510,200. 
As farther illustrating the importance of this to certain indus- 
tries in the United States it may be noted that during the calendar 
- of 1902 Cuba’s total imports of certain industries were as 
OLLOWS: 
Total imports of cotton goods... nnn cnnenncecececeeeaee 
Imports of sane Sante Castes ORS 
Nae ee i cecaeuece 2, 907, 
Imports of same from the United States......_..................... "789, 713 
Total imports of animals and products..........................--... 12, 881, 681 
api... eee 
Total amount same from the United Statesn ne nn. See eee 
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Why should not these conditions be changed, and the balance of 
in favorinstead of against the United States? While the 
trade and commerce of Cuba may not be large in the aggregate, 
still, her natural resources, which will invite the investment of 
capital, the progressiveness of her people, and her new relation- 
ship to the nations of the earth, make it a reasonable certainty of 
the future that as years go by her trade and commerce will con- 
tinually and largely increase. Here, then, at our very door ure 
markets present and prospective for the products of the Ameri- 
can farmers and manufacturers, and it is our duty, even in self- 
interest, by reciprocal trade relations, by fostering a spirit of 
good will, and by every right means to secure those markets to 
the American producer, and such is among the purposes and 
doubtless will be among the results of this treaty of reciprocity. 


JUSTICE TO CUBA DEMANDS THE TREATY. 


But, Mr. Chairman, there are reasons above and beyond all of 
these which more than justify this treaty. Reasons limited not 
by the narrow bounds of self-interest but by the broader con- 
siderations of right. Justice to Cuba, for the future destiny of 
which this nation must to a great extent stand sponsor, demands 
this treaty. In the interest of humanity we gave Cuba liberty, 
we added self-government, and nowif we are to make that liberty 
and self-government permanent realities and so consummate the 
great work which challenges the approval and admiration of the 
world we must, as far as lies in our power, add to Cuba indus- 
trial prosperity. 

The war with Spain and its results placed upon this nation the 
duty of securing to Cuba a stable government. That duty is still 
upon us. The distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
pe yng | in discussing thissubject in the last Congress made use 
of the following language, to quote: 

I assert as a fundamental proposition that a stable government is possible 
only toa contented people. he world’s history of revolutions and insurrec- 
tions is the bloody record of discontent. And I assert, furthermore, that to 
insure peace and tranquillity to any people you must have prosperous indus- 
trial conditions; that poverty on Seabrakenr are the efficient causes of 
popular uprisings and of crimes against law and order. 

The truth of the above assertion has been inscribed in a world’s 
history. A contented people has always been the first requisite 
of a stable government. Prosperous industrial conditions have 
always been the first requisite of a contented people. Without 
both of these there can be no such thing as a permanent stable 
government. 

The conditions which characterized Cuba, her industries, and 
her people, and which have led up to and emphasize the necessity 
for this treaty are too familiar to need recall. For more than half 
a century Cuba had longed for freedom. Her people had strug- 
gled with a heroism which challenged the admiration of mankind 
to lift the yoke of Spanish oppression. That terrible struggle and 
the successive wars which characterized it culminated in 1898, 
when the United States proclaimed to the world that Cuba’s 
wrongs must be righted and that Spanish misrule on this Western 
Continent must end forever. 

For that half a century Cuba’s dream, hope, ambition, and 
effort had been for liberty, and in her struggle for that all but 
paralyzed were her industries. . Her plantations were laid waste, 
her mills and factories destroyed, her homes pillaged, her labor 
unemployed, her industries prostrated. Poor, unhappy, desperate 
was the lot of Cuba. But with liberty and self-government se- 
cured to her by the United States, her people turned resolutely to 
the future. They, with a — and energy worthy an ambi- 
tious people, began to build upon the ruins of the past—to turn 
industrial night into industrial day. And while it is true that 
her industrial conditions are somewhat improved, still the results 
of half a century of trials, of war, of bloodshed, and neglected 
industries are still upon her, and to-day to obtain the revenues 
sufficient to pay the sum due her patriot army and meet necessary 
requirements she seeks the markets of the world to negotiate a 
loan aggregating $35,000,000. That is the mortgage which must 
be placed upon this new-made Republic to aid her to successfully 
continue in the pathway of national life. 

In the face of all this, where could or should Cuba turn for aid 
but to the United States? As we were morally bound to lend a 
helping hand to give her civic freedom, so we are morally bound 
to lend a helping hand to give her industrial prosperity. The 
declaration of war against Spain, the results of that war, our oc- 
cupancy of Cuba, and finally our turning the island over to the 
Government we had aided them to establish, all emphasize the 
truth of the above assertion. 

The United States by every act relative to Cuba, from the dec- 
laration of war against Spain to the present time, stands morally 
committed to establish in that island a stable government. Be- 
cause it was socommitted, this Government insisted and Cuba ac- 
quiesced in ingrafting into her constitution the so-called Platt 
amendment. ‘By the provisions of that amendment Cuba stipu- 
lated, among other things, ‘‘ never to enter intoany treaty or other 
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compact with any foreign power which would impair, or tend to | Cuban products into our country as provided by the bill, page 2, 


impair, her independence, or to permit any such power for military 
or naval purposes to gain control over theisland or any part of it.”’ 
That her Government ‘‘ would never assume or contract any 
public debt to pay the interest on which”’’ and provide for its 
ultimate discharge the revenues of the island should be insuffi- 
cient, aside from defraying the expenses of the Government. 

Articles III and VII of such amendments provide, respectively, 
in full as follows: 

Ill. That the Government of Cuba consents that the United States may 
exercise the right to intervene for the preservation of Cuban . oe, 
the maintenance of a government adequate for the protection of life, prop- 
erty, and individual liberty, and for discharging the obligations with respect 
to Cuba ——— by the treaty of Paris on the United States,now to be 
assumed and undertaken by the Government of Cuba. 

VIL. That to enable the United States to maintain the independence of 
Cuba, and to protect the people thereof as well as for its own defense, the 
Government of Cuba will sell or lease to the United States lands necessary 
for coaling or naval stations at certain specified points, to be agreed upon 
with the President of the United States. 


By inserting this amendment in her constitution Cuba’s Gov- 
ernment made partial relinquishment of sovereignty to the 
island, and while it may be maintained that the United States 
made no direct promise in reciprocation, is there not in the fair 
construction of that amendment and the fair interpretation of all 
our acts relative to Cuba an implied promise that-we would aid 
in making stable her Government and secure her future? This 
we can best do by making contented her people, this best do by 
making prosperous her industrial conditions, and all can best be 
accomplished by giving her what she reasonably asks—reciprocal 
trade relations. Trade and commerce are connecting links be- 
tween nations. They are factors more potent in shaping the 
destiny and relationship of nations than all the armies that tread 
the earth or navies that ride the sea. Reciprocal trade and com- 
merce will give the people of Cuba new hope for the future and 
be an added link to bind in lasting friendship the two Repub- 
lics. 

But is it said that we owe Cuba nothing more? Then let us re- 
member that there are some things we owe toourselves. We owe 
it to ourselves to keep our promise, direct orimplied. We owe it 
to ourselves to deal with Cuba by the rules of right and justice. 
She does not ask of us alms, but only that we give her that trade 
reciprocity which will breathe life anew into her industries and 
make possible to her that industrial prosperity which will invite 
national progress. 

We gave our treasure and blood to give her liberty and self- 
government, and now to cast her adrift would be a reproach to 
the American name. She is still our child, and ours is the duty 
to see to it that she does not fall upon the threshold of national 
existence; ours the duty to make stable her government and cer- 
tain her future; ours the duty to lead her by the hand until she 
can walk alone the pathway of national life. 

This nation was humane and great enough to free Cuba from a 
tyrant’s rule and make her a republic; it is humane, great, and 
just enough to continue Cuba in the galaxy of nations. [Ap- 

lause. 
. Mr. dayne. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. STEVENS]. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am reluctant 
to oppose my personal opinion and judgment against that of the 
great majority of my associates on this side of the House, and es- 
pecially against that of the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means. For three terms I have followed his leadership and 
I have had and now have a sincere respect for his wisdom and his 
judgment. But some investigation and reflection upon the con- 
ditions surrounding this measure have constrained me to differ 
with him and with the majority on this side of the House, and I 
ask leave to state briefly the reasons for my position. 

I should feel under obligation to have voted for astraight 20 per 
cent reduction upon Cuban products entering this country, not 
because I believed there was any obligation, express or implied, on 
our part, because we have given Cuba all she desired and with 
no hope or expectation of reward to ourselves; not that I believe 
any promise had been made, because none was or could have been 
made by any Executive; not that I believe that Cuba needs such 
legislation, because she is fairly prosperous now; not ‘that I be- 
lieve it would be of any benefit to this country, because I think 
it will be a detriment; but I would vote for it because the great 
majority of the American people out of their abundance desire to 
be generous to Cuba, and use such areduction is pressed and 
recommended by our Republican National Administration. 


CONDITIONS OF RECIPROCITY. 


But when the proposition comes before us for official action I 
find two conditions attached to the reduction. First, that there 
shall be a continuing preference for five years to the admission of 





lines 12, 18, and 14, as follows: 


The rates of duty herein granted by the United States to the Republic of 
Cuba are and shall continue during the term of said convention preferential 
in respect to al! like imports from other countries. 

Second, that the duty on sugar shall not be reduced for five 
years by either statute, treaty, or convention unless the treaty 
shall be sooner abrogated as follows, page 2, lines 15 et seq: 

Provided, That while said convention is in force no sugar imported from 
the Republic of Cuba,and being the product of the soil or industry of the Re- 
— of Cuba, shall be admitted into the United States ata reduction of 
duty greater than 20 per cent of the rates of duty thereon, as provided by 
the tariff act of the United States approved July 24, 1897, and no sugar the 
product of -_ other foreign country shall be admitted by treaty or conven- 
tion into the United States while this convention is in force at a lower rate 
of duty than that provided by the tariff act of the United States approved 
July 24, 1897. 

BELIEVE IN PROTECTION. 

I wish to state in the outset that I am a sincere protectionist. 
I believe just as squarely in the Republican doctrine of protection 
as any man on this side of the House. But I believe that the time 
will be near at hand when a reduction must be made in some of 
our tariff schedules which are admitted to be excessive, such as 
those of iron and steel, glass, lumber, pulp, ages and the like, 
and among them must be reduced the tariff schedule on sugar. 
The chairman of the committee yesterday informed us that this 
schedule was excessive now. I believe that if it be burdensome 
to our people a reduction should be made so that our people will 
get the benefit, and that it ought not go to some foreign pro- 
ducers or to those who dwell in some foreign country. I am un- 
willing to vote for any measure which pledges to continue for five 
years a tariff schedule which is admittedly excessive and burden- 
some and which wrings unjust taxation to that extent from our 
people. 

BELIEVE IN RECIPROCITY. 

I believe also in the Republican doctrine of reciprocity. I 

believe that the practical application of that doctrine is necessary 


| to protect and extend our foreign trade, and I am convinced that 





the results of this measure will be to restrict our trade rather 
than to extend it. I believe it will narrow our markets rather 
than increase them; that it will prevent reciprocity rather than 
yromote it. I believe a liberal policy of trade agreements should 

e adopted, especially with Canada, Mexico, and our nearest 
American neighbors. But this measure seems to me to postpone 
such a consummation indefinitely. 

COMMERCIAL NATIONS PRODUCE SUGAR. 

Nearly all the commercial nations of the world are producers 
of sugar. Since the passage of the Dingley bill in 1897 the United 
States has imported sugar from nearly all the great commereial 
nations of the world. 

The following table shows the total sugar importations into the 
United States since 1897 and from the nations indicated: 


| 





| Per- 
a teod tra 

o ppraised | age o 

From Tons. value. | total 

im- 

| ports 

| 

Is cnt Rusted cena + kadliee detest cnvionnanv wild 1,890,000 | $101,025, 861 60 
I blk blastn aren ale wictimininnaieatdetl 234,000 9, 584, 648 2a 
ED cients dine adkitknndcckawnwees onwtial 136, 000 5, 552, 700 q 
a mmaenid 44,492} 1.386589| got!t 
COOPERERT « onceucenece to ibbiacewniibes nibeenuee 1, 890, 998 74,510, 274 14 
Netherlands, including colonies..............| 2,487,168 | 101,237,206 a4y 
United Kingdom, including colonies......... 1,363,002 | 57,875,828 | v5} 
DNR . 2b0secabrtbobtubaplatacineebeddesebendon 2, 346 105,644 | ofl 
PN Cicen x cisionine nto dennis cingniiones wibeed 5, 449 202,277 | ofl 

SEE SEEN x. nus cineibiehaiintinn bedne aces 15, 125 808, 685 | 1 

POO RETO, ccccku cage ahidedstas -cewndussé 741,585 26,717,109 | cg of 
Santo Domingo and Haiti ..........-......... 839, 642 15, 234, 763 5b 

Asia and Africa producing sugar, excluding 

IR in cks cert ed Shi petites ivcavnusdginasade 262, 416 12, 169, 316 16 








@ On 85 per cent of colonial trade. 6 On 16 per cent of colonial trade. 
¢On excluding Brazil, 15 per cent. 

You will notice that from nearly all the commercial nations of 
the world we import sugar. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Knapp], who just preceded me, has made a statement concerning 
the present condition in the American market, but I do not think 
he has brought his fi quite up todate. Ihave been furnished 
this morning from the Bureau of Statistics a compilation made by 
Willett & Gray, which shows the probable condition of the Ameri- 
can sugar market during the next season. 


SUGAR PRODUCTION OF THE WORLD. 
It is as follows: The consumption of the United States will be 
about 2,800,000 tons. The estimated crops are as follows: 


Sugar crops of the world. 


In the following table we have a‘med to include the entire sugar produc- 
tion of all the countries of the world, including those crops which have hereto- 
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fore been ignored in statistics. These figures include local consumptions of 
home production wherever known: 


[Willett & Gray’s estimates of cane-sugar crops, November 5, 1908.] 





United States: 

NR tn ad ea 

Pate Whee et. ulecsducdtadaael 

FE WORE I one seve ccatgcncdasan 
8 AS OI OIE Oa Ce I? 
British West Indies: 

Trinidad, exports .........--.--.---0e- 

Barbados, exports ........-.-.-------- 

Jamaica, exports......-..-.-.-.-------- 

Antigua and St. Kitts......-..----.--- 
French West Indies: 

Martinique, exports -.-....-.--------- 

CORIO 6 ndininds nnn ens <cnsonesone 
Danish West Indies—St. Croix. .......... 
Haiti and Santo Domingo ......-..-----...- 
Lesser Antilles, not named above ......-. 
ROROOCOIGIE « . .atinpooner enccesccccceccene 
Central America: 

Guatemala, crop........-- 

San Salvador, crop --- 

Nicaragua, crop .-...- eile P 

Costa Rica, crop --.....------ nit 
South America: 

British Guiana (Demerara), exports. 

Dutch Guiana (Surinam), crop ....-.-. 

Ns HEMab Websce dosecewe cessor cs 

PG, CUO on Geen os co cnnsve ccccescccees 

Argentine Republic, crop ...........-. 

Es Sb nene 905 <sitingadnn onnctene 





RE RNOODY 6 sick cacccccsccune 





British India, exports................. | 15, oo 15, 000 15,000) 
NS cienihs co nceniccs bdeccowsences ! 7,000, 7,000) 7,000) 7,000 
Pah einddch ccapeocbewetwads | 850,000, 842,812) 767,130) 709,928 





eC 
5,000} 15,000 


Japan (consumption 170,000 tons, | 
EE 30 vidve nirvededussin #9 eg gamit Cerae tren hese gate senne Kune 





Philippime Islands, aes Geb bates od | 125,000, 90,000 78,637, 655,400 
China (consumption large, mostly | | 
TT Tiiacid onenhoaresnananunde le ececw ence | eeeeenes oonceenndalowennsens 
Tetahées Aste ........... 22.22. oksnes | 997,000} 954,812) 867,767, 787,328 
Australia and Polynesia: r } 
LUCY on cbadad oWunacet osevests 93 76, 627 120,858; 92,554 


,000} 18,000, 19,000 
50, 85,500, 81,000, 83,000 


ew South Wales.................-.-- | gale 21 
Fiji Islands, exports .................. 5 


Total in Australia and Polynesia ..| 163,800, 133,126/ 169,858! 144,554 











Africa: ee 
CN th anntieahafannskéhianiabe | 90,000; 90,000; 96,200) 94,880 
EEE < Sotlen kakded dese Dpseee 6 dehie | 175,000) 150,34 147,828, 175,267 
Pe dh icew ent itesssadsenntcaine } 35, 35, 35,000, 35,000 
Total in Africa.....................- | 300,000, 275,849, 279,028! 905, 147 
Durope—Gpains........<......-...-.<s< / 28,000, 28,000{ 28,000, 28, 000 | 


Total cane-sugar production (Willett & | | 

Di ici eek Wiek <esetcoysvsnins Gates 4, 342, 800 4, 118, 059) 4,070, 282 3, 657, 416 
Europe beet sugar production (Licht) -.| 5,850,000 5, 521, 869) 6,760, 361'5, 990, 080 
United States beet-sugar production 

IO B Ccc cn ccetuvetuaceenqees | 283, 195,463' 163,126) 76,859 


Grand total cane and beet sugar. ..'10, 425, 8009, 835, 301 10, 998, 769,9, 724, 355 
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Another semiofiicial estimate from Cuba is a crop of 1,250,000 | 


tons. So it can safely be calculated as upward of 1,150,000 tons. 
The Bureau of Statistics reports that there is now on hand and in 
stock in Cuba 347.941 tons. So that we can estimate that there will 
be imported into the United States during the next year under the 


sand tons. 

This same estimate of Willett & Gray also reports that there 
will be produced in the United States and within its dependencies 
of cane sugar and beet sugar for our own consumption something 
over 1,068.000 tons. making in the aggregate over twenty-five 
hundred thousand tons that will be produced in Cuba and the 
United States and its possessions and marketed in this country. 


The result will be that the American market will be almost com- | 


pletely filled next year from these sources, and that the year after. 

with the great possibilities for increase. the American market will 

be completely monopolized by Cuba and our own crop. 
POSSIBILITIES OF CUBA. 


Our consul-general in Cuba has recently reported, this very sea- 
son. that the possibilities for the growth of sugar in Cuba are al- 
most limitless; that an annual production of 6,000,000 tons is 
possible. It only requires sufficient capital and additional labor 
to raise this immense product. Those of you who have read the 
November monthly report made by the Dun Mercantile Company 
upon conditions in Cuba will notice that the capital is already 





there, and that there is even now an agitation to repeal whatever 
restrictivy immigration laws now exist, and to increase immigra- 
tion of Asiatic, African, and cheap labor so that this vast increase 
of sugar production shall be made. You will notice further that 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts already has introduced a 
bill in the Senate, regardless of the constitutional limitations and 
restrictions upon origin of revenue legislation, to reduce the duty 
on Philippine sugars. This will be accomplished in the near fu- 
ture, and there is almost a limitless capacity for sugar production 
there. Between those two factors there can be no doubt, then, 
that within one year or two years, and certainly before the expira- 
tion of the term provided by this measure, the American market 
will be completely monopolized from these various sources. 
DISCRIMINATION AGAINST COMMERCIAL NATIONS, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, consider further that we have purchased 
sugar from the various nations of the world and that we have 
sold them goods in return. Now, we notify them by the provi- 
sions of this very act that we propose to discriminate to the ex- 
tent of 20 per cent of our tariff rates against their product, and, 
second, that we shall not reduce our tariff on sugar for at least 
five years. The result will be that the very article which they 
produce in abundance and which we desire to buy, the very arti- 
cle of which we purchase and import the most from the markets 
of the world, is excluded from the competition of the great com- 
mercial nations. 

We invite retaliation from these various nations whose products 
are excluded from the American market. Germany, Austria, 
Russia, the Netherlands, British colonies, West Indies and East 
Indies, Mexico, and Central and South America are excluded 
from our sugar markets, by a direct policy of our discrimination 
against them and their products. They would have no right to 
complain if our domestic product met our own wants. They 
could not complain if they had entrance to our market on even 
terms with all other nations and could not compete in prices, 
quality, and delivery. So long as any nation is treated fairly and 
equally with every other nation there can be no danger on their 


, part of discrimination against us and our trade. But it is just 


such action as this which expressly and in terms discriminates 
against them and excludes any possibility of their competing for 
our market, the richest and most profitable in the world, which 
will inevitably drive some, if not many, of them to retaliation 


| and discrimination against us and our products. Such methods 


are easy to be adopted by the great nations. We have remon- 
strated against Germany and France in the past for just such 
procedure, yet here the Congress deliberately adopts a policy of 
exclusion and discrimination which can but produce results 
which will constantly return to plague us in nearly every depart- 
ment of our export trade. 

RUSSIA DISCRIMINATES, 

We remember about two years ago—although Russia has sold 
us only about 5,000 tons of sugar—yet because we imposed the 
countervailing duty on sugar provided by the Dingley bill upon 
the Russian product, that Russia quite excluded many American 
products from its market. I notice this very week that one of 
the leading English statesmen, Sir Henry Norman, a free trader, 
has been urging upon the present Balfour ministry of Great 
Britain that that ministry prepare measures of retaliation against 
the United States on account of this very measure. The resnilt 
will be if this bill passes that we invite retaliation from the great 
sugar producing and distributing nations of the world. 


NATIONS WILL NOT STAND DISCRIMINATION. 
Germany, which has an estimated sugar crop and stock of 


| nearly 2,500,000 tons, and purchases annually from us $193,000,.000 


ip 90 TH | of our products, will not submit tamely to be excluded from our 
provisionsof this bill between fourteen and fifteen hundred thou- | 








market for its principal agricultural product. The Netherlands 
and its colonies, producing annually fully a million tons and pur- 
chasing over $80,000,000 annually of us; Austria, producing a mil- 
lion tons and purchasing annually over $6,000,000 0f us; Belgium, 
producing nearly 250,000 tons and purchasing over $45,000,000 of 
us, will surely resent this action. Russia, producing 1,250,000 
tons and purchasing $10,000,000 from us, has already retaliated. 
Mexico produces 125,000 tons of sugar annually, purchases 
$42,000.000 of our products, has invested in its domains more than 
$700,000,000 of American capital—seven times the amount in- 
vested in Cuba—possesses opportunities and possibilities for 
development and a market for our products far greater than 
Cuba; yet Mexico is subject to this discrimination. The South 
American nations raise a sugar crop for export nearly as large as 
Cuba and purchase annually nearly twice as much, yet are 
ejected from our market. And even the West India Islands, out- 
side of Cuba and Porto Rico, produce two-thirds of the Cuban 
crop and purchase from us annually more than $17,000,000 of our 
goods, yet can not enter into equal and fair competition with 
their near retghbor in our markets. 
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; BENEFITS OF THE BILL. 
Now, what do we secure by the passage of this bill? 
have a preferential entrance into the Cuban market of from 
20 to 40 per cent over other nations. Last year they imported 
$60,000,000 of foreign products. I have made some compila- 
tions, as carefully as I could, as to where these products should 
naturally come from. I have made three classes. First, the 
products of which the United States has a practical monopoly in 
the Cuban market, where other nations can not fairly compete. 
The second class of ——_ is that where the other nations have 
a@ practical monopoly in the Cuban market, and where we can 
not fairly compete, and the third, the class of competing prod- 
ucts. In the first class, of which we have a monopoly, I find last 
year there was imported into Cuba about $15,000,000 from the 
Jnited States, consisting of steel and iron manufactures, of pro- 
visions and grai~ stuffs, and things of that sort. 

In the class w:\vre the other nations had a monopoly and as to 
which we can not fairly compete, during the term of this treaty, 
I find about $20,000,000 were imported of jerked beef, of textiles 
such as silks and linens, some glass and gold and silver wares, and 
some wines and liquors, which we ourselves import from Euro- 
pean markets. There remains, then, the third class of about 
$25,000,000 of competing products. 

SHARE OF UNITED STATES. 


If Iremember correctly, General Bliss testified before the Senate 


committee that the United States, under the provisions of this~ 


treaty, ought to receive about 80 per cent of the competing trade. 
Eighty per cent of $25,000,000 would be $20,000,000, which 
we onght to get under this bill. Mr. Bliss further confirms 
this by a detailed estimate that the increase would be about 
$21,000,000 annually. The reciprocity under the McKinley bill, 
which has been praised so greatly upon this floor, yielded an 
annual increase of our exports to Cuba of about $12,000,000 over 
the preceding year, when there was no ory care A I believe that 
would be about the increase which might be fairly expected from 
this bill—an increase of exports of about $12,000,000 per annum, 
although it may possibly ran up to $20,000,000. 
UNSOUND PROPHECIES. 


I think that the prophecy of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. PayNE] was almost nonsensical yesterday when he stated 
that there might be an increase of $300,000,000. Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, last year we exported to Great Britain, the greatest con- 
suming nation of the world outside of this country, only about 
$524,000,000. We exported to Germany, the next greatest con- 
suming nation of the world, one hundred and ninety-three mil- 
lions of export; to France, less than eighty millions, and to the 
Netherlands, with their population in the East Indies of 50,000,000 
people, about $80,000,000. It seems to me utter nonsense that we 
can expect any vast increase of our trade with Cuba. Remember, 
too, that we have had an increase of trade in the last few years 
above even the high tide of McKinley reciprocity. 


United 
States ex- 
rts to 
uba, do- 
mestic and 


foreign. 


Year ending June 0— 


This shows that our exports in 1900, 1901, and 1902 were in each 
ear larger than our exports during the highest period of McKin- 
he reciprocity, and we can not fairly expect any further phenom- 
enal increase. Now we may possibly get an increase of from 
twelve to twenty million dollars. 
COST OF TRADE INCREASE. 


What do we pay forit? In the first place there will be a reduc- 
ticn of our revenues. If I read the testimony rightly, this meas- 
ure will cause a reduction of revenne of about $7 a ton on sugar. 
There will be 1,400,000 tons to 1,500,000 tons imported from Cuba 
next year. Seven dollars a ton would make a reduction of about 
$10,000,000 on sugar alone. There would be a further reduction 
of about $2,000,000, as I recall, on other products. The result 
would be that we anticipate a ible reduction of $12,000,000 in 
our revenue for the sake of selling possibly from twelve to twenty 
million dollars of our products. 

This reduction of $12,000,000 per annum comes at rather an in- 
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opportune time, when our custom revenues are falling off, and 
since the beginning of the fiscal year the expenditures have been 
larger than the receipts, yet here we propose to further reduce 
our receipts more than a million dollars a month. To consider it 
practically it would be good business policy for us to appropriate 
that money out of our Treasury, buy these additional products, 
and cast them into the sea, rather than let a bill like this pass 
which imperils the vast foreign trade of our country with other 
sugar-producing nations. 
FOREIGN TRADE. e 

What did that trade amount to last year? We sold Cuba $21,- 
764,000 of products. We sold the other West India islands which 
export sugar to this country during the same time $17,133,000. 
We sold the East Indies $6,221,000. We sold to the South Amer- 
ican nations which export sugar to us $41,114,000. We sold Ger- 
many $193,000,000. We sold Austria $8,000,000. We sold to the 
African territories which export sugar to us $38,000,000. Wesold 
the Netherlands $80,000,000. We sold the British colonies which 
export sugar to us $36,000,000. This does not include Great 
Britain, which purchased more than $524,000,000 last year, and 
whose capital is interested in sugar production in every country 
and colony under the sun. We must fairly and fully realize the 
situation that for the sake of getting a possible increase of from 
twelve to twenty million dollars in the Cuban market we imperil 
and will invite retaliation on one thousand million dollars of our 
foreign trade. 

It would take but a very small percentage of discrimination 
against our products to swallow up many times over all the pos- 
sible increase of our trade with Cuba. This is why I believe this 
measure Will not promote reciprocity, but prevent it; will not in- 
crease our foreign trade, but restrict it. It will not sell more of 
our farmers’ products at higher prices, as is so glibly promised, 
but will tend to decrease the demand, to depress prices, becau:e 
it will subject our export trade to added burdens. 

BURDEN ON FREIGHTS. 

But that is not all. Where we have been importing 1,000,000 
tons of sugar from other countries, that has enabled other prod- 
ucts to be exported by cheaper freights with better facilities and 
to better advantage. Sugar. has been one of the staple articles, 
of great bulk and weight, that has furnished inward cargoes to 
this country. Wecut off these sugar cargoes coming into this 
country, and the ships which go out loaded with our products 
must come in empty and in ballast. The result would be that 
freights would be greatly increased the very next year, and must 
continue to increase so long as there is a cargoonly one way. The 
export cargo must pay for the double voyage. There isno escape 
from that fact when we exclude other sugars from our markets. 
We may find that the freights on our exports to those nations 
who formerly sent sugar to us may be increased from three to 
six million dollars, and we can safely count that before the expi- 
ration of this treaty our annual freight charge on our products 
gaing to the same countries may ibly be increased more than 
$6,000,000, thus levying an annual tribute upon our foreign trade 
on account of this help toward Cuba. 

PREVENTS INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT. 

Another factor, and I speak asa Republican now. I believe the 
measure in the last Congress was and I believe this measure in 
this Congress is a cruel blow to one of the most promising agri- 
cultural industries of this country; that is, the establishment of 
beet-sugar production wherever practicable and profitable. I 
make no plea for factories already in existence. This bill is a 
bonanza to them, because it insures a high price for their product 
for five years and vents at the same time the establishment of 
new enterprises which might compete and reduce their profits, 
I am not interested in continuing the profits of existing factories. 
But Iam greatly interested in the development of new enterprises 
wherever it can be profitably done in this country. 

PREVENTS GROWTH OF SUGAR INDUSTRY. 

It is very easy to assert that this measure injures no industry 
and will not interfere with any legitimate interests. Let facts 
and not assertions determine. e chairman of the committee 
admitted yesterday that no beet-sugar factory had been estab- 
lished since this agitation had commenced. I believe no beet- 
— factory will be established during the term of this measure, 
unless it may be in an exceptional place and under exceptional con- 
ditions. I believe it for this reason, that these conditions which 
I have just outlined, these obnoxious reasons that I have just 
stated, which will imperil and restrict and burden our foreign 
trade, will become so hateful to the le of this country that 
there will be started a movement to abolish them, e ially the 
continuance of the present tariff for five years. The agitation 
will be begun at once, and will increase in intensity as the bur- 
den and injustice become known and felt. We know well that 
as long as such an agitation continues capital will not embark in 
the development of the sugar business. I believe asa Republican 
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and a protectionist that we should reduce this tariff on sugar to 
the proper protective point that is admitted to be fair, just, and 
reasonable, and keep it there. Then under its provisions and 
under its beneficent influence we could develop the beet-sugar 
industry, as can and should be donein this country. And do we 
realize what that might mean? 

BENEFITS SUGAR INDUSTRY. 

The Agricultural Department reportsthere are twenty-two States 
in this Union which can cultivate beet sugar. There would be 
needed many millions of capital and there would be employed 
many thousands of men, and not only the direct results but the 
indirect results of oe San would be even more 
beneficial, The result in ce and Germany has shown that 
under the proper scientific system of beet-sugar cultivation in 
those countries, under the scientific and practical rotation of 
crops, the proportionate increase of yield of other crops, such as 
grain, grasses, and root crops, has been from 25 to 33 per cent 
over the same land not socultivated. The average yield of grain 
in France in the beet-sugar districts under this system increased 
from 17 to 28 bushels per acre on the average. 

BY-PRODUCTS. 

There is further needed, when beet sugar is cultivated scien- 
tifically, a larger number of cattle to be used in connection with 
the land cultivated. In Germany is used about 1 head to every 
6 acres; in France, about 1 head to every 7 acres. I conferred 
with one of the instructors in our school of agriculture in Min- 
nesota, one of the most eminent in his line in the United States, 
if not in the world, and he informed me that in the Northwest it 
would be a safe estimate that 1 head of cattle would be needed 
for every 5 acres. Another instructor connected with the school 
of agriculture, who has made a specialty of this very branch, 
informed me that 1 head of cattle would be needed for every 4 
acres. One of my constituents, a gentleman of culture and much 
experience, who rimented in this line, stated that in his 
ee he has found that 1 head to every 2 acres could be 
utilized. 

There is now in the North Central States, according to the last 
census, about 1 head to every 20 acres of cultivated land. The. 
result would be that under this calculation the number of cattle 
would be increased from four to five fold, adding many millions 
of dollars of wealth to our country and greatly increasing the fer- 
tility ofour farms. In our great dairy States, too, there is needed 
use for the pulp that remains in the ies after the juice has 
been expressed. In our section this pulp is sold to the dairymen, 
and the result of experiments that have been made show that its 
use increases from 7 to 15 per cent the value of the cream and 
milk over the same expenditure of labor and money used with- 
out it. 

HEAT, LIGHT, AND POWER FURNISHED. 

From the residue of molasses in Germany a large amount of 
alcohol is distilled, and it is actually shown by the report of Con- 
pn Mason, one of our most reliable officials, that this al- 

0 
found in refined petroleum. If we could have appropriate legis- 
lation by Congress sothat alcohol could be utilized as it is in Ger- 
many, the troublesome propositions of heat, light, and power 
could be solved for many of our Western States. The German 
Government has used this product to advantage and with econ- 
omy in its public work. Stoves, lamps, and engines have been 
construc for its use, and there is no reason why there should 
not be a similar development in this country. 

DISTRIBUTION OF BENEFITS. 

If these things could be brought to pass, the increase of crop 
yield would be millions of dollars annually, the increase of cattle 
and cattle products would be a source of immense wealth. The 
increase of your dairying is and has been a solicitude to Congress, 
and the development of new heat, light, and power possibilities in 
every locality in the West could be of untold benefit to our people. 
Thousands of people would be profitably employed, and the indus- 
tries of our country could be wonderfully diversified and increased. | 
For my part, instead of having one of our principal food products | 
produced on baronial estates, owned by nonresident landlords, in | 
tropical climes, by semislave labor ing little of our prod- | 
ucts, and always a menace to our institutions, I prefer to have | 
our sugar grown in our own land by thesmall farmer in the midst | 
of ci m, Which he and his family do so much to support, 
and who consume the bulk and the best of our native products. 
I prefer to see the man ing done in our smaller communities 
scattered all over the land, owned by thousands of small investors, 
rather than to have it all done by a ing monopoly in a few 
of the larger cities of the country and distributed under the rigid 
ne the sugar trust. Yet the last is the inevitable effect of 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I y regret to see such magnificent 
possibilities destroyed by blican legislation. I regret that 


uces 10 per cent more heat and power units than is | 


this great 
sections of this country, which have stood so nobly by the Repub- 
lican party, and propose to so stand in the future, destroyed by leg- 


opportunity for the development of the agricultural 


islation like this. Because it takes money out of our Treasury and 
distributes it to foreigners at a time of possible national extremity, 
because it imperils or injures untold millions of our foreign trade, 
because it restricts our commerce and prevents genuine reci- 

rocity, because it injures, if not destroys, one of our most prom- 
ising agricultural industries, I am compelled by my convictions 
to vote against this bill. I ask leave to extend my remarks in the 
Recorp. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? [After apause.}] The Chair hears none. The gon- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] is recognized for forty min- 
utes. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

Mr.CLARK. Mr. Chairman, in making any remarks upon this 
bill the first duty of a Democrat is to congratulate the Republicans 
that “light” is breaking on their intellects at last. [Laughter.| 
It is not “‘a great awakening light,’’ such as Abou Ben Adhem 
saw on a celebrated occasion, but it is a light nevertheless, and an 
earnest of what may hap in the days to come, because it is 
written in a very old book that ‘‘a little leaven leaveneth the 
whole lump.”’ 

Before I say anything in particular about the bill I want to 
return my heartfelt thanks to my distinguished friend from Pitts- 
burg [Mr. DALZzELL]} for delivering for the thirty-seventh time in 
this House yesterday his famous speech about what happened 
when the Wilson bill was finally passed in this House. [Langh- 
ter and applause on the Democratic side. | 

It is said that practice makes perfect, and if that is true, then 
that speech of Brother DALZELL ought to be the most perfect piece 
of eloquence that ever fellfrom humanlips. [Laughter.] Now, 
I have a fair proposition to make, and every Democrat will in- 
dorse it, and most of the Republicans, that if he will agree never 
to deliver that speech in the House again we will all agree to com- 
mit it to memory. [Laughter.] So that when he feels moved to 
deliver it all he will have to say is, “‘ Dig up out of your memories 
that speech I have delivered so frequently.’’ [Laughter.} He 
said he might not have delivered it if there were not a lot of new 
Members in the House. 

Well, it must be assumed that new Members can read, and one 
of the most valuable daily papers published in America is the 
CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD. In my judgment our Republican 
friends in this House are riding toa fall and pickling a rod for 
their own backs. If there is anything that is probable at this 
time, it is that the Democrats will control the next Heuse of Rep- 
resentatives and elect the President of the United States [applause 
on the Democratic side], and it becomes more probable every day. 
In the November election Kentucky finally and for all time set 
the seal of her condemnation on assassination as a political method 
inthiscountry. [Applause.] Maryland once more took her place 
securely in the political household to which she legitimately 
belongs. 

My friend from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR], venerable and vitriolic, 
said here last winter, when he and I delivered some remarks at 
cross p s, that Rhode Island went Democratic last year by 
afiuke. It went Democratic this year, and two victories in suc- 
cession for the Democrats of Rhode Island show that there was 
no fluke about it, and that it is the settled purpose of the voters 
of that State to return to the Democratic column where it used to 
belong. Greater New York has freed herself from the domina- 
tion of that great aggregation of political Pecksniffs that has con- 
trolled her destinies for the last two years. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Now, if cool judgment could control and human passion did 
not enter into the equation, then when we get possession of this 
House we would do away, undoubtedly, with these gag rules. 
But Mark Twain says that human nature is very strong, and we 
all have a heap of it in us. [Laughter.] Lord Byron, after 
enumerating everything that was sweet in nature that he could 
think of, wound up by declaring that ‘‘ sweet is revenge;”’ and 
he ought to know, Sechane he practiced it as much as any man 
who ever lived. Now, the tighter you bind us down, the more of 
these ironclad rules you ram down our throats, the more you will 
get rammed down your throats when we come into possession of 

is House. [Great laughter.] Consequently, you will do well to 
go a little slow and to “‘ bring forth fruits meet for repentance.”’ 

I want to read you an excerpt or two from the RecorD which 
my friend from Pittsburg [Mr. DaLzEeLL] helped to make. He 
tells with t gusto what we did in passing the Wilson and 
Gorman bill, which my friend from New York [Mr. Payne} terms 
an enormity. So far as I am individually concerned,I voted for 
it holding my nose. [Laughter.] The gentleman from Pitts- 
burg [Mr. DALZELL] says that we made them swallow 600 amend- 
ments to the Wilson-Gorman bill without debate! Well, that is 
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practically true. Now, that is a startling proposition if nothing | 


else goes with it. I will tell the rest of that interesting story, 
which the gentleman was too modest to relate. 

The new Members for whose benefit he was delivering his re- 
markable speech for the thirty-seventh time will be pleased to 
learn that when the Republicans got into possession of the House, 
when my friend was helping run the machine, they concocted in 
this House after nine days’ debate the Dingley tariff bill and sent 
it over to the Senate, and they sent it back, not with 600 amend- 
ments, but with 872 amendments! [Laughter.] Let us see what 
they did. How much debate did they allow us? Here is what 
happened. The first thing that occurred on the 8th day of July, 
1897, in this House was this message from the Senate: 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Cox, its Secretary, announced that the 
Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue 
for the Government and to encourage the industries of the United States, 
had requested a conference with the House of Representatives on the said 
bill and amendments, and had ordered that Mr. ALLIson, Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. 
Puiatr of Connecticut, Mr. Burrows, Mr. Jones of Nevada, Mr. Vest, Mr. 
Jones of Arkansas,and Mr. White be theconferees on the part of the Senate. 

After disposing of a point of order that was raised by the bril- 
liant and picturesque statesman from the new State of Washing- 
ton, Col. James Hamilton Lewis, to the effect that Congress was 
not in session at all [laughter], my friend from Pittsburg [Mr. 
DALZELL] introduced the following rule: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. 64, 
have had the same under consideration and ask leave to report the following 
substitute therefor: 

‘Resolved, That upon the adoption of this resolution it shall be in order to 
move to nonconcur in gross in the Senate amendments to House bill No. 379, 
and agree to a committee of conference, asked for by the Senate, on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses; and the House shall, without further delay, 
proceed to vote upon said motion: and if the said motion prevail, a committee 
of conference shall be appointed, without instructions; and said committee 
shall have authority to join with the Senate committee in renumbering the 
paragraphs and sections of said bill when finally agreed upon.” 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, as the RECORD shows, on 
that occasion really desired to take away from the Democrats in 
this House the poor privilege of debating that rule for forty min- 
utes—twenty minutes on a side—but JosEPH WELDON BaILEy, of 
Texas, at that time leader of the minority of the House, and among 
the leaders of the Senate now, the greatest debater on the Ameri-* 
can Continent, bar none, would not haveit. Hesecured the twenty 
minutes, and during that time he delivered these sentences, which 
I commend to the careful and prayerful consideration of the gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House: 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SwANson] hassuggested a 
weak point, which it was the purpose of the committee to guard. They do 
not desire to be embarrassed with a proposition to eliminate the gratuity to 
the sugar trust. 

That applies to-day as well as it did when Mr. BAILEY was 
standing up here making that speech. 

Here are some more of his remarks: 

If they are willing to take that responsibility, certainly we on thisside will 
not complain. If they are willing to go to the country, having given the 
sugar trust all that it asked for and more than it expected, and having denied 
the House an opportunity for a separate vote upon that question, we are con- 
tent to have the record made up in that manner. 

That is exactly what we ask for in this connection, the privi- 
lege of voting on an amendment to this bill to strike out the dif- 
ferential on refined sugar, which amounts, in round numbers, to 
124 cents per 100 pounds of refined sugar, and the leaders of the 
Republican party on the other side of the House were so afraid 
that the Minnesota and California and Michigan and other beet- 
sugar producing statesmen on their side of the Chamber would 
kick out and vote with us again, as they did in the last Congress, 
that they would not give them the opportunity to do so, and 
there you are. [Applause on the Democratic side.] You can 
not get away from that oe 

But that is not all of this rule business. I want to stir up your 
minds justalittlemoreaboutit. Hereisarule that I say has never 
been paralleled in any legislative body in any civilized country 
on the face of the earth. It was brought in here on February 
27, the day they were stealing a seat from a Democrat which they 
had no earthly use for, a Democrat who was as lawfully elected. 
to Congres; as any man that sits in this House to-day. Here is 
the rule they brought in, and I want the younger Members, to 
whom the gentleman was addressing his speech, to listen to it: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolutions of the 
House numbered 468 and 470, have had the same under consideration,and re- 
port the following in lieu thereof, with the recommendation that it do pass: 

“Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this rule, and at any 
time thereafter during the remainder of this session, it shall be in order to 
take from the Speaker's table any general aupro riation bill returned with 
Senate amendments, and such amendments ng been read, the question 
shall be at once taken without debate or intervening motion on the following 
question: ‘Will the House disagree to said amendments en bloc and ask a 
conference with the Senate?’ And if this motion shall be decided in the 

rmative, the S er shall at once appoint the conferees, without the 
intervention of any motion. If the House shall decide said motion in the 
negative, the effect of said vote shall be to agree to the said amendments.” 


Now, gentlemen, that rule amounts to this: That if you vote on 
one proposition you shall be counted as voting on another propo- 
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sition. It has never been equaled, and I say that it does not lie in 
the mouth of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] 
or any other gentleman on the other side of the House to be 
eternally and everlastingly lecturing us about what a Democratic 
House did in the Fifty-third Congress. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I would not have done it if I 
thought it would hurt somuch. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK. I want to clear that thing up for all time to 
come and be through with it. I am tired of hearing that speech! 
[Laughter. ] 

There is another little matter I wish to attend to before I come 
to this bill. Ialways listen to my distinguished friend, the chair- 
man of this committee [Mr. Paynr], with pleasure, sometimes 
with amazement, and frequently with awe. There was one par- 
agraph in his speech yesterday which constitutes what Horace 
Greeley would have denominated ‘‘ mighty rich reading.”’ Iwill 
read it to you: 

Under the Wilson bill we had fallen behind in the revenue, and the object 
of a Republican bill always is to produce revenue as well as protection. A 
Democratic bill, as, for instance, the Wilson-Gorman enormity, was neither 
= nor did it supply sufficient revenue to support the Government. 

t was wrong at both ends. They profess the principle of tariff for revenue 
only, with incidental protection. Phe did not get the protection incidental, 
nor did they get the revenue under their bill; and so it is that we put the 
rate of duty higher on sugar than was absolutely necessary because we could 
get this splendid revenue from the sugar duty, a revenue that came from the 
people of the United States who use sugar in their households. 

Now, to begin at the last end of it. Every Republican in the 
United States that I ever heard make a speech, every Republican 
newspaper that I ever read in all my life has been assersing ever 
since the tariff question in this country became acute that “‘ the 
foreigner pays the tariff tax’’ and the American citizen does not. 
It is said an open confession is good for the soul. I congratulate 
my friend the chairman of the committee on making it, for he 
says: 

And so it is that we put the rate of duty higher on sugar than was abso- 
lutely necessary, use we could get this splendid revenue from the sugar 
duty, a revenue that came from the people of the United States who used 
sugar in their households! 

That sentence answers every Republican speech that has been 
made on the tariff in the last twenty years. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] It comes right down to the Democratic posi- 
tion, and I thank God that the Republicans have gone even this 
little step toward Democracy. Thomas Jefferson said in his first 
inaugural address, which has become a classic, ‘‘ We are all Fed- 
eralists; we are all Republicans.”’ If he were delivering that ora- 
tion to-day, in the changed nomenclature of the times, he would 
say, ‘‘ We are all Republicans, we are all Democrats, and it really 
looks from this performance here that we are going to be all Demo- 
crats.”’ fp ye and laughter on the Democratic side.] That 
is not all of that wonderful paragraph. He continues: 

Under the Wilson bill we had fallen behind in the revenue, and the object 
of a Republican bill always is to produce revenue as well as protection. 

It is a work of supererogation, but Iam going into that thing 
once more. Iwas really surprised to hear a man of the eminence 
of the distinguished gentleman from New York, the chairman of 
the committee, make any such declaration as that. 

I will tell you what produced the deficiency in the revenue. 
The McKinley tariff bill produced it; and the Wilson tariff bill, 
while it did not suit me, would have produced enough revenue to 
run the Government if the income-tax section had not been de- 
clared unconstitutional 7 the Supreme Court of the United 
States, when it reversed the precedents of an entire century to 
render that decision. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The 
gentleman from New York speaks of the Wilson-Gorman bill as 
a ‘‘ tariff for revenue only ’’ measure, when, as a matter of fact, it 
carried an average tariff of thirty-nine and a fraction per cent on 
about 4,000 articles of everyday consumption. 

What I am going to read to you is not originalat all. I owe it 
to the industry and courage of the Hon. Joun Wes.Ley Gatngs, of 
Tennessee. e thrashed out that question very thoroughly once, 
and at the risk of act > Ronen of the old Members, and for the 
purpose of carrying on that school of instruction which my friend 
from Pittsburg [Mr. DaLzELL] started yesterday, I will read you 
a little correspondence. Brother GaIngs took it into his head one 
day that he was going to find out the truth about this business of 
how that deficit came. He went over to the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and wanted to get Secretary Foster’s letter. He could not 
set the letter until he went to the Secretary of the Treasury and 
got an order from Mr. Gage to give him a copy of that letter. 

Here is the whole of the Gaines-Gage correspondence, which is 
a valuable thing to have in the Democratic family and which 
proves beyond a peradventure that the McKinley tariff bill created 
a deficit in the revenues some eighteen months before the Wilson- 
Gorman tariff bill was enacted into law: 

House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D, C., March 25, 1897. 

Srr: I desire to procure the original letter, or certified copy thereof, writ- 

ten by Mr. Secretary Foster February 20, 1893, addressed to Chief of the 
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Bureau of Engraving and Printing, of which the following purports to be a 
copy: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 20, 1893. 


Sir: You are hereby authorized and directed to prepare designs for the 3 
per cent bonds provided in a Senate amendment to the sundry civil bill now 
pending. The denominations which should first receive attention are 100s 
and 1,000s coupon bonds and 100s, 1,000s, and 10,000s of the registered bonds. 
This authority is given in advance of the enactment in view of pressing con- 
tingencies, and you are directed to hasten the preparation of the designs and 

lates in every possible manner. Iinclose a memorandum for your guidance 

pre oes Soe serne® for the body of the bond. 
espec ours, 
- we CHARLES Foster, Secretary. 

The CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 

The original is now in the hands of the Director of the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and Printing, which I called for and read this morning. I desire to use 
the original letter or certified copy thereof this evening, and will be especially 
obliged if my request can be complied with at once, 


Yours, very respectfully, JNO. W. GAINES. 


Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March 25, 1897. 
Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of this 
date, requesting the original letter, or a certified copy thereof, written by 
Mr. Secretary Foster, February 20, 1893, addressed to the Chief of the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing, authorizing the preparation of certain plates. 
In compliance with said request, I submit below a correct copy of the letter 
in question, also a copy of the text of the proposed bond. 
’ [Copy of letter.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 20, 1893. 


Srr: You are hereby authorized and directed to prepare designs for the 
8 per cent bonds provided in Senate amendment to the sundry civil bill now 
pending. The denominations which should first receive attention are 100s 
and 1, of the coupon bonds and 100s, 1,000s, and 10,000s of the registered 
bonds. The authority is given in advance of the enactment, in view of press- 
ing contingencies, and you are directed to hasten the preparation of the de- 
signs and plates in every possible manner. I inclose a memorandum for 
your guidance in preparing the script of the body of the bond. 

Despec ully, yours, 
CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary. 


The Curler OF THE BUREAU OF PRINTING AND ENGRAVING. 


Respectfully, yours, 
LYMAN J. GAGE, Secretary. 
Hon. JoHn W. GAINES, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. Chairman, I really believe there is such a thing as fairness 
in politics, in Congress, or avers else. I believe that the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], considering the high 
standing that he occupies in this House, owes it to himself and 
the country to get right up and state the fact about it, that the 
McKinley bill produced the deficiency; that, Secretary Foster was 
preparing to print the bonds before he went out of office, but that 
in some way they managed to scrape together enough money to 
run until Cleveland was sworn in on the 4th of March, 1893. 
The bond issue for which Secretary Foster ordered the plates 
amounted to $50,000,000. 

Mr. DINSMORE. If the gentleman will allow me, I will sug- 
gest to him that the McKinley bill was entitled ‘‘A bill to reduce 
the revenue.”’ 

Mr. CLARK. Yes; and it did reduce it, too. In that regard 
it was a great success. I thank my friend for that suggestion. 
That is the truth about this whole business, and it never ought to 
be repeated on this floor or in a respectable newspaper or in any 
stump s h made by any Republican having any reputation to 
lose in this country that the fact is otherwise. Somuch for that. 

I have a few words to say about this bill. It is not really nec- 
essary to say anything about it, but our Republican friends are 
split up all over the country about it. They will undoubtedly go 
to the country and say, ‘‘ We did it!’’ You could not pass this 
bill to save your souls, and you know it, if you did not know that 
a large number of Democrats on this side of the House were 
going to vote forit. All of the ‘‘kickers’’ that appeared in the 





| 


last Congress would be here kicking now if there was a chance to | 


defeat it. 

The truth is that down in their heartsthe Republican majority 
in this House are not in favor of this bill, and my guess is, if you 
could go to the bottom of it, that the gentleman from Minnesota 

Mr. STEVENS] came nearer to stating their exact position than 

0 those gentlemen who advocate it. What is the situation? A 
year or so ago Senator Hanna, whois supposed to be authorized to 
speak for the party, whose friends are grooming him now to run 
against Colonel Roosevelt for the Republican nomination, gave 
out this slogan for the ublicans: ‘‘ Let well enough alone!’’ 
Then afterwards he changed it to ‘‘Stand pat.” That is a phrase 
that I do not really understand the meaning of. ones.) 
After a while the spirit moved my friend from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] to give out a battle cry. The chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee infringed on your Uncle Mark Hanna’s patent 
by giving out his slogan as ‘* Keep on-letting well enough alone!’ 

There is not an unindicted malefactor in the land who will not 


' upon his accession to the Presidency, Mr. Roosevelt dispel 





agree to that proposition. [Laughter.] This last summer, when 
Col. Theodore Roosevelt and Senator JosepH BENSON FORAKER 
were punching Uncle Mark over the ropes in the Ohio convention, 
just as he went into a comatose state he exclaimed, ‘‘ For God’s 
sake, let well enough alone.”’ [Renewed laughter.] And there you 
are. 
I will read to you a sentence or two. Some of you will recog- 
nize it and some will not; some of the old Members will want to 
forget it, but I want to read it to some of my brothers over there 
who are in a sort of kindergarten, 128 0f you. Here it is: 


A system which provides a mutual exchange of commodities is manifestly 


essential to the continued and healthful growth of our export trade. We 

must not repose in fancied security that we can forever sell everything and 

buy little or nothing. If such a thing were possible it would not be best for 

us or for those with whom we deal. We should take from our customers 

a of their products as we can use without harm to our industries and 
¥. 


Gentlemen, who said that? William McKinley, President of 
the United States, in that great speech which he delivered at Buf- 
falo just before he was assassinated; and it is the essence of the 
Democratic position on the tariff question as stated here yester- 
- so ably by the gentleman from Mississippi |Mr. WILLiams}. 

© vou people over there believe that? Who is the organ of 
your crowd? [Laughter.] If you have any especial organ it is 
the American Tariff League, and the organ of the American 
Tariff Leayme is the American Economist, published at Phila- 
a It is an exceedingly able paper. I read it constantly to 
find out what the enemy is up to. Now, listen to an editorial 
from the Washington Post, Siclading an excerpt from an editorial 
of this paper, the American Economist. 

The editor of the Washington Post is an out-and-out protec- 
tionist—not a stand-patter, but a high protectionist—névertheless 
that paper is independent in its politics; it says it is, and I be- 
lieve it is. But it hasan incorrigible leaning for everything that 


comes from Ohio. What it says it says well; none better. It is 
authorized to speak for a certam wing of the protectionists. 
I just read you President McKinley’s farewell statement. Now, 


listen to this Philadelphia organ of the protectionists, the Ameri- 
can Economist, and it will make the cold chills run up and 


| down the spinal columns of the Republican Members compos- 
| ing the majority, es 


cially the Republicans from Pennsylvania. 
It threatens to land Pennsylvania in the Democratic column. 
[Laughter.] Good heavens! If Pennsylvania goes, all the rest 
will go. hen Pennsylvania goes Democratic, the thing will be 
unanimous. 

Here is the Post editorial, containing and commenting on an 
extract from the American Economist editorial: 


VENOMOUS AND SIGNIFICANT. 


The passage of the Cuban reciprocity measure having become a moral cer- 
tainty, one would naturally have supposed that even the American Econo- 
mist, organ of the American Protective Tariff League, would deem it inex- 

eadient to continue its bitter war on that scheme. But that is not what has 
appened. The organ of the men who have been the chief reliance of fat 
fryers for lo, these many years, greets President Roosevelt's Cuban message 
ina tone that bodes trouble. Although this reciprocity proposition is Presi- 
dent Roosevelt's only by inheritance from his murdered predecessor. the 
league’s organ treats him and it as if it were his een come. When, 
ed doubt and 
braced up confidence by giving-his pledge to carry out the policy of McKin- 
ley, he bound himself to do just what he has done in this matter. It is the 
McKinley policy—the policy of a statesr;zan whose devotion to protection 
made him Dresltent-aentent which the feague’s organ inveighs. Here are 
samples of the blasts it delivers to the Executive whois to be the Republican 
Presidential candidate in the coming campaign: 

“Already the President has been informed that if the Cuban reciprocity 
treaty shall be consummated the electoral vote of a great Republican State 
may at once be placed in the Democratic column for 1904. Other Republican 
States may prove to be in a similar frame of mind regarding the damage 
thus wantonly inflicted upon their industries. 

“To be positive and peremptory in matters of profound conviction isa 
most excellent quality in a Chief Executive. To be mistaken as the result 
of rejecting truthful and reliable information is to court trouble and dis- 
comfiture. 

‘** First be sure you are right. and then go ahead,’ is a maxim which might 
as well serve for the guidance of Presidents as of ordinary people.” 

In order to appreciate the venom of that it is only necessary to remember 
that in the opinion of the late President, as well as of his successor, and in 
the opirson of a large majority of Republicans in Congress, the honor of this 
Republic is involved—that the faith of this nation is pledged to its Caribbean 
ward. 

So much for the venom in these stings. As to their significante, that can 
be guessed at by roomne in mind the source from which they come—the 
American Protective Tariff League, composed of the men who finance Repub 
lican campaigns. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, if I had time, I could take this one issue 
of the Economist and so fill up the Recorp with extracts of that 
sort that would extend my speech for an hour. Every man that 
has denounced this reciprocity scheme this summer in a public 
speech can get his speech into that paper under the running 
head of a ‘‘ Great Republican speech.’’ If any of you who favored 
reciprocity made a speech, you did not find it under the head of a 
**Great Republican speech.’’ My friend from Iowa, Colonel 
HEPBURN, delivered a“ stand-pat ’’ speech, and it was so published. 
My friend Mr. Lacry delivered a speech of that sort, and it was 
so published. My other friend from Iowa, Ropert G. Cousins, 
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delivered a speech in the last convention, and it was so published. 
The time has come for the dissolution of the Republican party, 


and the process has already set in, thank God. [Laughter and 
applause on the Democratic side.] This bill places it in the proc- 
ess of ultimate extinction. 

Now, it is very rare that we ordinary mortals get a chance to 
read an editorial in a great paper in the United States three or 
four days before it is printed. 

That is a blessing very rarely vouchsafed to us poor mortals 
here below. This is the i7thday of November. For the last three 
or four days I have had possession of this paper, which is an edi- 
torial from the American Economist for November 20,1903. That 
is some time in the future. If the elder Disraeli—not brilliant 
Benjamin, but his father, Isaac—could come back to life again, 
he would seize hold of this editorial and place it with his curiosi- 
ties of literature. One-half of it is taken up with the strange 
proposition that has been stated here, that we have already done 


more than we were under any obligations to do for Cuba, and | of ¢ 


therefore that we ought not to do any more for her to the injury 
of our own people. It gives four reasons to prove that we have 





done more than we had any business or were under any obliga- | 


tions to do. 

Either this editorial was written by two men or it was written 
by a man who forgot while he was writing the last half what he 
had written in the first half of it, for the last half is devoted to 
the other proposition, that this bill, instead of being of benefit to 
the poor, downtrodden Cubans, is absolutely a monstrous outrage 
upon them. Here is the editorial in full: 


[From the American Economist of November 20, 1908. ] 


ARE WE UNDER ANY MORAL OBLIGATION TO CUBA? 


To demonstrate that there is not the slightest “‘ moral obligation” on our 
part to Cuba that we are called upon to discharge, it is only necessary to con- 
trast Cuba’s condition under the rule of Spain with her condition now be- 
cause of our intervention. 

1. We gave Cuba her independence, something on which it is almost im- 
possible toseta value. The cost of lives lost in her several wars, the tyranny 
of oo, the burden of oppressive taxation, go, however, to make up the value 
of that independence, to which must be added the right of Cuba to govern 
herself, an inestimable privilege, not to be measured in dollarsand cents. In 
doing this Cuba must be charged with the sacrifice of American lives and the 
expenditure of several hundreds of millions of the money of our taxpayers 
and a new pension list. To these must be added: 

2. Our obligation under the Platt amendment to guard and protect Cuba 
from internal dissensions and from foreign foe for all time, under which 
Cuba may dispense with an army and a navy that would cost her six to ten 
millions per annum. 

3. We have wiped out the $400,000,000 of debt that Cuba was carrying, ual 
to $283.50 per capita of her a. the annual interest on whic ‘$400, 
000.000 was $10,500,000, or near y $10 per capita per annum. E 

4. We have relieved Cuba of the $12,000,000 of annual tax that was laid in 
Madrid to support the Spanish-Cuban army and navy and support the in- 
famous rule of Spain in the island. 

5. We relieved Cuba of the oppressive Spanish tariff of 1897, under which 
Cuba was forced, in buying from nations other than Spain, to pay duties 
averaging 125 per cent, or from one and a half to three times more than Spanish 
goods paid. it is now pro d to readopt that policy of “discrimination” 
in favor of the United talon, only on a smaller scale. The theory seems to 
be that the curse of it will be removed if it is done under the cl of “rec- 
iprocity.” In other words, Cuba would be forced to pay from 20 to 40 per 
cent more than at present if she buys “treaty” —— from any nation except 
the —— States. That is what come to known as affording Cu 
“relief.” 

The result would be that the Cuban masses would be forced to pay the 


_ sameduties they now pay on certain articles if taken from us, the q ty of 


which, taken of foreign nations, is better, the cost of which is lower, and the 

time credit on which is longer than if purchased of the United States. We 
to force on the whole Cuban people disadvantages in order that a 

ev sugar and tobacco planters in Cuba and the sugar trust and the tobacco 

and cigar trust ma t. 

That is the whole case in a nutshell. Isit fair, is it decent, is it moral to 

thus take advan of this new Republic that we have just set upon its feet? 

It is said that Cuba will be unable to make an es ,000 loan unless she 

led a. her customs oe. ee eae — high be pase by = 
tion proposed or e er people mus’ y the er per cen 
rates that reciprocity contemplates and cal on Cuba to enact in order to 
ve us a discriminating or lower duty compared with other foreign nations. 
n other words, Cuba, under reciprocity, must either reduce her rates on her 
imports from us 20 to 40 per cent, which would cost her about $2,500,000 annu- 
ally,and which she can not afford to do,or she must, in order to discriminate 
in our favor, increase her rates on goods from other aeeee nations 20 to 40 
per cent, the burden falling on her consumers. Is that right,no matter how 
much better and lower they may be, and of the advantage of a 
longer credit that foreign nations now exte omeent with that given by 
our exporters? That is in the very teeth of Mr. McKinley's re « 

The scheme has not a leg to stand upon that will commend i to the in- 
vestigator. It is unjust and ve from a Cuban stand: _precee 
dangerous to her revenues and to the continued maintenance of a le gov- 
ernment, because it invites internal-revenue taxation, that Cubans are even 
now vigorously opposi They object to the old Ss “consumption 
taxes,” and = icy will do more to create discontent than any other thin 
that could be devised. Can that be the ulterior ob of the interested 
American trusts, syndicates, and exploiters who want annexation and free 
sugar and tobacco? As we have shown, there certainly is no moral obliga- 
tion on our to im: any such scheme on Cuba, and it would be in the 
very teeth of Mr. y’s policy of “ commercial freedom ™ for the island. 


In addition to that, the San Francisco Chronicle, another Re- 
publican organ, recently contained the following editorial: 
KILL THE TREATY—THE BEST THING THE REPUBLICAN PARTY COULD DO 
AT THE EXTRA SESSION. 


The extra session of Congress is called to meet on November 9. The only 
object stated in the proclamation is the passageof a law to validate the treaty 
of fake “reciprocity” negotiated with Cuba, and thereby stop the growth of 


our domestic sugar industry, throw both this country and Cuba into com- 
mercial war with half the nations of the earth, and utterly destroy public 

confidence in the pledges of the Republican party in its national convention 

and all faith in the wordsof Republican statesmen. We do not know whether 

el = _ons Congress will commit party suicide or not. We do not be- 
ieve t it will. 

The validation of the Cuban treaty would stop the growth of the domestic 
sugar industry, because, with the present beet-sugar factories in the hands 
of the sugar trust, it would be more profitable to their owners to close them 
than to run them, and it would not pay new capital to go into the business 
and fight the trust. California land yields more beet sugar per acre than 
any other State in the Union, and, as per Willett & Gray's last statement, 
almost exactly double the yield of Michigan land, and there has not been a 
new sugar factory built_or even projected here since the Cuban agitation 
began. The treaty would start commercial wars because it expressly pro- 
vides that during its life no country except Cuba shall obtain any reduction 
whatever from our tariff rates on sugar. 7 

What Germany will at once dois shown by what she did in the case of 
Canada, and by the plain notice that she has given that she will claim every 
advantage which Cuba and the United States grant to each other. What 
Russia will do is shown by what she did do when we one to her sugar the 
countervailing duties. hat the other countries will do my be readily 
sungiens. They will retaliate in the most convenient way. The validation 

16 treaty would destroy confidence in Republican statesmen, because 
they were elected on a platform which, when dealing with reciprocity, 
explicitly declared aqunss reciprocity in Ssapeeass products. Ifthe Repu 
lican party, responsible for legislation, deliberately and in the face of pro- 
test legislates precisely as it declared that it would not legislate, how can it 
ST its pledges to be ever again believed? 

t will be best to kill the Cuban treaty. 


I will tell you in brief why I am in favor of the bill. Iam in 
favor of it, in the first place, because it is a small slice of the Dem- 
ocratic loaf. Itis the beginning of the end: Thomas Jefferson 
is the father of reciprocity. Iam in favor of it because, as the 
gentleman from Virginia |Mr. Swanson] demonstrated yesterday 
beyond all controversy—and it was a great speech he delivered— 
and as President McKinley indicates in the extract that I have 
read, we have got to do something to broaden our market in the 
commerce of the world. I am in favor of it because I am selfish 
for my own people, because while the Cubans under this bill get 
their stuff in here 20 per cent under the Dingley tariff rates, we 
get our stuff into Cuba 20 per cent off ef their rate; that isa 
preferential tariff of 20 per cent in our favor. On some things we 
are favored to the extent of 25 per cent and even as high as 40 per 
cent. The duty of a Representative is double; to represent the 
entire country in a certain sense, and more especially to represent 


| those who sent him hither. This bill enables the farmers of the 





Mississippi Valley to get their butter, flour, wheat, corn meal, and 
everything of that kind into Cuba 30 per cent lower than anybody 
else on the face of the earth can get those articles in there. that 
does not give us control of the Cuban market, then there is no 
sense in tariff schedules at all. 

I have a reason back of these that I have always advocated and 
always will advocate as long as I live, provided it does not happen 
before I die. I am in favor of this bill because there are two 
pieces of ground on the North American continent that I want to 
see annexed to the United States. One is Cuba, and the other is 
every foot of the British North American possessions, no matter 
how far north they extend. [Applause.] 

Iam not in favor of conquering them. There is no reason wh 
they should be conquered, and if we act with any sense they wi 
come to us peaceably, and this bill is a step in the right direction. 
If we want the friendship of Cuba, as we are in duty bound to do 
and in good sense bound to do, she will come to us in time with- 
out the expenditure of a dollar, without the shedding of a single 
tear. 

It is a strange historical fact that the accident of one man doing 
one thing kept us from securing the North American British pos- 
sessions at the time of the Revolutionary war. I am going to dig 
into history and find out his name. hen Gen. Richard Mont- 
gomery and Benedict Arnold with the American e ition as- 
saulted Quebec all of the British soldiers took to their heels and 
they ran off without firing a gun. For some unaccountable rea- 
son one went back and touched fire to one of the cannon, that 
killed Montgomery, broke Arnold’s leg, and cut down the head of 
the column, and the rest retreated, and it has been a British ter- 
ritory ever since. 

Thomas H. Benton, of Missouri, one of the greatest Democrats 
that ever lived, always contended that we had an indefeasible 
title to the line 54-40, on which the campaign of 1844 was fought 
and won. We ought to have had it then, and there never would 
have been any Alaskan boundary question. I am for it for those 
reasons. I believe that it is among the certainties of the future 
that Canada and the British possessions will be ours. We will 
welcome them with open arms. They are our kind of people; 
they understand our system of government; they speak our lan- 
guage, and they are fit for American citizenship. 

Before I close I want to make one other remark. As far as this 
effort to tie the hands of the American Congress for five years is 
concerned, we utterly repudiate it and hold it for naught. You 
might as well understand that at this time as later, and that when- 
ever we get possession of Congress we will do as we please. [Ap- 
plause and laughter on the Democratic side.) We vote for this 








bill with that provison in it under duress, and ery eee in the 
land knows that what you do under duress is not ding at an 
future time; and when we ope of Congress we will abol- 
ish that provision with as little ceremony and as little hesitancy 
as Samson broke the withes that bound him. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I want to ask leave to ro out my remarks 
and dress them up a little. : A. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to “‘round out”’ hisremarks. [Laughter.] Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog- 
nized for forty minutes. ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, before the gen- 
tleman from New York begins I would ask the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] if he has anyone on his side of the House 
who cares to now. 

Mr. PAYNE. If I knew of anyone on this side who wanted to 
talk at this time I would be glad to give them the opportunity, 
but the gentlemen on this side of the House seem to be inclined to 
talk to-morrow or the next day. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, in the interests of fair- 
ness of debate I do not think the gentleman ought to load up the 
wagon too much at the rear. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, I do not think there will be any trouble 
about that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
sible to have a streak of lean and a streak of fat. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog- 


nized. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, because of the rule which 
was adopted yesterday it will be impossible to amend or change 
any of the provisions of the bill before the House. Gentlemen 
must therefore accept it entire or reject it entire. Had the mi- 
nority been permitted to do so, we should have offered an amend- 


ment striking out the provisos of the first section of the bill and | n E 
| whatsoever, by fixing the price of Cuban sugar, it must neces- 


substituting a oS removing the differential. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if he will explain what he means by “ the differential.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

aan McCLELLAN. Ido. Iam glad that my colleague asked 
the 
us who do not know its exact meaning. 

Sugar is either refined or unrefined. All sugar that is purified 
by the use of animal charcoal, or, as it is sometimes called, ‘* bone- 
black”’ or “‘ char,”’ is called “‘ refined sugar.” All sugar’ that is 
page without the use of boneblack is called “‘ unrefined sugar.”’ 



























We should try as near as pos- | 


/upen the New York market. 
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House 
trust would be the sole beneficiary from any reduction of the 
Dingley rate upon sugar imported from Cuba. At that time the 
gentlemen who advanced this argument labored under the im- 
pression that there might be several world prices for sugar at the 
same time. Since then a great light has dawned upon them and 
they have discovered that there can be only one world price, and 
that the price fixed at Hamburg, Germany. 
largest producer of sugar in the world, the world price of sugar is 
fixed at her principal port of export, Hamburg. The price of sugar 
in New York at any time will, therefore, be the Hamburg price, 
plus freight and shipping charges, duty, and countervailing duty. 





Two years ago when the Cuban reciprocity bill was before the 
discussed at some length the argument that the sugar 


As Germany is the 


The following statement will explain my meaning: 


Parity of 88° analysis beet sugar and 96° polarization cane sugar per 100 pounds, 





Beet sugar, at 6/9 f. o. b. Hamburg, per 112 pounds--..................... $1.47 
I usin elcid tbat . 083 
Insurance, bank commission, loss of weight, one-half per cent_......... . 022 
Duty (88° analysis outturns 94° polarization) ............................. 1.615 
Countervailing duty (German sugar) -...............--...-----........-. . 26 
po Ea SS a eta a 03 
Difference in value to refiners between 88° analysis and 96° polarization. 19 
Parity of 96° polarization cane centrifugal -........................ 8.67 


The price of sugar at Habana, free on board ship, at any time, 
will be the price at New York, less duty, freight, and shipping 
charges. 

According to the custom in Cuba, the planter sells directly to 
the agent of the refiner. There is nothing to prevent him selling 
Sugar is sold upon the New York 
market as sugar, according to its saccharine strength. There is 
no particular brand of sugar as there is of cigars. Sugar is sold 
as sugar, and it is impossible to distinguish the origin of the dif- 


| ferent kinds of cane sugar, provided they are of the same polariza- 


tion and color. 
If it is possible for the American Sugar Refining Company to 
derive the full benefit of this reduction of rates, or any benefit 


_ sarily follow that there can be two prices for the same article at 


uestion, because I know there are some gentlemen among | 


the same place and at the same time, and if the price of sugar is 
fixed at Hamburg, as it is, this is impossible. 

Now, two years ago gentlemen who opposed this bill, or the 
similar bill then before the House, cited, in proof of their argu- 


' ment, that Porto Rican sugar, after a reduction of 15 per cent of 
| the Dingley rate, had failed to reach the price of Cuban sugar by 


t is possible to purify unrefined sugar to almost the same degree | 


of — as refined ~— The process is, however, so expensive 
an ——— that for high grades of sugar boneblack is always | 
employed. 


The Dingley duty on sugar is levied according to its color and 
saccharine strength. The color is determined by the so-called 
Dutch standard. The first sixteen numbers of the Dutch stand- 
ard are unrefined sugars; those above, refined. The saccharine 
strength is determined by the polariscopic test. The duty on un- 
refined sugars—that is, the sugars including No. 16 Dutch stand- 
ard which have not been purified by the use of boneblack—is 
ninety-five one-hundredths of a cent per pound, provided the 
sugar does not test above 75° by the polariscope; for mez addi- 
tional degree, thirty-five one-thousandths of a cent is ad 


Cuban sugar of commerce, 1.685 cents per pound. 
The duty on refined sugar—that is, the sugars above No. 16 
Dutch standard which have been refined—is 1.95 cents per pound. 
The differential is this difference in rate of duty between the 


refined and unrefined sugars. Thus the differential between a | 


pound of refined sugar and a pound of 96° No. 16 Dutch standard 
sugar is 0.265 cent per pound. 

This differential is the protection given the sugar refiners of 
this country. 

The reasons which actuated us in desiring to so amend the bill 
80 as to remove the differential have been stated at length in the 
exceedingly able views of the minority of the Committee on Ways 


and Means, by my distinguished colleague, the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. 
In the few minutes at my disposal I propose to very briefly an- 


swer some of the objections which have been urged against the 
bill, especially by the distinguished leader of the ition, the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Cooprr]. lean. 1 

It is claimed, first, that the enactment of this bill will inure 
exclusively to the benefit of the so-called sugar trust; secondly, 
that the United States will derive no benefit whatsoever from the 
Pes ee legislation; thirdly, if any benefit accrues to Cuba she 

oes not need the benefit , and fourthly, that the pro- 
posed legislation is un-Democratic, 


ed per 
pound. This makes the duty on 96° sugar, which is the usual | ‘ 1 
| sugar was quoted at 334, while last year on the same day it was 





| my speech, when I come to another point. 
| tleman can interrupt me. 


0.18 of acent; and although this argument lths been exploded, al- 
though it was shown that they used an inferior grade of Porto 
Rican sugar and a superior grade of Cuban sugar, and that when 
the two grades were brought to a parity the price was the same, 


| this same exploded argument is again brought forward to do serv- 


ice in opposition to this bill. Now, gentlemen who advance this 


| argument either do not know that it has been exploded or they 


do know that it has been exploded. If they do not know that it 
has been exploded, then they have no business in their ignorance 
to set up as authorities upon the subject. If they do know that 
it has been exploded, then they have no business to try to deceive 
the country and to try to deceive the House of Representatives. 
{ Applause. | 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? ; 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Will the gentleman explain to the House 
how it is that three days ago prime yellow clarified (unrefined) 


324, or a difference of 34 points against the American producer, 
while refined sugar on the same day last year was quoted at 4.21 
and this year at 4.50? In other words, why is it that refined sugar ~ 
has gained 29 points since Congress has met and prime yellow 
clarified, the best grade of unrefined sugar, has lost 34 points, a 
difference of just 324 points, the exact amount fixed by the pend- 
ing reciprocity bill? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I think I can answer that a little later in 
If I do not, the gen- 


Mr. BROUSSARD. 
tleman do so. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Now, some gentlemen urge that there is 
no reason why we should pass this bill, because it confers no direct 
benefit upon us. In view of the moral obligation which we are 
under to Cuba this objection is sordid and selfish enough, but 
even so, itcan be met. Ever since the Cuban war the imports into 
Cuba have been steadily declining, and the share of the United 
States in those imports has been declining in even greater propor- 
tion. 

I should like to say that my figures are taken from the report 
of Mr. O. P. Austin, and of course I assume they are correct, as 


I would like very much to have the gen- 


| he is a Government official. 
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In 1899 the total imports into Cuba were $66,783,100, of which 
the share of the United States amounted to 43.7 per cent. 

In 1900 the total imports had fallen to $66,658,600, while the 
share of the United States rose slightly to 43.8 per cent. 

In 1901 the total imports had fallen to $66,584,000, while the 
share of the United States had fallen to 42.2 per cent. 

Tn 1902 the imports had still further decreased to $62,135,464, and 
this including specie, while the share of the United States had 
fallen to 42 per cent. During the same period of the exports 
from Cuba to other countries the share of the United States fell 
from 83 per cent to 76.2 per cent. 

In return for our trifling concession of 20 per cent, Cuba con- 
cedes us reductions in the rates of duties now levied upon prod- 
ucts of the United States ranging from 20 to 40 per cent. 

These liberal concessions should certainly permit the United 
States to obtain a virtual monopoly of the Cuban market. 

I know that gentlemen from Louisiana, in common with repre- 
sentatives of the beet-sugar industry, are afraid that this 20 per 
cent reduction will so stimulate the production of sugar in Cuba 
as to result in driving the American industry out of business. 
They should console themselves with the thought that the per 
capita of consumption in this country has kept pace with the in- 
creased production throughout the world and that there is still a 
safe margin of some one and a half million tons which must be 
me by the people of the United States elsewhere than in 

uba. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. But the gentleman from New 
York will admit, I think, that the increased production of raw 
sugar in Cuba has been very remarkable. In the last three years 
it has jumped from 630,000 tons to 1,130,000 tons this year. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. The gentleman is not altogether exact. 
The exports of sugar from Cuba have increased to that extent, but 
~ production has not. Last year they drew very largely from 
the reserve. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. They increased from 680,000 tons | 


to 1,130,000 this year. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. The production estimated for 1903? I 
have got the figures, and I think the gentleman will find that 
those are the exports from Cuba and not the production. 

Moreover, Mr. Chairman, while the per capita consumption of 
sugar in Great Britain in 1901-2, according to Licht’s sugar cir- 
cular, was 98.03 pounds, the per capita in the United States was 
70.59 pounds, and there is no reason why our per capita should 
not eventually be as great as that of Great Britain. 

It is claimed by some gentlemen that a decrease of the Dingley 
duty on sugar will not lower the price to the American consumer, 
although these same gentlemen insist that a tariff tax is always 
borne by the consumer. 

Now. eliminating the question of the incidence of a tariff tax, 
let us for a moment examine the probable effect of the reduction 
of the sugar duty on the cost to the consumer. 

On the ist of September of this year the Brussels sugar conven- 
tion went into effect, having been ratified by France, Germany, 
Austria.Great Britain, Holland, Sweden, and, tentatively, by Italy. 

Without going into detail as to the provisions of this conven- 
tion, it is enough for present purposes that the effect of the con- 
vention is the destruction of the power of the kartels to artificially 
increase the price of sugar within the boundaries of the countries 
where they are powerful and to decrease it abroad. In other 
words, as the result of the Brussels convention, the world price 
of sugar, heretofore artificially fixed by the arbitrary action of 
the sugar kartels, will henceforth be regulated by the natural 
law of supply and demand. 

Now, if it is true, as some of the opponents of this bill claim, 
that the reduction of the Dingley rate on sugar will enormously 
stimulate production in Cuba, it must necessarily follow that the 
supply will outrun the demand so as to lower the price until the 
demand meets the supply, and, as a consequence, the consumer 
will derive the benefit of the lower price. 

While we are steadily losing our trade with Cuba, Cuba is 
steadily losing her ability to trade. Unless something is done to 
secure the Cuban market and to relieve economic conditions in 
Cuba, it can only be a question of time when what little com- 
merce she can afford to have will be deflected from our ports and 
when her respectable poverty will be changed into absolute 
bankruptcy. 

It is claimed that Cuba has become so prosperous that she does 
not need any commercial help from us. 

Cuba does not come to us as a beggar. She is not an object of 
charity. She isnot bankrupt, but she is, none the less, very poor. 

Our 7 a wean A did not cease with the transfer of her gov- 
ernment to Cuban hands, and it is our duty to allow her to be- 
come prosperous. She comes to us asking for a trade arrange- 
ment which will permit her to better her condition, and in return 
she offers us concessions of priceless value. 

For the two years 1894 and 1895, before the war, the total ex- 
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ports from Cuba amounted to $215,107,742, and the total imports 
amounted to $162,244,893, showing a balance in favor of Cuba of 
$52,862,849. 

For the four years 1899 to 1902, inclusive, the total exports 
amounted to $232,494,081, and the total imports to $275,261,323, 
showing a balance against Cuba of $42,769,242. Or, if we com- 
pare the exports and the imports of the last two years with those 
of the years 1894 and 1895, we find a shrinkage of nearly 
$85,000,000. 

In other words, during the two years immediately before the 
war Cuba sold $53,000,000 more than she bought, and yet during 
the last four years, the greater part of which time she was under 
American control, she sold nearly $43,000,000 less than she bought. 
This certainly does not show increasing prosperity. 

Two years ago Cuba was on the verge of bankruptcy, and that 
she has escaped ruin is not due to any effort on our part. 

That she has been able to exist at all during the last two years 
is because of two reasons: 

First, the change in her government; second, the marketing of 
an increased amount of tobacco and sugar. 

In 1902 the spectacular and extravagant rule of General Wood, 
having saddled upon Habana for ten years the infamous gambling 
monopoly of the Sociedad Anonima Jai Alai, gave place to the con- 
servative, economical, sensible, and business-like administration 
of President Estrada Palma, who has proved himself an executive 
of the very highest order. 

The fiscal year 1899-1900 produced a revenue of $17,385,898, 
during which time there was expended $15,661,093. General 
Wood was in office about six months of this time. 

During the fiscal year 1900-1901 the revenues amounted to $17,- 
165,080 and the expenditures to $17,645,427. General Wood was 
in office during the entire year, and the budget showed a deficit of 
about half a million dollars. 

From July 1, 1901, to May 19, 1902, or less than eleven months, 
the revenues amounted to $14,708,302 and the expenditures to 
$16,401,480. General Wood was still in office and the budget 
oe a deficit for the eleven months of nearly two million 
dollars. 

From May 20, 1902, the date of the commencement of the Cu- 
ban Republic, to December 31, 1902, the revenues amounted to 
$9,729.448 and the expenditures to $8,102,587, a surplus of over a 
million and a half dollars, while for the six months from January 
1, 1908, to June 30, 1903, the revenues amounted to $8,197,940 and 
the expenditures to $5,229,250, a surplus for six months of nearly 
three million dollars. 

In other words, under President Estrada Palma the cost of gov- 
ernment is over $7,000,000 a annum, or nearly 40 per cent less 
than it was under General Wood. 

This has alone greatly relieved the economic condition of Cuba. 
The second factor which has kept Cuba from bankruptcy has been 
the marketing of an increased quantity of tobacco and of sugar. 

While the total value of tobacco exported from Cuba to the 
United States in 1902 was $10,899,924, the total value for 1903 
is approximately $13,141,646, or an increase of nearly $2,250,000. 

During the past year a very large quantity of sugar, including 
a considerable amount of the reserve stock, was imported from 
Cuba to the United States. 

I do not wish to be unfair to the gentleman from Michigan. 
a crop for 1903 amounted to 975,000 tons, as against 850,181 tons 

or 1902. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. And for 1903 and 1904 it is esti- 
mated at 1,130,000 tons. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. That is a matter of estimate, and we have 
had experience in that before. Two years ago it was estimated 
all sorts of ways. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. It is Willett & Gray’s estimate. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes; but they were 100,000 tons out of the 
way in the crop of 1902. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That would still make it over a 
million tons. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes. 

The crop for 1903 amounted to 975,000 tons, as against 850,181 
tons for 1902. But of the 1902 crop, only 439,382 tons were ex- 
ported, while in 1903 the reserve was drawn upon, so that the 
total amount exported to the United States was 1,069,610 tons. 

This increased exportation was not due to increased prosperity, 
nor did it result in profit to the planters. 

It is generally conceded that the cost of a pound of 96° centrif- 
ugal sugar, free on board ship at Habana, is 2 cents. The ship- 
ping charges, freight, insurance, etc., from Habana to New York 
range from 0.25 to 0.265 cent per pound, according to the market 
price of su The bond price of sugar in New York—that is, the 
market price of sugar less the duty—must therefore be 2.25 cents 
per pound in order to oy the Cuban planter to sell his prod- 
uct without loss; or, if the duty, which amounts to 1.685 cents 
per pound, be added, the market price must be about 3j cents. 
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When the last reciprocity bill was before the House the market 
price was about 8§ cents, representing a loss to the Cuban planter 
of 0.56 cent per pound. 2 

Shortly after that time the Brussels convention was signed by 
the delegates taking part, and in anticipation of its ratification 
there was an texmalane shrinkage in continental sugar produc- 
tion. The effect of this was an increase in the price of sugar, so 
that the last Cuban sugar crop was sold at between 3} and 3 
cents per pound, representing a loss of approximately over a mil- 
lion dollars to the sugar planters of Cuba. : 

The planters prefer to get rid of their sugar and pocket their 
loss rather than pay the insurance and storage charges for an in- 
definite period, with the hope of ultimately obtaining a reduction 
of the Dingley tariff rate. _ 3 

Should a 20 per cent reduction of the Dingley rate be conceded 
to Cuban sugar, the duty will be reduced to 1.348 cents per pound, 
which at a market price in New York of 3% cents would mean a 
profit of about 0.144 cent per pound to the Cuban planter, or, ona 
crop of 850,000 tons, a profit of nearly $3,000,000 to Cuba. 

In short, Cuba has existed because the cost of her Government 
has been reduced over $7,000,000 per annum; because the sugar 
planter has been able to market his crop and a of his re- 
serve at a loss, and the tobacco planter has been able to sell about 
$2.225,000 more of his product. 

The objection to the bill that it is undemocratic is scarcely 
valid. I grant that it does not of itself shatter the Dingley law 

, and give us in _— a tariff for revenue and revenue only, but it 
certainly does lower the excessive and iniquitous Dingley duties 
in one direction, and it certainly does decrease taxation to the 
people of the United States. 

Let me call the attention of those Democrats who are opposed 
to reciprocity to the fact that the first treaty of reciprocity was 
negotiated by Franklin Pierce, a Democratic President; that the 
Hawaiian treaty of reciprocity was renewed by a Democratic 
President, Grover Cleveland, and that the platform of 1892 pro- 
claimed the doctrine as sound Democracy. 

And let me oes ask them, if they are in doubt, to read 
the ‘* rt on the privileges and restrictions on the commerce 
of the United States in foreign countries,’’ sent to the House of 
Representatives on December 16, 1793, by the then Secretary of 
State, Thomas Jefferson, in which he says: 

Such being the restrictions on the commerce and navigation of the United 
States, the a is, In what way may they best be removed, modified, or 
counteracted? 

As to commerce, two methods occur: First, by friendly arrangements 
with the several nations with whom these restrictions exist, or, second, by 
the separate act of our own legislatures for countervailing their effects. 

—— con. be no doubt but t of these two, friendly arrangenients is the 
mo a single nation begin with the United States this system of 
free commerce it would be advisable to begin it with that nation, since it is 
one by one only that it can be extended toall. Where the circumstances of 
either party render it ex ient to levy a revenue by way of impost on com- 
merce its om might be modified in that partic by mutual and 
equialenvt measures, preserving it entire in all others. 

Some nations, not yet ripe for free commerce in all its extent, might still 
be willing to mollify its restrictions and regulations for usin proportion to 
the advantages which an intercourse with us might offer. Particularly they 
may concur with us in reciprocating the duties to be levied on each side, or 


in eeees any excess of duty by equivalent advantages of another 
nature, 


Certainly the objection of Republicans who are conscientious 
protectionists is much more valid, for this bill is unquestionably 
a breach in the wall of protection and a step in the direction of a 
tariff for revenue and revenue only. 

Whether the sugar trust will or will not increase its dividends 
under the terms of this bill, whether the United States will re- 
ceive direct benefit or not, whether Cuba is bankrupt or only on 
the verge of bankruptcy, whether this bill is undemocratic or un- 
republican, there is an argument in favor of its enactment which, 
to my mind, rises above all other arguments, and that is what 
some gentlemen sneeringly call the sentimental argument, but 
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*‘adequate for the protection of life, property, and individual 
liberty.”’ 

Whether our action there was wise or foolish, right or wrong, 
we must bear the consequences. 

We are as much bound in honor as a nation to foster the mate- 
rial prosperity of Cuba, so that an adequate government can be 
maintained, as we were bound in honor to withdraw from the 
island the moment an adequate government was established. 

We have denied to Cuba the right to enter into intimate rela- 
tions with any other power. It is true that she may negotiate 
treaties of commerce with other countries, but were she to nego- 
tiate such treaties and to repudiate any of the obligations she 
might incur, as Latin-American republics have sometimes been 
known to do, the cocontracting power would be unable, either 
directly or indirectly, to even request her to live up to the terms 
of the treaty without having to answer to the United States. 

It is scarcely probable that any of the nations of Europe would 
care to enter into intimate commercial relations with a power 
that has been made irresponsible through our action. 

As we have made it impossible for Cuba to seek alliances else- 
where, it is a duty which we can not shirk to permit her to enter 
into the closest political and commercial relations with us. 

Cuba complied with the terms of the Platt amendment willingly 
and in good faith, trusting to the honor of the United States that 
our part of the bargain would be carried out. 

It is a stain on the national good faith which can never be re- 
moved, that the petty interests of a second-rate trust should have 
been considered of greater moment than the fulfillment of the 
word of honor of our great country 

Now, at last, after years of waiting, after the spectacle of an 
insolent lobby practically dominating the Congress, we propose 
to partially fulfill our pledge to Cuba by giving her this twopenny 
measure of relief which is warranted not to offend the suscepti- 
bilities of even the most sensitive trust in existence. 

Many believe that as the years go by a common destiny will 
draw the United States and Cuba closer and closer together until, 
in God’s good time, the Republic of Cuba will become an integral 
part of the greatest nation on earth. 

If Cuba is ever to throw in her lot with ours, she must do so 
voluntarily, having first been united to us in interests, in senti- 
ment, and in aspirations before she is united politically. 

The shortest road to union is by tearing down the barriers of 


| the prohibitive tariff which divides the two nations. Thestrongest 


plea that can be made to Cuban hearts is to excite their gratitude. 

We have made a solemn promise to Cuba. If a Republican 
majority in its might is only willing to partially keep that prom- 
ise, the blame and the shame rest with the Republican party. 

This bill is but a partial fulfillment of our obligation; but as 
we are confronted with the alternative of either not fulfilling 
that obligation at all or of only fulfilling it in part. there should 
be no difference of opinion upon this side of the Chamber as to 
the necessity of enacting the bill. 

It is not a question which should be considered in the light of 

rsonal preferences, of sectional feeling, or of private interests. 
it is a question which should be considered in the light of the 
duty and of the honor of the United States. [Loud applause on 
the Democratic side. } 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] twenty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is recognized 
for twenty minutes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I shail support the bill 
under consideration for ethical and political, rather than econom- 
icalreasons. When the Republic of Cuba was born into the family 
of nations its freedom was somewhat hampered by conditions and 
limitations imposed upon its sovereignty by this Government 
which are embodied in what is commonly known as the “ Platt 
amendment.’’ The status of Cuba is not that of a dependency, 


which really involves that greatest of all sentiments—the good | but its relationship with the United States is similar to that of a 


faith and the honor of the United States. ' 

Let me very briefly run over the history of the question which 
is before the House. 

In 1898 the United States recognized the independence of Cuba, 
but in 1901, by the terms of the so-called Platt amendment, we 
limited that independence and took Cuba within the sphere of in- 
fiuence of what some of our statesmen are pleased to call ‘the 
American system.”’ 

It is true that a republic has been established in Cuba and that 
we have withdrawn from direct participation in her government, 
but, none the less, the effect of the Platt amendment has been to 
— Cuba a dependency under the protection of the United 

Ss. 

I do not propose to criticise the wisdom or the folly, the justice 
or the injustice, of our action in 1901. The Platt amendment im- 
posed upon us an obligation of our own seeking, the obligation to 
preserve Cuban independence and to maintain a government 
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ualified suzerainty, and in view of the limitations imposed upon 


| the power of the new Republic affecting substantially its functions 


of international sovereignty, itis the solemn duty of this Gov- 
ernment to render adequate compensatory benefits to the infant 
State. It is a matter of common everyday justice, and Congress 
ought not to hesitate to give validity to the pending treaty upon 
this groundalone. If this country had permitted the Republic of 
Cuba to take a position among the powers of the earth withont a 
single limitation upon its freedom of action, it might be justly 
said that upon ethical grounds the United States ow:s no further 
duty to the island, but since the power of the new Republic to con- 
duct international affairs is so seriously limited by conditions im- 
upon its sovereignty by this country, our responsibility is 
such that we are under obligation to see that it does not suffer on 
account of our restrictions. 
The establishment of the independence of Cuba and the haul- 
ing down of the American flag, to be replaced by a new emblem 
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representing a new government of the people, by the people, and 
for the people, constitutes one of the proudest pages in American 
history, and we can not afford to mar or in any manner becloud 
that splendid act of justice and magnanimity by following it up 
with a narrow, selfish, and unjust commercial policy. This Gov- 
ernment stands sponsor for the new Republic, and the question of 
cost is a secondary consideration. We should either grant the 
reasonable requests of the Republic of Cuba respecting commer- 
cial and all other relations, or unqualifiedly abrogate the condi- 
tions that we imposed upon its sovereignty. In addition to this, 
Mr. Chairman, the location of Cuba, occupying as it does a com- 
manding position over the Gulf of Mexico and the Isthmus of 
Panama, makes it imperatively necessary from a political stand- 
point that in a large sense American influence shall control the 
policy of the island. It is truly within the sphere of our political 
influence, and conditions upon the island—political, social, and 
commercial—are and must forever be so intimately connected 
with our own affairs that prudence demands that our relations 
with the new Government shall be of the most intimate and cor- 
dial character possible. The close proximity of Cuba to the 
United States, and its intimate connection with our own peace 
and welfare, justified our interposition in the first instance and 
our conduct in securing its independence. It would be a policy 
of inexcusable stupidity for this country to now turn the island 
adrift and allow foreign influences to get a foothold in its com- 
mercial and political policy. It would be a practical abandon- 
ment of the principles that we professed in intervening to wrest, 
the island from further domination by the Kingdom of Spain. 
Furthermore, it is the belief of many of our people that the ulti- 
mate destiny of Cuba will be annexation to the United States. 
That eventuality can be justified only when the people of the island 
willingly consent to it. Weowe the new Government our sincere 
good willand encouragement in its independent national life, but 
if the time shall come when it is the judgement of the people of 
Cuba and of this country that annexation is the wiser policy for 
both, conditions ought to exist in the island that will make its 
assimilation more easily accomplished. But whether annexation 
shall ever be brought about or not the clear policy of the United 
States is to Americanize the new Republic as far as possible. Its 
political institutions are largely patterned after ours. Its national 
and social life ought to be brought into fuller harmony with our 
civilization, in order that peace and good will between this coun- 
try and that shall be permanently assured; and no pone tends 
more to knit peoples together into closer friendship than intimate 
commercial intercourse. Therefore, for political reasons alone, 
there is abundant justification for the enactment of the pending 
measure and the vitalizing the treaty that has been negotiated. 
> The pending parece Be that products from the island of 
‘Cuba shall be admitted into our ports at a rate of duty 20 per cent 
below those fixed by the Dingley law, and,asa matter of com- 
msation, products of the United States exported to Cuba are to 
admitted at preferential rates of from 20 to 40 per cent over 
other countries. Cuba, like all tropical and subtropical coun- 
tries at all developed, is a greater producer than consumer. 
‘Judged from a pure money basis, it is not likely that the United 
States will receive any material benefitsfrom thetreaty. I do not 
mean tosay that our trade with Cuba will not be increased, because 
it will, but what I mean is that we will probably yield more bene- 
fits from a commercial standpoint than we will receive. Sugar is 
the chief product of Cuba, and a reduction of 20 per cent of the 
tariff rate will amount to $7 a ton on the entire product of the 
island. The quantity of sugar consumed in the United States 
last year was something over 2,500,000 tons. The quantity im- 
ported from foreign countries was about 1,600,000 tons, and of 
= seven or eight hundred thousand tons were imported from 
As long as the product of Cuba is not sufficient to sati our 
foreign demand, the rebate of $7 a ton on sugar will wholly go 
into the pockets of the Cuban sugar grower, since there can not 
be two prices in the markets for the same commodity, and Cuba 
will have an advantage over all competitors of $7 aton. Itisnot 
to be supposed that Cuban sugar be sold any cheaper than 
sugar from Germany or Austria, soit is quite clear that the Cuban 
sugar producer will be the benefi of the rebate of $7 a ton 
until the Cuban product more than satisfies our demand for for- 
eign sugar. Thisis the object of the treaty. Itis designed to 
give the Cuban sugar grower the benefit of the substantial con- 
cession in order to promote development and to contribute to the 
general prosperity of the island. enever Cuba produces more 
than oe to satisfy the American demand, then the con- 
cession e in the tariff will be divided between the Cuban sugar 
producer and the rican sugar consumer. This is in accord- 
ance with economic law. The largest sugar uct in the island 
of Cuba was in 1894 and amounted to some g over a million 


tons. 
The development of the island, however, is in its infancy. It 
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has an area of about 44,000 square miles and a population of about 
a million six hundred thousand. When properly developed, as 
it will be if conditions are sufficiently encouraging, it has the ul- 
timate capacity to produce sugar enough to supply the entire 
world, and in my judgment, under the influence of the pending 
treaty, inside of five years Cuba will produce and send to this 
country every pound of sugar that will be necessary for us to 
bring from abroad. Theisland is exceedingly fertile and prolific. 
Its resources are large and its products are numerous. e only 
thing that seriously hampers rapid development in the island to- 
day is lack of a market for its sugar product and the want of an 
adequate labor supply. The island of Java is but little larger 
than Cuba, and its natural fertility and resources are no greater, 
but it has been developed and is to-day supporting a a of 
28,000,000 people. Cuba has the capacity to creditably and com- 
fortably maintain a population of from 10,000,000 to 15,000,000 
souls. This condition perhaps will not come about for a consid- 
erable period of time, Dut it is a condition that will ultimately 
come, and the power and influence of @ country so fertile and re- 
sourceful with so large a population will be a considerable factor 
in the politics and commerce of this country. 

In the a of Cuba there will be a large demand for 
iron products, for agricultural implements, machinery, and man 
things that the people of this country are able to supply, and, 
under the advantages we obtain by the provisions of the pending 
treaty, we ought in a large measure to supply all the things that 
may be required along the lines I have suggested in the develop- 
ment of the island. e will be benefited in a large measure by 
the terms of the treaty from the standpoint of trade. 

Our trade with foreign countries may be greatly increased 
under the influence of reciprocity treaties. If we are ane 
certain kinds of products from several competing nations an 
should negotiate with one, giving it material advantages in our 

rts, as a matter of course our trade with that country would 

greatly increased, but an increase of trade brought about by 
such conditions is not always a benefit, viewed from a purely com- 
mercial standpoint. An increase of trade is always a blessing to 
the country if it comes about by operation of natural law. In 
determining the question as to the advantages derived from an 
increase of trade, the question of concession and sacrifice is 
always an important factor. 

I confess I am not enamored of the policy of reciprocity as a 
means of promoting foreign trade. It is unscientific, and arrests 
and often destroys the operation of natural economic law. If 
our tariff policy were made up altogether of reciprocity agree- 
ments with commercial countries containing various and varied 
rates of duty upon similar commodities brought to our ports, 
competing countries for our trade would not occupy an equal 
footing, and the whole system of commerce would be artificial- 
ized and chaos and factitious forces would reign supreme. It 
seems to me that the wisest commercial policy for any country is 
to receive the products of foreign countries in its ports upon 
equal terms where impartial treatment is accorded it by those 
countries. I believe in the open-door policy, and by that I mean 
that we should treat all of the commercial countries impartially 
that deal with us according tothe same principle. The open-door 
policy, as I conceive it to be, means simply equal commercial 
treatment of foreign nations that do not discriminate against us. 
It is perfectly consistent with the policy of protection, and it en- 
courages a better feeling among foreign nations and at the same 
time puts producing countries seeking our markets upon an equal 
footing and allows those that can produce to the best advantage 
to have the full benefit of their superiority. 

I am discussing this question now from a purely commercial 
standpoint, and, as I said at the outset, Iam in favor of the pend- 
ing treaty with Cuba upon other unds. It is often the case 
that political considerations outweigh commercial considerations, 
and where this is true a country is perfectly justifiable in grant- 
ing trade concessions for the purpose of obtaining political advan- 
tages. Again, it is sometimes necessary for a country to enter 
into special trade relations with another country for the purpose 
of protecting itself against unjust treatment in the commercial 
world. The policy of retaliation is a most important weapon in 
the commercial armory, and it should always be used where it is 
necessary to secure fair and just treatment. 

Reciprocity, as a permanent commercial policy, in my judg- 
ment, can not be reconciled with the policy of protection as ex- 
emplified in the last two Republican tariff laws. Those laws were 
framed along the line of imposing a tariff upon products the like 
of which can be produced in this country, for the double purpose 
of raising revenue and encouraging the home industry. This is 
the essence of protection, as expressed in the McKinley law 
enacted in 1890 and the Dingley law enacted in 1897. Those laws 
admitted into this country of duty all commodities, not clas- 
sified as luxuries, the like of which can not be produced here. In 
negotiating reciprocity treaties it is necessary, of course, to make 
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trade concessions in favor of foreign countries, and where the 
tariff laws are framed for the double purpose of revenue and pro- 
tection, and customs are collected exclusively upon competitive 
products, no concessions can be made except upon competitive 
articles. The result must be that domestic manufacturers, seek- 
ing markets abroad under special trade arrangements, will urge 
the reduction of customs duties upon other products in order to 
secure better markets for their own. This policy creates discord, 
friction, and warring among our own industries and leaves the 
whole industrial situation in a condition of uncertainty and 
anxiety. 

If reckpoutly is to be the permanent commercial policy of this 
country, we should revise our tariff laws and impose duties upon 
articles the like of which we can not produce in order to have a 
basis for the negotiation of trade treaties. If we had a tariff 
upon coffee, we could say to the Republic of Brazil, ‘‘ We are pre- 
pared to make substantial reductions in favor of your coffee 

roducts if you will give us equivalent concessions for certain 
fines of our wares.”” This could be done without sacrificing the 
interests of any American industries and without breeding com- 
mercial and sectional wars among our own producers. The 
McKinley bill in 1890 greatly enlarged the free list, and Mr. 
Blaine criticiséd that historic measure on the ground that it gave 
away substantial customs duties without receiving a single con- 
cession in the way of preferential advantages in foreign markets 
in return. This I conceive to be the reciprocity policy advocated 
by Mr. Blaine, one of the most intelligent and consistent of a long 
line of able champions of the policy of protection. He believed that 
the tariff should not be abrogated upon noncompetitive articles, 
except upon receiving equivalent concessions in the markets of the 
countries producing and importing that class of commodities. 

That is the only kind of reciprocity that can be reconciled with 
a policy of protection. It is along the same line that Hon. Joseph 
Chamberlain is advocating the reconstruction of tariff duties in 
the British ports. He favors larger customs schedules, not for 
the purpose of protecting industries of the United Kingdom, but 
for the were of — the Imperial Government to accord 
preferential rates to the English colonies and other countries 
that care to enter into trade treaties with Great Britain. The 
principle is identical with the Blaine idea and, in my judgment, 
in view of the fact that ail the great powers of theearth are hedg- 
ing themselves about with protective laws, it is only a question 
of a few years when Great Britain will enact a general tariff law 
sufficient to enable her to grant preferences to her own colonies 
and to other countries where she may find it to her interest to do 
so. The limit upon my time only allows a brief reference to this 
great question, and I have only attempted to state a few general 
conclusions. I have endeavored to discriminate the pending 
= from what is commonly termed the “‘ general reciprocity 
policy.” 

There is much sentiment in this country in favor of more lib- 
eral trade relations with the Dominion of Canada, and there is 
much to justify that sentiment in the way of political argument. 
That is a question solely for the future. If a trade treaty should 
ever be negotiated with Canada, in my judgment it will be justi- 
fied mainly upon political grounds, and it does seem that the peo- 

le of the United States and the people of Canada ought to be 
und together by stronger ties of political and commercial unity 
than they are to-day. 

The Cuban treaty has my unqualified approval. If Cuba was 
cree situated so as to be without the proper sphere of 
American influence and we had no sponsorship for her national 
life, I probably would entertain different views ayon the subject. 
Two years ago I Can in a Republican caucus a bill authorizing 
reductions of tariff revenues in favor of Cuban products. My po- 
sition was based in the main upon the conditions contained in that 
bill. It provided that Cuba should not only make equivalent 
trade concessions, but that she should at the same time in the 
same connection ingraft upon her system of government our nat- 
uralization ao our labor-exclusion laws. It occurred to 
me then, and I believe that my position was right, that Cuba 
could not afford to comply with our demands. The labor situa- 
tion there is such that her policy may be to encourage laborers 
from forei 2 countries. This was our policy in the early days of 
the Republic, and it greatly promoted development and enhanced 
our prestige. 

e have arrived at a time in our national life when it is alto- 
gether proper and dient for us to impose rigid restrictions 
upon immigration and to prevent laborers coming here under 
contract altogether. This condition has not arrived yet in the 
history of the Republic of Cuba, and it occurred to me that it was 
unjust and unwise for us to impose any such conditions upon 
Cuba as a consideration for our making Commercial concessions 
which ought to have been made without hesitation or reluctance. 
I have no doubt that the pending treaty will soon become opera- 
tive, and I look forward to a revival of activity in the island of 


Cuba and a condition of rosperity which it has never enjoyed be- 
fore in ull its history. The American name and memory will be 
cherished by that grateful people more fully as the years go by, 
and it certainly will be a matter of pride to every American that 
this country has been the means of raising the ill-fated island 
from a position of destitution and dependence to that of prosperity 
and independence. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I now yield twenty minutes to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Dovetas]. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, after nearly two years of un- 
complaining expectancy—quiet waiting, but nevertheless hope de- 
ferred, our sister Republic of the south, whose birth as a nation 
we were so largely instrumental in bringing about, is still wait- 
ing for us to carry out those anticipations she had a right to ex- 
pect, which practically amounted to an absolute promise on our 
part that we would grant her, through the lowering of our tariff, 
the opportunity to market her products, chiefly sugar and tobacco, 
at a remunerative basis, she having lost her previous outlet by 
reason of the Spanish-American war, and it is hardly to the honor 
of our nation, the wish of our people, or the justification of her 
hopes that she is still knocking at our door and pleading for a 
relief which practically all admit is necessary for her commercial 
salvation. Let us therefore no longer delay or stay our hands, 
but at once redeem our pledge, if only to the degree we propose by 
the passage of this bill, and allow the 20 per cent reduction, so 
that Cuba may go her way with renewed hope in the building up 
of her own destiny. 

We need her sugar, we can use to advantage her tobacco, and 
should never have forced her to pay full duty on the crops of 1902 
and 1903 to the extent of about $10,000,000 when she could little 
afford the burden, after being devastated and impoverished by a. - 
cruel war. She is by adoption almost as close to us, and in actual 
distance closer, than our own newly born daughters of Porto Rico, 
Hawaii, and the Philippine Islands, yet we allow the two former 
absolute freedom of entry to our home ports and rebate on sugar 
and tobacco from the Philippines 25 per cent, which is likely be- 
fore long to be made 50 per cent, from our present tariff, as I note 
Senator Lopes has lately introduced a bill to that end, and from 
debates that took place in this House at the last session I judge 
such extra allowance would be favorably considered by this Con- 

ess. 

" believe now, as I did at the time of the former debate, in 1902, 
that 25 per cent to 30 per cent rebate should be given, and that 
it will do no serious harm to our American sugar-beet industry 
even if for a time capital might hesitate and the building of new 
factories would not be inaugurated, and I had then and have now 
slight sympathy with those who made so fierce a fight to retain 
the full duty on the theory it was necessary protection to any 
American industry (as most evidence appeared to the contrary), 
or that it would in any way imperil the general plan of protec- 
tion, which has been so potent a factor in the grand upbuilding of 
the greatest manufacturing industries in the world. We should 
remain loyal to our successfully tried system of protection, but 
not subservient to it, or make ourselves its abject slave, which 
some do on my side of the House, as it is our personal duty to ap- 
proach all such subjects on the broad lines of national honor and 
expediency, and not sectional interest. 

With the greatly improved methods of manufacture, and the 
gradual cheaper supply of beets through their culture on a large 
| scale, and the use of the by-products, we should be able to turn out 
| the refined sugar to meet competition, unless conditions greatly 

change and rapidly, Cuba also increasing her output and cheap- 
| ening it beyond any present calculations of the experts on the sub- 
ject to-day. 

Those who should be well posted claim that if the present duty 
has to be paid no money can be made, even if the plantations were 

| equipped with the best up-to-date machinery, and railroad con- 
nections built to bring the cane more cheaply to the centrales, but 
that 20 per cent reduction will enable the larger planters to real- 
ize a fair margin on the capital invested, but is hardly sufficient 
to warrant the smaller landowners to go to the expense of fertil- 
izing and erecting new works, and they will most likely have to 
sell out to the capitalist. 

There is one feature of this bargain I can not believe in so 
strongly as many seem to do, perhaps unthinkingly, and I say 








this in all good faith, as I am among the strongest advocates for 
an increased exportation of cur manufactured goods, and we 
should lose no fair opportunity to aid our exporters, as I believe 
exportation to be the salvation of our industries, and the only way 
in which we shall be able to maintain our rapid growth and up- 
hold even to a reasonable degree the present wage scale, which is 
so desirable. 

I question, however. the wisdom of the demand we have forced 
upon Cuba for trade concessions for our goods under the guise of 
fair reciprocal reciprocity. The term reciprocity means merely 


the same thing as the swapping of horses among men or jackknives 
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between boys, and it might be much better for the entire world 
if all granted uniform tariff laws to all others on goods crossing 
the ocean or border, which would avoid jealousy and discrimina- 
tion, and I am glad to know the last speaker [Mr. CRUMPACKER] 
agrees with mein these views. In any reciprocity treaty one party 
must get the better of the other. 

All countries have a perfect right to adopt a tariff to suit their 
special needs, and no one can complain; but so soon as they give 
privileges to one nation and not another, this is clear discrimina- 
tion and invites retaliation. I will frankly adinit, by reason of 
the circumstances surrounding our relations with Cuba, it is 
more reasonable and allowable we should proceed on the lines we 
aa than would apply generally, and the same thing can be 
said about Canada; but that does not change the principles in- 
volved. Circumstances will at times make reciprocity desirable, 
even necessary, and the lesser of two evils; but it will most 
always be dangerous. 

We can give Cuba 20 per cent reduction in duty for products, 
including raw sugar, and few can object, although it shuts out 
the sugar of the English West Indies, which now goes to Canada 
as its market, receiving a lower duty, as coming from an English 
colony; but when we ask similar allowances for ourselves, rang- 
ing from 20 per cent to 40 per cent on American goods sent to 
that island, is it true we do her no harm, or, rather, is it not true 
we really injure her and also the feelings of outside powerful na- 
tions who may remember it, and to our own detriment? 

It is admitted and well known that Cuba raises her revenue to 
run the country practically entirely from her customs, and if we 
to-day do 30 per cent or more of the trade this must mean cutting 
down her revenue accordingly, and, as it is stated frankly on this 
floor that our further desire and object is to drive out other 
nations’ goods, so as to secure a larger share of her business for 
ourselves—in fact, practically all of it if we can—doesit not follow 
if we are successful that we force on her a still larger heavy 
shrinkage of her revenue, which may be serious to her finances? 
Is it not again true, although I have not heard it mentioned, that 
already Cuba has in contemplation this result, and that she admits 
she may be forced to raise her tariff all around to offset the loss 
she is likely to sustain? 

I fail to see how, under such conditions, we will cheapen the 
cost of our goods for her benefit, which has been put to us so 
strongly, but rather that we will increase the cost of all importa- 
tions to her people and largely those she must have from other 
nations, as I doubt if the greatest optimist among us will not ad- 
mit there are some articles she will by inclination and preference 
or necessity desire to obtain from others. Let us hope this event- 
uality may not be necessary for her to face, as she can little afford 
at present to pay high prices for her necessities, and as a non- 
manufacturing nation she is dependent on the outside for most 


all the general requirements of her people. We naturally should | 


have pride, as our esteemed leader on this side has said, in doing 


the larger share of Cuban trade; but with that island almost at | 


our doors it can hardly be either satisfactory or a source of glori- 
fication on our part to think or admit that our manufacturers, who 
boast of world conquest, must have a bounty in their favor of 20 
per cent to 40 per cent against all others to enable them to hold 
what they now have and secure a larger foothold in said island. 

One of the speakers referred to various items in which we 
should largely increase our trade, as whisky, soap, shoes, etc.; but 
there are other reasons besides reduction ef duty which enter into 
such matters. In the case of whisky, for instance, the Cubans 


have for years used Scotch whisky, and it will be necessary for | 


cur distillers to educate them up to the taste of Bourbon and rye 


used, except the common variety, is highly perfumed, costly, and 
not such at present as we can supply to advantage. Shoes, also, 
they mostly take from France and Spain, and the same are 
specially manufactured for their market, and our people will have 
rahe their requirements carefully before they can capture the 
trade. 

I doubt if buta few of our industries need the rena and 
question whether our manufacturers themselves ask for this dis- 
crimination in their favor, and some to whom I have spoken 
state frankly they do not, or that it is wise to give it. If on 
—— bases the business is not possible it might well pass us. 
This leads us up to consider the grave and important question of 
the ultimate benefit of obtaining output for our goods by this hot- 
house process misnamed “‘ reciprocity.’’ I sincerely hope it will 
turn out to our benefit and that we shall have noday of reckoning 
or later lose more in other markets than we gain in Cuba; but let us 
consider if we can count onthis. It is doubtful, and when speak- 
ing on this subject in April, 1902, I called the attention of the 
House to such risk and the dangerous ition we were forcing, 
as few of the speakers.either thought of thiscontingency or men- 
tioned it in their remarks, althoughsqme have done so in this de- 
bate, and now again I take the present opportunity to once more 
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strongly urge it to be given consideration, as during the past 
twelve months it has been made plain to us that powerful interests 
with whom we are already or may shortly be at war commercially 
do not like and will not quickly aco or tolerate our going ahead 
continually, as opportunity offers, taking away ther inherent sup- 
posed rights and privileges to trade in markets heretofore open to 
them on equal bases withourselves. We seem willing to feather 
our own business nests by plucking the plumage from the commer- 
cial body of England, Germany, France, and other nations, and 
blindly shut our eyes to trade retaliation that may swiftly follow. 

Our friend from Virginia who spoke so well and gave us many 
new ideas to consider tries to put all our loss of business abroad 
on the grand Republican Dingley tariff act, but fails to see that 
while other nations may not like our high tariff at home, they 
can not justly complain, if we will bear the burden, so long as 
we do not discriminate, but so soon as we do, by reciprocal deals 
and shutting-out processes, they then find justification in decid- 
ing to put up a barrier against usin markets they control at home 
or abroad. 

We are rather boastful to-day, and appear to fancy ourselves 
greatly, but must not forget that there are several other nations 
on this earth who have more markets subject to their pleasure 
than ourselves (leaving out our home market in this statement), 
and said ports of entry for our goods on equal tariff bases with 
all others is of the utmost necessity to us, as we may be shipping 
many millions in value tosaid countries. As likely the best illus- 
tration, we will take England, and all of us are aware of the seri- 
ous thought she is now giving to this issue, and how Mr. Cham- 
berlain is endeavoring to secure from that country an acceptance 
of his views, which are certainly not likely to help the United 
States, which country he states he looks upon as his most power- 
ful trade adversary. 

He at present wishes to bring about by his personal propaganda 
reciprocal relations, not so much with foreign countries—that will 
come later—but with their own colonies, which is more easy of 
arrangement. Canadahasgrantedit. Australiaand New Zealand 
are about granting a 10 per cent (at least) reduction on English 
goods. South Africa, it is said, will shortly follow with 5 to 10 
per cent, and India, Ceylon, and the West Indies, and such places 
in China, etc., also the Crown colonies, or those under control by 
what is termed *‘ spheresof influence,’’ can readily be brought into 


| line. May we not easily lose many millions more in these markets 


alone than we will gain in those where we have seen fit to close 
the door in favor of ourselves? Time alone will tell; but we shall 
be forced to act on the defensive, and that is always objectionable. 
Mr. Chamberlain has already assailed us bitterly for shutting 
them out.of our-newly acquired colonies, where England has traded 
for centuries, and in several of his recent speeches he has not been 
sparing in his remarks regarding the likely action we will take in 
Cuba. We must remember England’s colonies are intensely loyal 
to the mother country; they look to her for protection from for- 
eign enemies; their moneyed relations to her are as close as those 
of blood, and these causes alone are worth to her 10 per cent in 
the way of preference in placing business, and if a reduction is 
then made of 10 per cent actual benefit we can wisely count it as 
20 per cent in her favor. 

Germany also is agitating and agitated over this position of 
ours, and her newspaper articles have lately been very bitter. And 
who can blame her if she retaliates at home and abroad, as she is 
to-day the most aggressive nation in Europe searching for new 
markets? We can not ride several hobbies or horses at the same 
time, and it is rather foolish to show such indignation and dis- 


) tast | may if we are differentiated against, when we play thesame game 
before we can expect to do much in this line. The soap chiefly | 


if the chance offers. 

The open door for American goods has become the platform cry 
for our statesmen and speakers, but they seemingly forget the 
closed doors in the United States, Porto Rico, Hawaiian andi 
Philippine islands, and, lastly, Cuba. 

I sympathize with the speakers on the Democratic side who sa 
they are willing to take tariff reduction for ourselves throug 
reciprocity whenever and wherever they can get it; but it wiil 
probably be found unwise to mix = the questions too frequently 
in this way, as we will by so doing finally have so many different 
rates of duty on the same article, even if with different nations, 
that it will be difficult to recognize the Dingley Act in due course. 

I accept as correct and agree with those on both sides of the 
House who feel that it is time to revise and cut down a large 
number of our present duties, some drastic cuts being necessary, 
as we are fostering combinations and manufacturing interests 
beyond what is necessary and to the detriment of the people and 
our ultimate welfare, but this work should be done as a measure 
by itself and by the Republican side of the House to avoid extreme 
action and unwise legislation. 

No amendments are possible under this bill, while several seem 
desirable, and so only for the sake of record it is necessary to say 
I should have advocated a special duty concession beyond the 20 
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per cent if products of Cuba come to our shores in an American 
vessel. We have but few deep-water vessels, and any encourage- 
ment we can give to them is our clear duty. ; z f 

Reference was made to a fleet of American ships trading with 
Cuba and then sailing farther on down the coast to South America, 
invading and securing for American industries that splendid mar- 
ket which should become so valuable to us in the future; but it is 
with sincere regret, we must admit, that said fleet is but a phantom 
one, and likely to remain so, unless the Republican party moves 
more quickly than they have in the past to redeem their pledges 
and do something to again restore the Stars and Stripes on the 
ocean. Every American who loves his country can not but hope 
for action. I doubt, however, if we will be able to obtain 20 per 
cent to 40 per cent ial concession on our goods from the 
southern republics unless we do more than we are at present doing 
to obtain their good will and confidence. eee) 

We must all admit that the dignified and successful manner in 
which Cuba has so far administered her affairs is vastly to her 
credit, and shows her people are seemingly more capable of self- 
constraint, control, and good government than was predicted or 
anticipated by many in this House. This legislation, I believe, 
is only a beginning, however, and that her ultimate destiny will 
be closer relationship with us, if not finally an absolute merger 
of her affairs in our national life. It is per well she had ad- 
versity at the start, as likely the real time of trial and risk for 
her will come when she attains prosperity. Hard times brings 
individuals and the ple of a nation together. Affluence le 
to temptations and dissensions. 

Heartily glad, however, should we be—even if many of us on 
both sides desire absolute union—that it now appears likely to 
come slowly and gradually, as it will prove beyond a doubt the 
honesty of our position as her protector and redeemer from Spain, 
and that we had no selfish motive so far as her freedom was in 
question; and this will oblige the civilized world to give us credit 
for disinterestedness, which was questioned by some at the close 
of the late war. [Applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. r. Chairman, I now yield fifteen minutes to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MORRELL. | 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I am rejoiced that we are so 
soon to determine what was a vexed question—what our duties 
are and are not in relation to Cuba. Since the question was first 
agitated our duties have been so well defined by the sentiment of 
the country at large, as first a by the press and later by 
the sentiment which we find existing among the Members of 
Congress assembled in this extraordinary session, not) merely on 
the Republican side of the Chamber but equally by our colleagues 
on the Democratic side, that there is practically nothing left but 
for us to all join hands and vote for the bill. 

There is, however, a principle involved, and a principle to my 
mind as interesting to the Democratic side of the House as it is to 
this. The distinguished conservative body of gentlemen who 
conduct their deliberations at the other end of the Capitol 
have certain prerogatives sacred in their eyes, and, as far as I 
know, never interfered with or encroached upon by this body at 
this end of the Capitol. We have, as they have, certain preroga- 
tives which I had always understood were sacred to us—prerog- 
atives as dear to us as those which they enjoy and as sacred to 
us as their a are to them. ong the prerogatives 
which they have is the treaty-making power, the power of con- 
firmation or rejection of appointments, and others, all jealously 
yep Two of the greatest prerogatives which we have are, 
first, one which we guard and make operative by our own action 
in adopting the rules which govern the procedure in this body— 
namely, the power to enact legislation, a power which we, under 
this rule, repens to put into force at 4 o’clock on next Thursday 
afternoon. other of these prerogatives, equally dear to us, and 
in fact I may say practically mandatory under the Constitution, 
is the prerogative that all measures affecting the revenue must 
emanate in the House of Representatives, they being the only body 
directly chosen by the people. This question, to my mind, as I 
said before, is equally as dear to the Democratic side of the House 
as it is to the Republican. 

The report of the Committee on Ways and Means does not en- 
tirely satisfy me. That report admits that this is legislation 
respecting taxation. And it matters not, in my opinion, whether 
such legislation may be referred to the second section or to the 
eighth section of the first article of the Constitution; it is still 
limited by the seventh section, which provides that “all bills for 
raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives.”’ 
In my opinion a literal compliance with the language of that 
section is a conditional precedent and one which must be per- 
formed in its entirety before any revenue bill can rightfully be- 
come a law. And while section 7 has never been brought direct] 
and squarely before the Supreme Court for interpretation with 
reference to acts of Congress, yet I have found analogous cases 
which fully sustain my contention—cases in which that court has 


interpreted clauses of State constitutions limiting the taxing power 
of the legislature. 

The last of these cases was decided last March, and is reported 
in the one hundred and ninetieth volume of United States Su- 
poe Court Reports, at page 107. Another is reported in 180 

nited States Reports, at page 506. Both of these cases com- 
pletely sustain my view. Besides these, there are two others re- 

in 94 United States and 105 United States. The essence 
of all these decisions is that the manner of enactment of a statute 
is of its substance; and hence, that when the Constitution plainly 
directs that bills of a certain kind shall originate in a certain 
manner or body and receive certain prescribed sanctions, those 
directions are a condition precedent to the validity of the act. 
(180 U. S., 315, 322.) 

Mr. Chairman, let us consider this bill in the light of the prin- 
ciple thus judicially established. The committee report says: 

That power of taxation is expressly lodged in the Congress. (Sec.§8, Article 
I of the Constitution.) Section 7 of the same article provides that all bills 
for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives. It is not 
intended here to cite authorities or advance reasons on this proposition. The 
records of Congress abound with unrefuted arguments on the affirmative of 
this contention, and the practice of Congress has been uniformly in the same 
direction. 

There is no dispute, then, as to what the constitutional require- 
ment is. The question arises, however, as to what it means; and 
that I shall endeavor to show by its history. 

I think I can show that it does not mean the mere acquiescence 
of the House in the action of the Senate on measures raising rey- 
enue or fixing conditions upon which the House may originate 
bills for raising revenue; that the Constitution gives that right to 
the House unconditionally and indefeasibly, and that the reason 
for its so doing is to be found in the principle that taxation and 
representation under our governmental system must always go to- 
gether. I admit that every treaty ‘‘ requiring the payment of 
money,’’ from the first of them to the last, has been referred to 
Congress to make the necessary appropriations of money. That 
is because no money can be drawn from the Treasury except in 
consequence of appropriations made by law and not by treaty. 
It could not have been otherwise under the Constitution. But 
this is not an appropriation bill. To show how far it differs from 
such a bill let me read another paragraph from the report of the 
committee, in which it is admitted that the true function of the 
bill is not to appropriate money tocarry into effect a valid treaty, 
but to make an invalid convention with Cuba valid. The report 
says: 

To render the convention valid it is necessary to enact into law the lan- 
guage of the proviso of Article VIII, ‘‘and no sugar, the product of any other 
oreign country, shall be admitted by treaty or convention into the United 
States while this convention is in force at a lower rate of duty than that pro- 
vided by the tariff act of the United States approved July 24, 1897." To enact 
these words into law would be to admit by implication that duties could. be 
lowered by treaty or convention. Your committee can not consent to this 
po nor is it believed that such an admission would be sanctioned 

y any Member of the House. The bill, therefore, adds the following saving 
clause at the conclusion of this proviso: ‘‘And provided further, That nothing 
herein contained shall be held or construed as an admission on the part of 
the House of Representatives that customs duties can be changed otherwise 
than by an act of Congress, originating in said House.” This proviso, in the 
judgment of your committee, preserves the contention of the House as to its 
rights and prerogatives under the Constitution. ‘ 

Mr. Chairman, if the proviso of Article VIII of the convention 
can not be accepted by the House directly, it can not be accepted 
by it indirectly, by adding a new proviso to it, as is done in this 
bill. This last proviso is a mere declaration, like those recently 
inserted in the District of Columbia and Indian appropriation 
bills, respecting the policy of Congress, which the courts have 
declared nugatory. It amounts to nothing. It is a mere pretext 
for doing per obliquum what can not be done per directum. But 
if it were otherwise, this House has no right to tie its hands by 

ing any law respecting taxation which the people of the 
nited States may not honorably, and of their own free will and 
mere motion, repeal, amend, or alter, without reference to the 
consent of any other people. I say this House has no right, or 
wer, or pretense of right to tie its own hands in this way. 
Neither has it the power to tie the hands of the American people 
in this way. And if it is true, as the report says, that ‘* foreign 
countries, in making treaties with us, are bound to take notice of 
the requirements of our Constitution,’ is it not equally true, and 
far more reasonable, that we are ourselves charged here with 
notice of these requirements? Are we not charged with knowl- 
edge of the history and meaning of the provision that all bills for 
raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives? 

Mr. Chairman, the exclusive right of this House to originate 
bills for raising revenue, according to the authority conferred by 
the seventh section of the first article of the Constitution, can not 
be surrendered or compromised without inflicting a fatal wound 
upon our entire system of government. The great principle on 
which the English monarchy was established by the revolution of 
1688 was that there should be no taxation without representation— 
that the people, who were to pay the taxes, must decide, through 
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their immediate representatives in Parliament, what amount and 
what kind of taxes they were willing to pay, and should have the 
right of withholding from the Government the very means of 
existence, if necessary, in order to procure redress of grievances. 
This right of the people to act through delegates responsible to 
themselves alone was claimed as the only sure remedy for viola- 
tions of the right of petition. The petitions of the people had 
been despised by irresponsible kings, who had been able to col- 
lect money from them without their consent, and had used it to 
hire standing armies for the enslavement of the people. This 
great principle was the citadel of English liberty, and, as Madison 
says, it was the germ of American independence. 

After this bill passes it can not be repealed or amended without 
the consent of the Senate, in which the States are represented 
equally without regard to population or wealth. Its passage will 
therefore be a clear infraction of the spirit of the Constitution. 
** Nothing is clearer,’’ said Chief Justice Fuller in the income-tax 
cases, ‘‘ than that what the Constitution intended to guard against 
was the exercise by the General Government of the power of di- 
rectly taxing persons and property within any State through a 
majority (in Congress) made up from other States.”’ (157 U. S&., 
582.) The idea was that the people, according to their numbers, 
should participate, through their representatives here, in all mat- 
ters of taxation, and without any limitation as to time except 
that which provided for biennial elections. And in this the Chief 
Justice merely expressed in another form the views of Franklin 
in his letter to Governor Shirley in 1754. In that famous letter, 
“concerning the voice of the people in choosing rulers by whom 
taxes are imposed,’’ Franklin said: 

Il apprehend that excluding the people of the colonies from all share in the 
choice of the grand council will give extreme dissati tion as well as the 
taxing them by act of Parliament where they have no representation. It is 
very possible that the General Government might be as well and faithfully 
administered without the people as with them; but where heavy burdens are 
to be laid upon them it has been found useful to make it as much as possible 
their own act, for they bear better when they have, or think they have, some 
share in the direction. (2 Franklin’s Works, 376, 377.) 

But here it is proposed to deprive the people of any share in 
levying or repealing taxes so long as the President and the Senate 
see fit to continue in force this convention with Cuba. ‘It may 
be for years, and it may be forever.’’ . It arms the Government 
with perennial resources, and forms a precedent for making such 
resources sufficient, to maintain a standing army of any size, 
whereas the constitutional provisions for biennial elections and 
for limiting appropriations for armies to two years show that the 
framers of the Constitution intended to prohibit all such legislation. 

The whole history of the Constitution and the Revolutionary 
period shows that the principle embodied in section 7 of the first 
article was deemed essential to the security of the liberties of the 
people, and that unless it had been incorporated into the Con- 
stitution that instrument would never have been adopted. The 
Journals of Congress, the Madison Papers, The Federalist, Elliott’s 
Debates, and all the books of that period teem with discussions of 
this “first grand right of the people,’ showing how deeply the 
men of those days took this matter to heart. Judge Story, in his 
great work on the Constitution, emphasizes the importance of the 
seventh section of the first article, and Judge Cooley,in his notes 
on Story’s work, refers with approval to the Dawes resolution, 
passed by this House in 1872, and to the action of the Senate with 
regard to that resolution. (Story on Constitution. sec. 880, note.) 

I have not the time necessary for reading these authorities, but 
I refer to them as sustaining my contention throughout, and as 
showing why I feel justified in offering a mild protest against 
this bill in its present form, in spite of the fact that so many able 
lawyers and eminent statesmen seem satisfied with it. I shall 
vote for it out of deference to the opinion of the majority of my 
colleagues and the general sentiment throughout the country 
among Democrats and Republicans alike that we owe a still fur- 
ther duty to Cuba. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, unless there is some one on this 
side who desires to take the floor at this time, I will yield thirty 
minutes of my time to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WiL- 
LIaMs], to be used at this time by the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. BurGeEss]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Burcess] 
is recognized. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman does not seem to be present at 
this moment. I yield this time, Mr. Chairman, only on condition 
thai it is to be used this afternoon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Arkansas [ Mr. See tae minutes. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. i , I had the pleasure of listening 
yesterday to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLzELL]}, 
who in the course of his remarks indicated that he was talking for 
the benefit of the new Members of the present Hopse, which por- 
tion of the address of the gentleman was alluded to this morning 
in a very clever manner, indeed, by the gentleman from Missouri 
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{[Mr. CLARK]. I have not had the pleasure of meeting the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, but I hope to do so during the session of 
this Congress, and hope that our relations throughout its sitting 
will be of the most amicable character. If he intended his re- 
marks for our information only, I thank him for the part that 
was intended forme. Butif it was for the purpose of attempt- 
ing to discredit the Democratic party in the course taken at the 
time mentioned by him, I respectfully decline to give it heed and 
will now dismiss it from my thoughts. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will address myself to the measure that 
is pending before the House. I favor it, because it has upon it 
the brand of Democratic reciprocity. Aslunderstand reciprocity, 
when it is boiled down to its final analysis it means ‘‘ Do unto 
others as you would have them do unto you,’’ or give and take. 
I understand from the provisions of this measure that we are to 
receive from the Cuban Government the benefit of from 20 to 45 
per cent reduction of the Cuban duty on the products of the soil 
and of the factories and furnaces of the United States that find 
their way to the Cuban ports, and that we are to extend to that 
Republic a fair and amicable tariff rate or toll upon the products 
of the toil of the laborers of that island of the sea that they see 
fit to export to our shores. 

I believe in reciprocity to the core. I believe it ought to be 
taught in every valley and upon every hill. I believe it ought to 
be practiced in all communities, as well as between all nations. 
I believe in a reciprocity that says to those who advocate the 
great canal upon the South and asks the assistance of those in the 
North to dig it, that they ought to be willing to accord to those 
of the North the privilege of cutting theircanal from the Hudson 
River to the Great Lakes and assist them in doing it, thereby 
opening up those great waterways to the great waterway of the 
earth—the Atlantic Ocean. I believe in a reciprocity that says to 
the people of the West, in the arid region, ‘‘ If you will help us to 
take the water off of our lands in the South, lying along the 
banks and in the basins adjacent to the great Father of Waters, 
we are in favor of helping you to put water upon your arid lands.”’ 
I believe in a reciprocity that says to England, nay, to all tho 
other governments of the world, that if they will allow us to in- 
troduce our products into their empires and provinces at a fair 
and equitable reciprocal basis we are willing to allow them to in- 
troduce theirs into our great nation upon the same terms. Such 
a course seems to be just, and I believe the conditions are ripe 
for it. 

It has virtually been said upon the floor of this House by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], the leader upon the 
other side, that the time was ripe for it, and I was surprised at 
one or two admissions that he made in his speech on yesterday. 
He must have made it believing in the absolute security and 
certainty of his reelection from his own Congressional district, 
and because of a feeling of great confidence in the position his 
party has taken upon this bill, believing that it has adopted a 
reciprocal policy that will continue it in power in spite of his sui- 
cidal admissions. He said that— 

It seemed to us [the Republican party] that it was incumbent upon us as a 
great nation out of our wealth, out of our surplus in the Treasury, out of 
our ae taxation, which greatly exceeds our expenditures, to do 
gens for the Republic of Cuba, and hence this bill was brought into the 

The only conclusion that I can draw from his language just 
quoted is that there is an exorbitant, unjust, and unnecessary 
taxation resting upon the toiling masses of this country that is 
actually overflowing its Treasury, and that out of the overflowing 
Treasury we can well spare $6,000,000 of our excess revenues at 
this time by way of reciprocity with Cuba. I agree with the gen- 
tleman that we can spare the six millions of our revenue that 
will be cut off in that way, and I go further and say that if the 
Treasury is overflowing, if taxation is greater than the needs 
of our Government demand or require, why can we not cut off 
more of this excessive revenue and let it remain in the hands of the 

ple, where it rightfully belongs and where it will circulate 
through the channels of trade until all our people will have felt 
its beneficial presence? 

It has been argued upon this floor that this is a Republican 
measure. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] went so 
far as to say that he wanted it to retain its Republican features 
to the extent that Democrats would not try to swear the parentage 
of it over to this side of the House. Sir, we deny that the reci- 

rocity feature of the bill is in any wise related to any defined 
publican policy. There are two features of the measure, how- 
ever, that I will guarantee no Democrat will ever try to swear 
over this way. One is that which attempts to bind us—though 
it can not under the law do such a thing—for the period of five 
years against the further reduction of the tariff upon sugar 
imported from any other country, because of the reciprocal rela- 
tion that will exist between us and Cuba under the provisions of 
the bill. Weclaim that to be a Republican feature, and we do 
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not want it to mar the beauty of our Democratic child, reci- 


procity. ‘ . 

pon SE Republican feature expressed in the bill is that which 
fails and refuses to extend the provisions of the measure so that 
it will take in the refined article as well asthe crude. Weunder- 
stand, however, that to extend the provisions of the bill to refined 
sugar would be a blessing to the people and a check upon the ab- 
normal gains of the sugar trust, is why it is left free from its pro- 
visions. We know that it is not the policy of the Republican 
party to help the people where their interests are in conflict with 
the interests of the trusts. Therefore we are glad to say to the 
gentleman from Ohio, “‘ You are welcome to the last-named fea- 
tures of the bill. Nurse them, cherish them as you will. No 
Democrat will ever recognize them as being the features of the 
Democratic child of reciprocity.’’ But as to the reciprocity fea- 
ture of it that says to Cuba, ‘‘ If you will allow our products to 
enter your ports at from 20 to 40 per cent reduction we will allow 
yours to enter ours at a reduction of 20 per cent of our — 
tariff,’’ we say that it is a Democratic feature, and no Repub- 
lican can claim it as his offspring or disguise it so it will not be 
known to its own. It istrue that Democracy finds her child of 
reciprocity in bad company in this instance, but a loving parent 
never fails or refuses to recognize its own beeause it happens to 
fall into bad company fora time. Reciprocity has been preached, 
taught, and practiced by Democrats since the formation of our 
Government, and we are not going to be frightened out of voting 
for this bill by the cry of ‘‘ Republican measure.”’ 

Sir, there are not Republicans and sugar planters enough be- 
tween Nantucket on the east and Yuba Dam on the west to keep | 
us from voting for the bill. I understand, sir, that individual 
Republicans have from time to time favored the great principle 
of reciprocity between nations. It was recognized as a living, 
ae question by the greatest Republican statesman that ever 
sat in the chair that you now occupy, in my judgment—the Hon. 
James G. Blaine—but, notwithstanding all his brilliancy, ability, 
and statesmanship, he could not bring his pa. to accept his 
views and practice what he attempted to teach. The much- 
lamented and illustrious McKinley also embraced the doctrine of 
reciprocity a short time before the close of his life. He realized 
that the time had come when we could no longer narrow our 
transactions to the confines of our own country, and that it was 
necessary for us to reach out for broader fields in which to market | 
our rapidly increasing commerce. 

Mr. Chairman, I have great faith in the possibilities of this 
grand Union of ours when she has surely launched her reciprocal 
bark upon the great ocean of commerce. I believe it is strong | 
enough in its matchless resources and superior citizenship to car- 
ry its trade, in peace, to the vast expanses of civilization. And, 
sir, I believe we are too great to desire trade upon other than 
peaceful terms with any country. I do not believe it necessary, 
wise, or just to attempt to gain markets or trade by the sword. 
Coercion will never make a contented or profitable customer. 
Nations have no more right to obtain trade by the bayonet than | 
a merchant has witha gun. I donot believe in that class of trade 
that requires hundreds of millions of dollars to be spent in an at- 
tempt to pacify a batch of crude islanders in an effort to open up 
a market in which we might sell a few bales of cotton, bushels of 
corn and wheat, barrels of flour, or pounds of meat. It would be 
infinitely better from every conceivable view to take the money 
that has been expended upon our island possessions and spend it 
upon the rivers and harbors of this great country. With it we 
could have leveed the a River on both sides from its 
source to its mouth. It would have channeled out all of the 
smaller navigable rivers, giving to them all of the necessary locks 
and dams, and in leveeing and channeling out our own streams 
we would have opened up the most fertile valleys of the earth, in 
which billions of dollars’ worth of produce could have annually 
been added to the commerce of the world and thousands and thou- 
sands of happy and prosperous homes filled with intelligent Cau- 
casian inhabitants would have been erected, that would have 
been a great addition and mighty help to this Commonwealth. 

Is there any hope that the Philippines will produce such a happy 
condition or add such greatness to our nation? Mr. Chairman, 
reciprocity is one of the test thoughts of this or any other 
age. Its free adoption will put a stop to our ‘overflowing taxa- 
tion,” it will remove burdens of labor from the bended backs of 
the toiling people, it will tear down the high tariff wall that is a 
menace to our own people as well as to all the nations of the 
earth. It will a. the great Chamberlain in his mad rush to 
close the doors of the English markets against us. It will open 
bt free and mutually beneficial commerce between us and Can- 
ada, South America, Germany, France, Russia; nay, sir, I may 
truthfully say, between all the nations of the earth and us, all of 
which can be done without the of a horn or the firing of a 
gun. It seems to me, sir, that the ission of the gentleman 

m New York [Mr. Payne] that “‘ we believed at the time of 








| provided by law, on all sugars above No. 16, 


the adoption of the Dingley tariff act that a lower rate of duty 
was ample protection to encourage and foster the beet-sugar in- 
dustry, we believed that a lower rate of duty was sufficient to take 
care of the sugar industries of the States of Louisianaand Texas,”’ 
and then in the face of that belief adopted the high-tariff provi- 
sion of the Dingley law upon the subject of sugar, is enough to 
discredit him and his party before the American. people and be- 
fore the world. By his declaration he virtually admits that his 
party has taken 20 per cent too much money out of the pockets 
of the consumers of this country upon the sugar schedule alone. 
Then, in the name of reason and good conscience, I ask, how much 
has his party extorted from them upon other schedules of the bill? 
Can the people stand such extortion? Will they longer stand it 
is de} question of the hour. [Loud applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.} The Chair hears none. The gentleman from North 
Carolina is recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I had not 
intended to debate the pending bill, but I feel constrained to do 


so to-day in the limited time allotted to me because f believe that 
this bill is a step in the direction of tariff reform and the breaking 
down of the high rates of the Dingley tariff law of July 24, 1897, 
and because I hope it may prove also a step in the direction of 


freer trade relations with other countries, including the Dominion 
of Canada, thereby benefiting the people and constituency whom 
I have the honor to represent. 

As a Democrat and in common with the Democratic Members 
of the House, I would like to see the bill amended and put upon 
it the amendment proposed by the Democratic minority, which 
was known in the last Congress as the Morris amendment, adopted 
in the Fifty-seventh Congress as an amendment to the reciprocity 
bill with Cuba then pending, and which was passed by the united 
action of the Democratic minority and the Republicans interested 
in the manufacture of beet sugar. This amendment provided 


| that— 


There shall be levied, collected, and paid, in lieu of the duties thereon now 
f Dutch standard in color, and on 
all sugar which has gone through a process of refining, imported into the 


| United States 1.825 cents per pound. 


The effect of this amendment would be to strike from the tariff 
laws the differential duty upon refined sugar, thereby benefiting 
the consumers of refined sugar in this country. 

The bill should also be amended, in my opinion, as proposed by 
the Democratic minority, by striking out that clause which pro- 
vides that during the life of the treaty with Cuba, for five years, 
there shall be no further reduction of the duty upon Cuban sugar 
imported into the United States and that no sugar the product 
of any other foreign country shall be admitted during said period 
into the United States at a lower rate of duty than that provided 


| by the Dingley tariff law. 


In other words, the United States shall grant no other country 
any reduction of duty upon sugar during the life of the treaty and 
no further reduction than 20 per cent shall be granted to Cuba 
during said time. I do not think such provision legally binding 
upon a future Congress. 

But under the rule adopted by the Republican majority the 
Democratic Members of the House are unable to secure the adop- 
tion of these two amendments. Under these circumstances, and 
in accordance with the caucus resolution of the Democratic party, 
I am in favor of this bill, while I opposed the rule which seeks to 
pass it without the Democratic amendments I have mentioned. 
Iam for the bill, first, because I believe, with the distinguished 
gentleman from New York [Mr. McCLeiiay}, that it is a step 
in the direction of tariff reform and is a breach in the excessively 
high tariff wall erected around the country by the Dingley tariff 
law. I believe that a revision of the high protective rates of this 
law is necessary to the American people and demanded by the 
American consumer. 

These rates are not only unjust and oppressive to the people, 
but, as was well said on yesterday by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Swanson], the effect of these high rates is to induce 
many of the nations of the world at this time to so modify their 
policy with respect to the tariff as to resort to retaliatory meas- 
ures. Great Britain, which has been heretofore a free-trade coun- 
try, is now proposing through one of its eminent statesmen, Jo- 
seph Chamberlain, free trade between the colonies and the mother 
country and a protective tariff against the United States and the 
rest of the world. 

I was especially impressed by the statement that Canada still 
maintains a high tariff against the United States and threatens 
to increase it, and the preferential tariff in favor of Great Britain 
is 33 per cent of the Canadian customs tariff. Now, Canada, by 
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blood and by kinship, by her position north of us upon the Ameri- 
can continent, and by every tie, should be a part of this country 
if we are determined upon a policy of expansion and annexation. 
She should buy much more largely than heretofore from the 
United States, and I am fully of the opinion that if we are to have 
freer trade relations with Cuba by means of reciprocity treaties or 
otherwise, we should have freer trade relations by means of reci- 
procity or otherwise with the Dominion of Canada. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I shall support the bill for the further 
reason that I hope and trust it is a movement in the direction of 
future reciprocity treaties with other countries, especially those 
upon the American Continent, including the Dominion of Canada. 
I hope it is the harbinger of Canadian reciprocity as well as a 
breach in the tariff wall erected by the Republican party. The 
Democratic members of the Committee on Ways and Means, in 
their report filed on yesterday, declared: 

We regret that the party in power has not seen its way to confer still fur- 
ther benefits upon citizens of both nations by providing for even freer and 
yet more untrammeled and unrestricted commerce between them. As long 
as the present party is in power we can perhaps hope for tariff reductions 
and revision only from reciprocity treaties. Itis a piecemeal process, but it 
is better than no process at all. e hail it as a harbinger of future reciproc- 
ity treaties with other countries, especially those upon the American Conti- 
nent, and notably our neighbor to the north, the Dominion of Canada. 

A reciprocity treaty, under the provisions of the Dingley law, 
authorizing the President, by and with the advice and consent of 


the Senate, to enter into commercial agreements or treaties with- 


other countries, and to concede thereunder for equivalent com- 
mercial advantages a reduction of not exceeding 20 per cent upon 
the duties prescribed by the Dingley tariff law, and similar to the 
treaties negotiated with France, the Argentine Republic, and 
other countries, might also be negotiated with Great Britain as 
to the Dominion of Canada, which would be of great benefit to 
all sections of the country, and especially to the State and district 
I have the honor to represent. 

At the opening of this session of Congress I introduced the bill 
which I hold in my hand, and which provides for the negotiation 
of a reciprocity treaty with Great Britain as to the Dominion of 
Canada, especially with the view to the abolition or modification of 
the seventy-fifth item of the customs tariff of Canada of 1897, which 
imposes a prohibitory tax of 2 cents per pound, the weight of the 
package to be included, as duty upon American strawberries and 
other berries imported into Canada. 

I shall incorporate my bill in my remarks, and I trust in the fu- 
ture it may be the policy of both the majority and minority, Re- 
publicans and Democrats, to advocate the negotiation of such a 
reciprocity treaty with Canada, framed wisely as to its schedules. 
Such a treaty would be of incalculable benefit to my own constitu- 
ency as well as to the whole of the American people. If we are 
to have wider markets in Cuba for our cotton manufactures, lum- 
ber, rice, cattle, and other articles by means of a treaty or com- 
mercial agreement, I insist that no greater benefit could be con- 
ferred than to open up new markets to the American people in 
~ Dominion of Ca by means of another treaty with Great 

ritain. 

Especially would such a treaty benefit the people of eastern 
North Carolina and the district 1 represent, as well as other sec- 
tions of the country. 

Upon the one item of strawberries alone, to which I have re- 
ferred, the abolition of the Canadian customs tariff would mean 
a saving of thousands of dollars to my constituency and the open- 
ing up of new markets in Canada to North Carolina, the South, 
and the whole country. Whatever differences of opinion exist in 
both parties as to tariff rates and schedules, there is no question 
but that the high rates of the Dingley tariff law need wise revision, 
and that commercial a ments with Cuba, Canada, and other 
countries are in line with Democratic ideas and steps in the direc- 
et tariff reform and wider and freer trade relations with the 
world. 

Upon this issue of tariff reform the Democratic party has won 
success in two Presidential campaigns, and in the next campaign, 
inscribing upon its platform ‘‘ honesty in the administration of 
the Government and opposition to monopoly under the protective 
system,”’ I trust and believe it will again win; and if, Mr. Chair- 





A bill authorizing the President to enter into a commercial treaty with the 
Government of His Majesty the King of the Unitel Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland, with the view to reciprocity between the United States 
of America and Canada, with reference toa modification of the customs 
tariff of Canada imposing a duty upon American strawberries. 


Whereas by section 4 of the act entitled “An act to provide revenue 
for the Government and to encourage the industries of the United States,” 
approved by the Congress of the United States of America July 24, 1897, the 
President of the United States of America, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, is authorized to enter into commercial treaties with other 
countries and to concede thereunder, for equivalent commercial advantages 
from such other countries, a reduction of the duties prescribed in the afore- 
said act; and 

Whereas under the customs tariff of Canada strawberries and other ber- 
ries enumerated in tariff item 75 of said customs tariff of Canada are required 
to pay a duty of 2 cents per pound, the weight of the package to be included 
in the weight for duty; and 

Whereas the abolition or reduction of said duty would be of great advan- 
tage to American farmers cultivating strawberries for market, and said duty 
is practically valueless to the Canadian government, while the abolition 
thereof would open up the Canadian market to American farmers cultivating 
Semaeeries and other berries enumerated in said customs tariff of Canada: 

erefore 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States of America 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, to enter into a commercial treaty of reciprocity 
under the provisions of the act of Congress of July 24, 1897, with a view to 
the abolition or reduction of the duty imposed by the customs tariff of Can- 
ada upon strawberries and other berries enumerated in the seventy-fifth or 
other tariff item thereof. 


Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, there are many 
things that can be said both for and against this bill, but inas- 
much as the gentlemen on the other side of the House and those 
on this side of the House are all going to vote for the bill in any 
event, it does not seem to me that anything I-can say to-day will 
materially affect the result. Many Democrats are opposed to this 
bill on various grounds. Some oppose it for the reason that it is 
a Republican measure and that it will benefit the trusts. It seems 
to me that if we are ever to vote for a Republican measure, we 
are necessarily going to vote for a measure that will benefit the 
trusts. As the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] said this 
morning, I, with the other Members on this side of the House, 
rejoice that light at last is breaking in upon the Republican party 
in this matter. Perhaps we are all, Republicans and Democrats, 
going to get a little closer together than we have been. It may 
be that in a little while we shall see that spectacle that Tom 
Johnson some years ago predicted would be seen on the floor of 
this House—that of the Republican and Democratic leaders rac- 
ing to the Speaker’s desk to be the first to introduce a bill for 
tariff revision. 

Coming from the district that I do, and representing as I do 
many varied interests, I feel that there is much to be said on both 
sides of this question; but we are agreed in my part of the coun- 
try—and it seems to me that before long we will be agreed in 
every part of this great country—that the tariff must be reformed 
until it will be impossible for any man or combination of men to 
monopolize any of the necessaries of life or to be enabled to favor 
the foreign consumer because of the high price extorted from our 
own people. 

The only question, as I look at it, is whether the tariff shall be 
reformed by the Republican party or by the Democratic party. 
It seems to me there can be no question but that that tariff must 
be reformed by the party which is now in the minority. 

Itisan old maxim, an old and true statement, that the minority 
is always in the right. This may sound strange, but there is rea- 
son for it. The minority inits desire, perhaps a sordid desire, to 
get into power, will search for and adopt principles which attract 
those who are good and true men to its standard, This has been 
the course of the Democratic party for years, and it is, I believe, 
beginning to bear good results. 

If the Republican party is sincere in its oft-asserted desire to 
protect the American laborer against competition with the prod- 
uct of the foreign pauper laborer, let it protect him against the 
direct competition of the pauper laborers themselves, who are 
crowding into this country by the thousand. It matters little 
that the goods are shut out if our ports are thrown open to those 
who make the goods. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the REecorD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks 


man, weare to have this piecemeal process of revision of the tariff | unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
the movement should extend not only to Cuba,and open up to us | there objection? 


her market south of us, but the still wider market for American 
manufactures of cotton goods and agricultural products north of 
us in the Dominion of Canada. One of the first reciprocity trea- 
ties ever negotiated was negotiated with Canada under the Demo- 
cratic Administration of Franklin Pierce. 

Reciprocity—wise and not sham reciprocity, and which means 
freer trade relations and just and equitable tariff revision—is 
good Democratic doctrine; and while we are moving in this direc- 
tion let us open up the markets north of us in Canada as well as 
the Cuban market south of us, for the benefit not only of my own 
people but of the whole country. [Applause.] 


There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
McDermott] is recognized for fifteen minutes. 


[Mr. McDERMOTT addressed the committee. See Appen- 
dix. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to recognize any of 
the gentlemen furnished in the list given the Chair by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. W1ILLiaMs]—Mr. BarTLett of Georgia, 
the gentleman from Alabama a RICHARDSON], the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. ForpNEy], the gentleman from Tennessee 
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si PIERCE], and the gentleman from New York [Mr. SuLZER]. 
one of them claims the floor. ‘ 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. F 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 1921, and 
had reached no resolution thereon. 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be authorized to have 
yack prating and binding done as may be required in the transaction of its 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. PAYNE. I ask also for the consideration of the other reso- | 
lution with it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be authorized tosit dur- 
ing the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, reference of the bill (H. R. 1947) to re- 
vive and amend an act to provide for the collection of abandoned 
property and the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary districts | 
within the United States, and acts amendatory thereof, was 
cone from the Committee on Claims to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock p.m.) | 
the House adjourned. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 422) to correct the military record of W. J. Whit- 
son—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to | 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 572) for the relief of Arulus C. Parkhurst—Com- | 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 578) for the relief of Abel Patrick—Committee on 
Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 622) granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Martin—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 699) granting a pension to M. Yell—Commiittee on | 
Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (H.R. 700) granting a pension to Felix Linsay—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

A bill (H.R. 1045) granting a pension of $12 per month to Ma- 
tilda Witt, widow of J. Burgess Witt—Committee on Invalid 
Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1278) granting an increase of pension to J. J. 
Hunter—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1347) for the relief of the estate of J. L. Walker, 
deceased—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- | 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 1631) granting a pension to John R. Costen—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1842) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Michael Cullen—Committee on Invalid Pen- 
gene discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

A bill (H. R. 1847) to correct the military record of Alexander 
Nugent—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





| 
} 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
prt vee following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 3544) to prevent the dese- 
cration of the American flag—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 3545) to refund the cotton tax— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 3546) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Newton, in the State of Kansas—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 3547) for the protection of Balls 
Bluff battlefield, in Loudoun County, Va., and the cemetery 
thereon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 3548) granting land warrants 
to soldiers and sailors of the Spanish-American war—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 3549) providing for the erection 
of a public building at Louisiana, Mo.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 3550) providing for a naval officer 
in the district of Chicago—tothe Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 3551) declaring a certain por- 
tion of the Maramec River to be an unnavigable stream—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3552) making an appropriation toimprove the 
harbor of Hermann, on the Missouri River, in Gasconade County, 
Mo.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3553) for the improvement of the Missouri 
River at and near the mouth of Smiths Creek, near Bernheimer, 
Warren County, Mo.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3554) removing the import duty from salt— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3555) to place binding twine and all ma- 
terials used in making or manufacturing the same upon the free 


| list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3556) to place wood pulp, printing paper, and 


| so forth, on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3557) placing agricultural implements on the 
free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHULL: A bill (H. R. 3558) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Easton, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 3559) for the construction 
and completion of the Harlem River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3560) for the construction and completion of 
Westchester Creek—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3561) for the construction and completion of 
the Bronx River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3562) for the construction and completion of 
the Harlem (Bronx) Kills—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 3563) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to cause a survey toebe made of the 
Tombigbee River from Demopolis, Ala., to Columbus, Miss.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3564) making an appropriation for the im- 

rovement of the Tombigbee River, in the State of Mississippi and 
in the State of Alabama-—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 3565) directing the 
Secretary of War to expend $125,000 heretofore appropriated for 
the deep-water channel through Sabine Lake, Texas—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3566) to provide for the selection of a site 
for the establishment of a navy-yard and dry dock on or near 
Sabine Pass, or the Neches or Sabine River, in the State of Texas— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3567) providing for a coastwise canal in 
Texas—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3568) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Murfreesboro, in the State of Tennessee—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3569) to establish a national military park at 
the battlefield of Stone River—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3570) to place all articles and commodities 
manufactured and controlled or produced in the United States by 
a trust or trusts on the free list, and to reduce the rate of duty 
on any article or commodity manufactured in the United States 
and sold in a foreign country more cheaply than in the United 
States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3571) to fix the salary of the Public Printer— 
to the Committee on Printing 





| 
| 
| 
. 





ee ee ee ee nee Dee weal , 
= er h- = 


314 


~OONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


NOVEMBER 17, 





By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 3572) for the erection of a 
memoria! structure at Fort Recovery, Ohio—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3573) for the establishment 
of a board for the protection of children and animals—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 3574) for the relief of the 
farmers and tobacco growers of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 3575) to increase the pension of 
widows of deceased soldiers and sailors—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 3576) forthe 
erection of a public building at Florence, Ala.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 3577) to acquire certain ground 


for a Government reservation—to the Committee on the District | 


of Columbia. é 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 3578) to authorize the Mer- 
cantile Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Monon- 
gahela River, Pennsylvania, from a point in the borough of North 
Charleroi, Washington County, toa pointin Rostraver Township, 
Westmoreland County—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3579) to provide for the erection of a public 


building at Charleroi, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings- 


and Grounds. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 3580) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Eureka, in the State of California—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3581) providing the means of acquiring title 
to two groves of Sequoia gigantea in the State of California, with 
a view to making national parks thereof—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 3582) to ex- 
tend and regulate the liability of certain classes of employers to 
make compensation for personal injuries suffered by employees in 
their service—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3583) granting to certain employees of the 
United States the right to receive from it compensation for in- 
juries sustained in the course of their employment—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 3584) to au- 


thorize the resubdivision of lots or blocks in the District of Co- | 


lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3585) to amend 
sections 3894 and 3929 of the Revived Statutes, and the first sec- 


tion of the act of Congress of March 2, 1895, chapter 191, entitled | 


** An act for the suppression of lottery traffic through national and 


interstate commerce and the postal service, subject to the juris- | 


diction and laws of the United States,”’ so as to apply the pro- 
visions of existing laws to letters, postal cards, circulars, pam- 
phiets, and publications concerning any business of and contracts 
and policies of life, fire, or other insurance transmitted into any 
State, District,«or Territory by concerns or persons not authorized 
to transact such business in the State, District, or Territory from 
which the same are transmitted—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 3586) to provide for the retire- | 


ment of petty officers and enlisted men of the Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3587) to promote the efficiency of the clerical 
service in the Navy of the United States, to organize a clerical 
corps o7 the Navy of the United States, to define its duties, and to 
regulate its pay—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 3588) to complete the execution 
of the ninth article of the treaty of 1819 between the United States 
and Spain—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 3589) to increase pay of 
mail carriers on rural free-delivery routes—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 3590) in relation to cigarettes, and 
to limit the effect of the regulation of commerce between the sev- 
eral States and with foreign countries in certain cases—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3591) to prohibit the charging by monopolies 
and combinations of unreasonable prices for certain merchandise 
and products which enter into interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3592) to define the duties of the Attorney- 
General concerning combinations and monopolies, and to appro- 
priate such money as may be necessary to pay the expense inci- 
a to the discharge of such duties—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3593) to amend an act entitled “‘An act pro- 
viding the terms and places of holding the courts of the United 








States in the district of Minnesota, and for other purposes, ap- 
proved April 26, 1890,’’—to the Committee on the J udiciary, 

By Mr. SCARBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. 3594) to provide for 
the erection of a monument to Gen. Francis Marion—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3595) to regulate the manufacture of ciga- 
rettes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 3645) to authorize. the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to reclassify the public lands of Alabama— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R.3816) to extend 
Nineteenth street northwest, from Cincinnati street to the Adams 
Mill road, and to acquire the triangle abutting on the east side 
thereof included within Cincinnati street and the Adams Mill 
road—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 4057) for the erection of a public 
building at Des Moines, lowa—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4058) providing for the manner of payment 
of postage on books, catalogues, and other printed matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 37) asking for 
estimates for the improvement of Upper Machodoc Creek, in 
King George County, Va.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 38) 
proposing an amendment to Article ITI, section 1, of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States of America—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 39) to appoint 
Robert 8. Talbot a passed assistant engineer on the retired list of 
the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LAMB: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Virginia, relating to the three hundredth anniversary of the first 
English settlement at Jamestown, Va.—to the Select Committee 
on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By the SPEAKER: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Virginia, relating to the celebration of the three hundredth 
anniversary of the first English settlement at Jamestown, Va.— 
to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions, 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


| follows: 


By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 3596) granting a pension 
to Marie Bosslet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8597) to correct the military record of John 
Herbst—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3598) to correct the military record of Julius 
H. Rogge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3599) for the benefit of William H. Miller— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 3600) for the relief of Ann 
Kinney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3601) for correction of record of Henry §, 
Williams—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: A bill (H. R. 3602) granting an honor- 
able discharge to Levi Mott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3603) granting an increase of pension to Jere- 
miah McCanse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3604) granting a pension to Laura M. Swan 
Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3605) granting a pension to William McClure— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to Timothy Law- 
head—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3607) granting a pension to Susan H. Ste- 
yvens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3608) granting an honorable discharge to 
William Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3609) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Thornton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3610) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucius R. Simons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3611) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward L. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 8612) to correct the military 
record of Demon 8. Decker—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3613) to reimburse John Waller, late post- 
master at Monticello, N. Y., for moneys expended in carrying the 
mails—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3614) granting a pension to George M. 
Sayre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3615) granting an increase of pension to Annie 
L. Evens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3616) a W. 
Davis—to the Committee on Invalid 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3617) for the relief of Charles M. Everett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3618) for the relief of Nancy Rose—to the | 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3619) for the relief of David V. Howell—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 8620) granting an increase 
of pension to Victor Vifquain—to = Committee on Pensions. 

y Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 3621) for the relief of the 
truaines of Gaylesville Academy ‘and ' Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Gaylesville, Cherokee County, Ala.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3622) for the relief of Mrs. Martha Stiff— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3623) for the relief of Amos L. Griffith—to | 


the Committee on ae Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3624) for the relief of John B. Hardman—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3625) for the relief of William D. Clay and 
others—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3626) for the relief of James Pitts—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3627) for the relief of S. V. Biggers, admin- | 
a of R. P. Biggers, deceased—to the Committee on War | 


Claim 
og a bill (H. R. 3628) for the relief of Claude B. Alverson— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3629) forthe relief of Joseph M. Witt—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3630) for the relief of E. A. Gilliland—to the | | 


Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3631) for the relief of the estate of J. C. West— 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3632) for the relief of the estate of James L. 


Romine, deceased, Winston County, Ala.—to the Committee on | 


War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.3633) for the relief of the estate of D. M. 
Sparks, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3634) for the relief of Joseph Blakemore, ad- 
ministrator of Elizabeth Blakemore, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3635) for the relief of the Oak Bowery Church, 
of Cherokee County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3636) for the relief of J. B. Roberson, admin- | 


istrator of the estate of J. P. Roberson, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3637) for the relief of David W. Hollis—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3638) for the relief of the Bank of Attalla— 
to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3639) toremove thecharge of desertion fromthe | 


— of Joseph A. Choate—to the Committee on Military Af- 
airs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3640) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of James W. Gutherie—to the Committee on | 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3641) to remove the charge of desertion from | 
wee record of Robert A. Godsey—to the Committee on Military | 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3642) granting an increase of pension to | 
— H. Martin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also 
of scouts and guides who served in the Federal Seer Gere t the 

war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3644) granting a pension to Thomas Nelson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 3646) granting an increase 


< pension to Minerva McDonald—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions, 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 3647) for the relief of the 
Christian Church of Corinth, Alcorn County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3648) for the relief of the Masonic lodge at 
Bexar, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3649) for the relief of the trustees of the Bap- 
tist Church of ae Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3650) for the relief of J. M. Cumby, heir of 
' M. G. Cumby—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3651) for the relief of the trustees of Cum- 
berland Presbyterian Church, of Corinth, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8652) for the relief of J, W. Walker—to the 
Committee on Claims 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 3653) granting an increase of 


to Andrew Sollenberger—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 3654) removing the charge of 
desertion from the record of William E. Talbert—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3655) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of David Gibson—to the Committee on Mili- 

| tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3656) to remove the charge of desertion from 
| the military record of John Ziegler—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3657) appropriating money for the protection 
of property in Lincoln County, Mo.—to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3658) to enable Fredrich Burckhardt to make 
application to the Commissioner of Patents for the extension of 
letters patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

wane a bill (H. R. 3659) placing upon a pensionable status Fagg’s 

h Regiment of Pike County (Missouri) Militia—to the Com- 
wie on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3660) granting an increase of pension to John 
| Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3661) granting an increase of pension to 
George Whitehead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

a a bill (H. R. 3662) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3663) granting an increase of pension to 
| Uriah H. Ow ings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3664) granting an increase of pension to John 
E. Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3665) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also,a bill (H. R. 3666) granting an increase of pension to James 
| M. Shippee—to the Comnrittee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3667) granting an increase of pension to Alber- 





| tus Leovisin Paine—to the'Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3668) granting an increase of pension to Gar- 
| land Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3669) granting an increase of pension to John 
| Snay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3670) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
; jamin F. Barrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3671) for the relief of Elanor W. Smith—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 3672) for the relief of Capt. Henry L. Heck- 
mann—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3678) for the relief of the heirs of the late 
| William H. Finch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R.3674) for the relief of Mrs. Fannie Donnelly— 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. K. 3675) for the relief of W. D. McLean, alias 
| Donald McLean—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3676) for the relief of the estate of the late 
B. F. Richardson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3677) for the relief of Ralls Lodge, No. 33, 
Anc ient Free and Accepted Masons—to the Committee on Military 

Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3678) for the relief of Mrs. Catherine Bedell— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3679) for the relief of George W. Payne—t« 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3680) for the relief of F. H. Hunicke—to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3681) for the relief of the trustees of the Reg- 
ular Baptist Church, at Mexico, Mo.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3682) for the relief of John Harper, Alex- 
ander Hammontree, and others, trustees of the Methodist Church 
at Warrenton, Mo. —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3683) for the relief of the trustees of the 
6, ew segy Church at Warrenton, Mo.—to the Committee on War 

Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3684) for the relief of Edwin F. Mathews— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3685) granting a pension to William Calla- 
way—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3686) granting a pension to Jeremiah Ro- 
mans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3687) granting a pension to Maj. Louis Dieck- 
graefe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3688) granting a pension to George N. War- 
field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3689) granting a pension to Charles B. 
Stough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3690) granting a pension to William Toedt- 
mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3691) granting a pension to Cyrus Scott—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3692) granting a pension to Green H. Honey- 
cutt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3693) granting a pension to Prudence E. 
Wyatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3694) granting a pension to Edward W. 
Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3695) granting a pension to Henry Porter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3696) granting a pension to Spotwel E. 
Page—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 3697) granting a pension to Johnson W. 
Eubanks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3698) granting a pension to ‘ 
mett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,.a bill (H. R. 3699) granting a pension to Jau.sA. Terry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3700) granting a pension to Absalom Howell 
Eggers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 3701) granting a pension to Susan L. Brimer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3702) granting a pension to Jeremiah Mil- 
roy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3703) granting a pension to Mary Followill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3704) granting a pension to William Dixon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3705) granting a pension to John T. Clark— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3706) granting a pension to William W. Bat- 
terton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3707) granting a pension to Joseph Turn- 
baugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 8708) granting a pension to Elizabeth Sei- 
fert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3709) granting a pension to Mary F. Wright— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3710) granting a pension to Thomas C. John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8711) granting a pension to John McCann— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3712) granting a pension to Frederick W. 
Tappmeyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3713) granting a pension to Lydia Lollar— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3714) granting a pension to Silas A. Elkins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3715) granting a pension to Freidrich 
Schmied—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘ Also, a bill (H. R. 3716) granting a pension to Samuel Wood— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3717) granting a pension to John J. Adams— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3718) granting a pension to Louvina Mays— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3719) granting a pension to Benjamin Hag- 
gard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3720) granting a pension to John D. Reeds— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3721) granting a pension to Martha A. My- 
ers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3722) granting a pension to James G. Head— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3723) granting a pension to James W. Con- 
away—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3724) granting a pension to 8. M. Barker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3725) gone a pension to George H. Rob- 
erts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3726) granting a pension to Jeptha D. New- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3727) granting a pension to Orison Williams— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3728) granting a pension to James Griffith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3729) granting a pension to John H. Miller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3730) granting a pension to Lewis K. Gilbert— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3731) granting a pension to Alice Harrison— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3732) granting a pension to Robert L. 
Davis, sr.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3733) granting a pension to Harrison N. 
Gourley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


muel 8S. Grim- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3734) granting a pension to James R. Gib- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3735) granting a pension to James W. Mc- 
Cune—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8736) granting a pension to John A. Black- 
well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3737) granting a pension to Ignatz Bohnert— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3738) granting a pension to Almond T. 
Vaughn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8739) granting a pension to Cicero Cluster— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3740) ens a pension to George W. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3741) granting a pension to James T. Ed- 
wards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3742) granting a pension to Peter Berg—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3743) granting a pension to Charles E. 
Foley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3744) granting a pension to William Dillon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3745) granting a pension to Emma A. Bax- 
ter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3746)’ granting a pension to Josephine B. 
Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3747) granting a pension to Frank M. Hass- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3748) granting a pension to John W. Hunter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3749) granting a pension to Conrad Klinge— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3750) eae a pension to Thomas A, 
Burks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3751) granting a pension to William H. 
Holland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3752) granting a pension to William H. 
Boulden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8753) granting a pension to James J. W. 
Clifton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3754) granting a pension to David Copen- 
haver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3755) granting a pension to William A. 
Gibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3756) granting a pension to John Rohy—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3757) (pantie a@ pension to Charles B. 
Stough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3758) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Cartmill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3759) granting a pension to Annie A. Gal- 
lagher—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8760) for the relief of the heirs of the late 
Joseph M. Carrico—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COCHRAN: A bill (H. R. 3761) ceding certain land 
appertaining to the custom-house at St. Joseph, Mo., for use as a 
street—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COUSINS: 4 bill (H.R. 3762) granting an increase of 
pension to Stephen Winans—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3763) granting an increase of pension to 
Wyatt Botts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8764) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephriam E. Blake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3765) granting an increase of pension to Titus 
K. Cone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3766) granting an increase of pension to J. W. 
Byers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 3767) granting an increase of 
pension to William Neely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3768) granting an increase of pension to Joel 
D. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3769) granting an increase of pension to Clin- 
ton M. One ae the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3770) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3771) granting an increase of pension to John 
Terrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3772) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel P. Leith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3773) granting a pension to Theocaneus C, 
Dodd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3774) granting a pension to Emma E. Upton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3775) granting a pension to Sarah J. Ford— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8776) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred I. J “om the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 8777) granting a pension to 
William A. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 8778) ting an increase of el 
sion to Juliaetta Rowling—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8779) granting an increase of pension to 
Samantha Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 3780) granting an 
increase of pension to H. M. Wight—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 3781) for the relief of William 
R. Tretheway—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3782) for the relief of George Serrell—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3783) for the relief of Frederick Merck—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3784) for the relief of William A. Forbes— 
to the Gemmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8785) to correct the military record of John 
Hunter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H..R. 3786) removing the charge of desertion and 
granting an honorable discharge to John D. Long—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3787) removing the charge of desertion from 
= record of James Conover—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 


granting an honorable discharge to Caleb Aber—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3789). granting an honorable discharge to 
William M. Culbertson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3790) granting an honorable discharge to 
John Fagan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a_bill (H.R. 3791) granting a pension to Gottlieb Miller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3792) granting a pension to Alexander Sand- 
ford Utter, alias Alexander M. Sandford—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8793) granting a pension to Oscar W. Hum- 
phrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4794). granting .a pension to Malinda Van | 


Pelt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3795) granting a pension to Sarah E. Gil- | 


lette—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3796) granting a pension to Drucilla Beck- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3797) granting a pension to Sarah E. How- 
ard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill (1. R. 3798) granting a pension to Humphrey Sales— 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3799) granting a pension to Emma Cort- | Lucy F. Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


right—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3800) granting an increase of pension to Mary | 


J. Franklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3801) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Willis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3802) granting an increase of pension to 
Israel D. Lum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. $808) granting an increase of pension to | Eastman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


John Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3804) granting an increase of pension to 
Christine B. ae the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3805) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Dishon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Als i a i increase i 2 ; 
uo ve & S008) Gees oe Re 7 pee | ington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


George H. Sweet—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3807) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 


liam Van Riper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 8808) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam L. eo the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8809) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph J. Sparling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8810) granting an increase of pension to Susie 
G. Seabury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8811) granting an increase of pension to 
Katharina Becker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3812) granting an increase of pension to Marie 
B. Flannery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 3818) for the relief of 
James P, Barney—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 3814) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Ehen S..Perkins—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 3815) granting an increase of 





pension to Hester E. Mooney—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H.R. 3817) for the relief of Edward 8. 
Brown—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 3818) granting an increase 
of pension to Peter B. Beidenbach—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3819) granting an increase of pension to Ira 
Stout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3820) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Neal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3821) granting an increase of pension to 
Hannah Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3822) granting a pension to Eliza J. Mahu- 
rin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3823) granting a pension to John W. Adams— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3824) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
bert B. Harryman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3825) granting an increase of pension to 
Fleetwood H. Sale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3826) to correct the military record of Alonzo 
Carter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3827) granting a medal to Mortimer 8. Long- 
wood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3828) to increase 
the pension of L. L. Tothacer—to the Committee on Invalid 


A . : | Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3788) removing the charges of desertion and | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3829) to increase the pension of Eben Fuller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3830) for the relief of Peter Holt—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3831) to increase the pension of John W. Hart- 
ley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 3832) granting 
an increase of pension to Eli T. Hoyt—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3833) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
McQuay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3834) granting an increase of pension to Seth 
R. Henton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3835) granting an increase of pension to Caro- 
line N. Lovejoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R.*3836) granting an increase of pension to 
David H. Thompsen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3837) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Southwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3838) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles S.. Daskam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3839) granting an increase of pension to 
H. D. Jordan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3840) granting an increase of pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3841) granting an increase of pension to Hen- 
rietta Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3842) granting a pension to Horace Hall—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3843) granting a pension to Belinda Wheeler— 


| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3844) granting a pension to Adoniram J. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3845) granting a pension to Horace Wilson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3846) granting a pension to John C. Parker-— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3847) granting a pension to Abigail Ether- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3848) granting a pension to Sally Ann Brad- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3849) granting a pension to Martha A. Ham- 
lin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3850) granting a pension to Charles H. Bris- 
bin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3851) granting a pension to Catherine M. 
Hall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3852) to correct the military record of Joel 
N. Sanford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3853) to correct the military record of Hiram 
Eideneir—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3854) to correct the military record of Jabez 
Lumbart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3855) tocorrect the military record of Henry 
Myers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R..3856) tocorrect the military record of Henry 
S. Hunter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3857) to correct the military record of George 
5. Groesbeck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3858) to correct the military record of C. W. 
Thompson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3859) for the relief of Edmund Stanfield—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8860) for the relief of M. E. 
Hall and the estate of James B. Hall, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3861) for the relief of Joseph Alstott, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3862) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Baptist Church of Jefferson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3863) for the relief of James T. Blair, ex- | 


ecutor of Hugh Blair, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3864) for the relief of John C. Buckner—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3865) for the relief of John T. Brown—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3866) for the relief of Joseph A. Brown—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3867) forthe relief of Mrs. Isabella R. Boyd—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3868) for the relief of the personal represent- 


atives of Horace L. Bradley, deceased—to the Committee on War | 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3869) for the relief of Campbell County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3870) for the relief of Calvin L. Childress— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3871) for the relief of the legal representa- 
_ — of P. M. Craigmiles, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3872) for the relief of H. T. Cox—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3873) for the relief of the estate of Lemuel | 


Cox, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3874) for the relief of Sarah E. Cox—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3875) for the relief of the estate of Dr. Thomas | 


J. Coward, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3876) for the relief of the estate of George W. 
and Richard B. Cooper—to the Committeeson War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3877) for the relief of Andrew A. Colter—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3878) for the relief of the personal represent- 
atives of Mitchell J. Childress—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3879) for the relief of D. Froneberger—to the 
Committee on War i 


s. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3880) for the relief of William M. Goforth— 


to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3881) for the relief of Bartley Giffin—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3882) for the relief of the estste of Isaac Hull, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3883) for the relief of Mary Jane Hubbard— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3884) for the relief of James W. Holt—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3885) for the relief of Susan J. Jones—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3886) for the relief of the estate of William 
Lenoir & Bros.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3887) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Wiley Line, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3888) for the relief of Anthony L. Maxwell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3889) for the relief of Robert McCampbell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3890) for the relief of 8S. M. McGuire—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3891) for the relief of Wesley C. Owens—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 3892) for the relief of the estate of David 
Pangle, deceased—to the Committee on WarClaims. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3893) for the relief of the First Presbyterian 
Church, of Knoxville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3894) for the relief of the Presbyterian 
Church of London, Loudon County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3895) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Presbyterian Church of Straw Plains, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8896) for the relief of Eli Sharp—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3897) for the relief of William E. Scott—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8898) for the relief of William C. Tindell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3899) for the relief of Thomas J. Wear—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 3900) granting an increase of 
pension to W. W. Donham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3901) granting a pension to Mary A. Gurley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3902) granting a pension to Martha J. Der- 
rington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 3903) granting an increase of 
pension to George C. Sherman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 3904) for the relief of the heirs of 
| Nathan Spitler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 3905) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel M. Gibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 3906) for the relief of Sam- 
| uel S. Weaver—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 3907) granting an honorable dis- 
charge and pension to W. Scott King—to the Committee on Mili- 
| tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3908) granting an increase of pension to Ja- 
.cob Troutman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3909) granting an increase of pension to 
George Hayden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3910) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Hoffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3911) granting a pension to Jacob Lybarger— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3912) granting a pension to Thomas B. Lu- 
| cas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3918) granting a pension to J. H. Pershing— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3914) granting a pension to James M. Redick— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 3915) for the relief of James Mc- 
Kenzie—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3916) for the relief of James S. Harber—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also,a bill (H. R. 3917) to correct the military record of Palmer 
G. Percy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3918) granting a pension to Miller C. Hunter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3919) removing charge of desertion from 
George J. Dennis, Company C, Thirty-third New Jersey In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3920) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah 8. Long—to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3921) granting an increase of pension to 
| M. C. Staves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8922) granting an increase of pension to 
| Simon N. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3923) granting an increase of pension to John 

W. Worley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3924) granting an increase of pension to Ira 

Waldo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3925) granting an increase of pension to 
| Sarah J. Littleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8926) to remove the charge of desertion from 
| the naval records now standing against John Glass—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3927) correcting the record of Elisha C. 
Bierce—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3928) to extend the provisions of the act of 
March 3, 1885, relative to officers and enlisted men of the United 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3929) granting a pension to John Kelly—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3930) granting a pension to William Leaver— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3931) to place the name of Jonathan Ulum 
on the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3932) for the relief of Thomas Burns—to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3933) for the relief of David K. Reynolds— 
to the Committee on Military Aff 





airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 39384) for the relief of heirs of Daniel Reich- 
ard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3935) for the relief of James McKenzie—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3936) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Frazier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 











Also, a bill (H. R. 3937) granting an increase of pension to 
Roswell Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3938) granting an increase of pension to 
David Sharp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. f 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3939) granting an increase of pension to 
George E. Dee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3940) granting an increase of pension to | 


Henry C. Beltz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3941) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3942) granting an increase of pension to 


Thomas P. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3943) granting an increase of pension to 
Soren V. Kalsem—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3944) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3945) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 8946) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Anthony W. Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 3947) for the relief of holders 
and owners of certain District of Columbia special-tax scrip—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 8948) for the relief of Otho 
Adams—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3949) for the benefit of George W. Taylor’s ad- 
ministrator—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 3950) for the relief of W. R. 
Akers, of Alliance, Nebr.—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. LANNING: A bill (H. R. 3951) granting a pension to | 


Patrick Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 3952) for the relief of Moses 
Winstock—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 3953) forthe relief of Col. David 
8. Gordon, United States Army, retired—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 3954) ting a pension to 
Cecilia H. Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3955) for the relief of Robert H. Holland— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3956) for the relief of James F. Carr—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3957) for the relief of the trustees of the Oak- 


grove Methodist Episcopal Church, of Norfolk County, Va.—to | 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3958) for the relief of Mary Cornick—to the | 
| the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 3959) granting a pension to 
Mary Friary—to the Committee on Pensions. . 


By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 3960) for the | 


relief of Felix Weeden—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3961) for the relief of Mrs. H. H. Cribbs—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8962) for the relief of the heirs of George W. | 


Foster—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3963) for the relief of William B. Olive—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3964) for the relief of John C. Thomas—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3965) for the relief of W. C. Tipton—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3966) for the relief of Mrs. W. E, Trousdale— | 
| Barclay M. Tillman, deceased, of Bedford County, Tenn.—to the 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3967) for the relief of Margret L. Watkins— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3968) for the relief of Mrs. Nancy M. Weaver— | 


to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3969) for the relief of the estate of John | 


Wesson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8970) for the relief of William M. Under- 
wood, of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3971) for the relief of Elizabeth A. Smith— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3972) for the relief of John Jones—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8978) for the relief of the heirs of Rebecca 
Haley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8974) for the relief of Robert D. Cox—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3975) for the relief of John T. Lehman—to 
the Committeeon War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3976) for the relief of John Thomas Owen— 
to the Cominittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3977) for the relief of the estate of Reuben 
Street, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 














Also, a bill (H. R. 3978) for the relief of Thomas H. Streeter— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3979) for the relief of Joseph Logan, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3980) for the relief of the estate of Peter S, 


| Baker—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3981) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Wilson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8982) for the relief of the heirs of Moses 
Wright—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3983) for the relief of the heirs of Stewart 
Wilson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3984) for the relief of the estate of James L. 
Holland deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3985) for the relief of the estate of John 


| Black, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3986) for the relief of the heirs of Robert 
Bynum—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3987) for the relief of Mattie H. Ligon—to 


| the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3988) for the relief of R. D. Andrews—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3989) for the relief of the estate of W. R. Han- 
serd, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3990) forthe relief of the heirs of John Wals- 
ton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3991) for the relief of the heirs of Eliah 
Matheny—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3992) to grant a pension to Mary E. Moore— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3993) to place the name of Sandy Crawford 
on the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3994) to 
correct the military record of E. D. Judkins—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3995) to correct the military record of Dobson 
Johnson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3996) authorizing the heirs of Fannie P. Mur- 
free, of Tennessee, to present their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3997) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Jordon H. Moore—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3998) granting a pension to John F. Yeargin— 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3999) granting a pension to Nora Stukes—to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4000) granting a pension to Tempier Gvod- 


| son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4001) granting a pension to William H. Hug- 
gins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4002) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha A. E. 
O’Neal—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4003) granting a pension to James M. 
O’ Neal, soldier of Indian war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4004) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Waller—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4005) toincrease the pension of N. R. Cooper— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4006) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy A. Bonds—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4007) for the relief of the heirs at law of 


Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4008) for the relief of J. M. Carney, of Frank- 
lin County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4009) for the relief of James C. Hoover, of 
Rutherford County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4010) for the relief of Joseph H. Thompson— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4011) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Dennis Mahoney, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4012) for the relief of Dr. J. J. Crunk, of 


| Marshall County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4018) for the relief of estate and heirs atlaw 


| of John Leiper, deceased—to the Commitiee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4014) for the relief of William F. Cowan—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 4015) for the relief of Thomas M. Emerson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4016) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Mary C. Turner, deceased, late of Tullahoma, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4017) for the relief of the Cumberland Pres- 
Femme Church, Fayetteville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4018) for the relief of W. T. Smotherman & 
Co., of Tennessee—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4019) for the relief of Bettie Wood—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4020) for the relief of the estate of C. L. 
Davis, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4021) for the relief of the Baptist Church at 
Tullahoma, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4022) for the relief of William Henley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4023) for the relief of W. J. Winsett, of Bed- 
ford County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4024) for the relief of Joseph B. Johnson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4025) for the relief of C. C. Lowe—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4026) for the relief of the estate of Laodocia 
Bivens, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4027) for the relief of L. D. Sugg, of Lin- 
coln County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4028) to pay the heirs of Fannie P. Murfree, 
of Tennessee, for property lost, destroyed, taken, and used by the 
United States forces during the late war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4029) for the relief of the Cumberland Pres- 
byterian Church of Tullahoma, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. , 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 4030) granting an increase 
of pension to Oliver N. McLain—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4081) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel R. Wasson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.SKILES: A bill (H. R. 4032) granting a pension to John 
P. Kosht—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4033) granting a pension to C. B. Hinneho- 
right—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4034) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Frederick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4035) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Coe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4036) granting an increase of pension to 
Herbert A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4037) granting an increase of pension to | 


Anna Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4038) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4039) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry K. Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4040) granting an increase of pension to 
N. C. Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4041) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Ritchey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4042) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Sturges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4043) granting an increase of pension to 
John Worley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 4044) granting a pension to 
William H. Slough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4045) granting a pension to Minnie Gusler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4046) granting an increase of pension to 
George N. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4047) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew Lybold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 4048) for the relief of the heirs 
of Eneas Munson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 4049) granting a pension 
to Sidney F. Sanborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 4050) granting a pension 
to Louise H. Watson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4051) granting a pension to William E. 
Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4052) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis X. Soleau—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4053) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam R. Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4054) to grant an honorable discharge and 
— to Phillip Miller—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4055) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Wyrill--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 4056) ee an in- 
— of pension to Wilson Snider—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 





NOVEMBER 17, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BADGER: Address of committee named by the National 
Convention of Insurance Commissioners, requesting legislation 
denying the use of the mails to fraudulent insurance companies— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Papers to accompany bil to increase pen- 
sion of Daniel Bushman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of Metal Trades Council of St. 
Louis, Mo., favoring the passage of an eight-hour law—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Pattern Makers’ Association of St. Louis, 
Mo., and vicinity, favoring passage of an eight-hour law—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Typographia No. 8, of St. Louis, Mo., branch 
of the American Federation of Labor, favoring the passage of an 
eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of Electrotypers’ Union No. 36, of St. Louis, 
Mo., favoring the passage of an eight-hour law—to the Commit- 


| tee on Labor. 


Also, petition of Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association of St. Louis, 
Mo., favoring the passage of an eight-hour law—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. CANNON: Memorial of G. W. Perkins, president of 
the International Cigar Makers’ Union, relative to the so-called 
Cuban reciprocity measure—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, memorial of the National Cigar Leaf Tobacco Association, 
protesting against the so-called Cuban reciprocity measure—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Economic O. M. Club, praying for a re- 
organization of the Bureau of Labor—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Letter from the New England Shoe and 
Leather Association, advocating the retention of the present sys- 
tem of tariff on boots, shoes, and leather between the United 
States and Cuba—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Letter from Mayaguez section 
of Chamber of Commerce of Porto Rico, indorsing petition of 
Ponce section of Chamber of Commerce of Porto Rico, praying 
that a duty of 14 cents per pound be levied on all coffee entering 
the United States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Resolution of the National Grain Dealers’ 
Association, favoring the ge of legislation to prevent dis- 
crimination of traffic rates between localities and sections—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Papers to accompany bill to pension Alfred 
I. Judy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Resolution of Gordon Granger Post, No. 
138, Grand Army of the Republic, Orange, Department of Cali- 
fornia and Nevada, favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Resolution of Chamber of Commerce of 
Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of restoring merchant marine—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petition of M. G. Everson, of 
St. Peter, Minn., in favor of the passage of service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Order of Railroad Telegraphers of St. Paul, 
Minn., favoring passage of an eight-hour law and anti-injunction 
bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Papers to accompany bill to pension Wil- 
liam A. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of the heirsof Josiah Pugh, deceased, 
late of Blount County, Tenn., praying reference of war claim te 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Papers to accompany bill to pension 
Samuel N. Gibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pesisione. 

By Mr. HUFF: Resolution of Sewickley Presbyterian Church, 
of West Newton, Pa., urging the passage of the Hepburn inter- 
state liquor act—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Charles W. Hoffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, ag to accompany bill — an increase of pension 
to George Hayden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension James M. Redick— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension Rev. J. H. Pershing— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an honorable discharge 
= @ pension to W. Scott King—to the Committee on Military 

airs, 
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Also, paper to accompany bill to pension Jacob Lybarger—to | of Long Branch; of the congregation of the Simpson Memorial 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Methodist Episcopal Church, of Long Branch; of the congrega- 
Also, papers to accompany bill to pension Thomas B, Lucas—to | tion of the First Presbyterian Church of Long Branch; of the 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Long Branch; of the 


congregation of the Bethel Presbyterian Church, of East Orange; 
of the congregation of the Broad Street Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Trenton; of the congregation of the Calvary Presby- 
terian Church, of Camden; of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Ebenezer; of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Hope; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
a Union of Hope, and of the congregation of the Central 

ethodist Episcopal Church of Trenton, all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah, 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Monkton, of sundry citizens of Baltimore 
County, and of the Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor 
of Buckeystown, all in the State of Maryland, praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrzp 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Owensboro, Ky., praying for an inves- 
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Bloomington, Wis., praying for an inves- 
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Congregational Church of Grand Ledge, of the Christian En- 
deavor Society of Plainwell, and of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union and the congregation of the Protestant Church of 
Saranac, all in the State of Michigan, praying for an investigation 
df the charges made and filed against Hon. ReEep Smoor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented petitions of the Young 
Men’s Christian Association of Bridgeport; of Thomas Martin, of © 
Bridgeport, and of sundry citizens of Bridgeport, all in the State of 
Connecticut, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. RreEp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Prayer by Rev. F. J. PretryMan, of the city of Washington. Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Local Union No. 43, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journalof yesterday’s pro- | International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, of Ashland, N. H., 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous | praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 43, International 
proved. Brotherhood of Paper Makers, of Ashland, N. H., praying for 
the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I present a petition from 
an organization known as The Dames of 1846, praying for an in- 
crease of pension to the survivors of the Mexican war to $30 per 
month. 

In this connection I should like to be permitted to state that in 
1888, thirty-nine years after the close of the Mexican war, a serv- 
ice pension of $8 per month was granted to the survivorsand the 


By Mr. HULL: Papers to accompany bill to pension Betsy 
Chapman—to the Committee on Pensions. ‘ 3 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Papers to accompany bill to pension Mrs. 
G. H. Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, petition of Bolivar Sheild, of York County, Va., praying 
reference of war claim to the Court of Claims under the Bowman 
Act—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. METCALF: Resolution of General George A. Custis 
Council, No. 22, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Oakland, Cal., asking the enactment of a stringent immigration 
law—to the Committee on Immigration. 

Also, resolution of the Amalgamated Association of Street Rail- 
way Employees of America, Division No. 92, Oakland, Cal., in 
favor of an eight-hour bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of the Amalgamated Association of Street Rail- 
way Employees of America, Division No. 92, of Oakland, Cal., 
in favor of the passage of anti-injunction bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolution of Benjamin Harrison Post, 
No. 166, Department of California and Nevada, Grand Army of 
the Republic, favoring the passage of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SKILES: Protest of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 416, of 
Norwalk, Ohio, against passage of the Cuban reciprocity treaty— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of C. B. Gambee Post, No. 33, Bellevue, De- 
partment of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring passage 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Papers to accompany bill to pension 
Wilson Snider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: Memorial of civil-war locomo- 
tive engineers of the United States Government of Washington, 
D. C., favoring the passage of a bill to pension civil-war engi- 
neers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of select and common council of Philadelphia, 
relative to a 35-foot channel for the Delaware River, port of 
Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 





SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, November 18, 1903. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wells- 
burg, W. Va., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Presbyterian Church of Gowanda; of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Gowanda; of sundry citizens of 
Clinton and Syracuse; of the congregation of the Presbyterian 
Church of Bethlehem; of the congregation of the First Presby- | widows. A few years after it was amended, making it $12 per 
terian Church of New Scotland; of the congregation of the Con- | month to those who were in destitute circumstances and unable 
gregational Church of Baiting Hollow; of sundry citizens of | to labor. and at the last session of Congress a further amendment 
Boonville and Oneida; of the Independent Order of Good Tem- | was made granting $12 per month to all the survivors of the Mex- 
plars of Albion; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of | ican war. 

Rochester; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Es- | I do not venture to say how much merit there is in the peti- 
rance; of sundry citizens of Mount Vernon and Cayuga; of the | tion of these good women, but of course the Committee on Pen- 
oman’s Christian Temperance Union of Huntington; of the Wo- | sions will give it proper consideration. 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Oswego; of the Young The PRESIDENT protempore. The petition will be referred 
Woman’s Missionary Society of Albany; of the Woman’s Chris- | to the Committee on Pensions. 
tian Temperance Union of Chazy; of the Woman’s Christian COST OF PRINTING DOCUMENTS 
Temperance Union of New Albion; of the Mothers’ Christian | Mn DEANE of Wow Werks: trem the Committee on Printing 
Association of New York City; of the congregation of Olivet ook di te To ae ee he rane ’ M, rel +9. 1908" 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Syracuse, and of the congrega- who were directed by a resolution of the Senate of March 1°, 1903, 
tion of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Manlius, all in the | '° *8°ertain and report to the Senate the cost, for each session of 
State of New York, praying for an investigation of the charges the last four Congresses, of printing all such so sn ara 
made and filed against Hon. REep Smoot. a Senator from the | #8" executive or legislative documents, as may have been printed 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- by order of the Senate, or by unanimous consent, on the request 
leges and Elections. of individual Senators, submitted a report thereon. 
fr. KEAN presented petitions of the congregation of the Forty- BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 
sixth Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Bayonne; of the Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
congregation of the First Reformed Church of Long Branch; of | erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
the congregation of the First Baptist Church of Long Branch; of | on Pensions: 
the congregation of the St, Luke’s Methodist Episcopal Church,' A bill (S, 13821) granting a pension to Charles M. Clark; 
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A bill (S. 1322) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 13850) granting an increase 


Dugger (with an accompanying paper); of pension to John J. Driscoll; which was read twice by its title, 
A bill (S. 1323) granting a pension to Caroline C. Kuhn (with | and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

an accompanying paper); and He also introduced a bill (S. 1351) for the relief of the legal 
A bill (5. 1824) granting a pension to William F. Windle (with | representatives of Alfred A. Fisher, deceased; which was read 

accompanying papers). twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. CULLOM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1325) for the Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 1352) for the relief of Lindley 
relief of Herrera’s Nephews and Gallego, Messa & Co.; which was | C. Kent and Joseph Jenkins, as the sureties of Frank A. Webb; 
read twice by its title. and referred to the Committee on Foreign | which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
Relations. on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 1826) for the He also introduced a bill (S. 1853) for the relief of George T. 
restoration to citizenship of women married to aliens; which was | Hamilton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the | Committee on Claims. . 
Judiciary. | Healso introduced the following bills; which were severally 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1327) authorizing the Secretary of read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
the Treasury to adjust and settle the account of James M. Willbur | sions: ° 
with the United States, and to pay said Willbur such sum of A bill (S. 1354) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
money as he may be justly and equitably entitled to; which was | Woodward; 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. A bill (S. 1855) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced the following bills; which wereseverally | Chambers; 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on A bill (S. 1356) granting a pension to Robert Kelly; 

Pensions: | <A bill (S. 1357) granting a pension to M. Elizabeth Kent; 
A bill (S. 1328) granting an increase of pension toSamuelClark | _ A bill (S. 1358) granting an increase of pension to William W. 





(with an accompanying paper) ; r Lackey; and 

A bill (S. 1329) granting an increase of pension to Anthony H. A bill (8. 1859) granting an increase of pension to William F. 
Crawford (with an accompanying paper); and Davis. 

A bill (S. 1330) granting a pension to Jerry S. Fish. Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (8S. 1331) for the erection | erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
of a monument in the city of Washington, D. C., to the memory | on Claims. 


of the private soldiers of the Union armies; which was read twice A bill (S. 1860) for the relief of Jones & Laughlins (Limited) and 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. others (with an accompanying paper); 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1332) to extend Nineteenth street 4 pili (S. 1361) to reimburse James M. McGee, doctor of medi- 
northwest from Cincinnati street to the Adams Mill road, and to | cine, for expenses incurred in the burial of Mary J. De Lange 
acquire the triangie abutting on the east — eet paceened a deceased pensioner; and 
within Cincinnati street and the Adams Mill road; which was : 9 : ‘ 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the A® ill (8, 1863) forthe relief of the Postal Telegraph Cable Com 
District of Columbia. ” be P Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 1368) restoring the name 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1333) to correct the military rec- Genet esky G6 tink ean diiie os ae sete” tail 7 satin 
ord of Orlando Lawrence; which was read twice by its title,and, | 41.4¢ he chen be placed on the eae ed list: Site usa one 4 twi = 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on ys I ’ 


— by its title, and with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Military Affairs. ‘ : con , ’ 

He also intoduced the following bills; which were severally read Committee on Military Affairs. — ; : 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: _ He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 


A bill (S. 1384) granting a pension to Amy C. Bosworth (with ead twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
accompanying papers); and ae ill (S. 1864 tin . f . ; 

A bill (S. 1385) granting an increase of pension to Calvin Daws , 4 Dill (S. 1864) granting an increase of pension to John Middle- 
(with an accompanying paper). t , 

Mr. BATE introduced.the following bills; which were sever- 


ton; 
A bill (8S. 1365) granting an increase of pension to Reid Mc- 


oa : 4 : | Fadden: : 
ee twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on z A bil ( 8 36 6) gramting an increase of pension to Elisabeth 
bill (S. 1836) for the relief of Mrs. H. B. Clay; utherford (with an accompanying paper); -e 
a bill ‘Ss i387) for the relief of Sarah McClay, administratrix _ A bill (S. 1367) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
of Robert McClay, deceased; Fiscus (with accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 1838) for the relief of the heirs of William Tinder, A bill (S. 1368) granting an increase of pension to John Simp- 
deceasea: son (with accompanying papers); and 
A bill (S. 1839) for the relief of Mary J. Roberts and her chil- _ A bill (S. 1369) granting a pension to Isabella Brockway (or 
dren, to wit, John Joseph Stansifer, Eva May Deakins, Octavia St. John) (with accompanying papers). 
Baker. Annie M. Gledhill, Ida Belle Stansifer, and Charles L. Mr. KEARNS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 


Stansifer; erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
A bill (S. 1340) for the relief of M. Robison, administrator of Pensions. 

T. E. Robison, deceased; A bill (S. 1870) granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. W. 
A bill (S. 1341) for the relief of Thomas J. Powell; and Riter; 


A bill (S. 1342) for the relief of John L. Rhea, executor of Sam- | __ A bill (S. 1371) granting an increase of pension to Philemon 
nel Rhea, deceased, and John Anderson, administrator of Joseph Haskins; 

R. Anderson, deceased. A bill (S. 1872) granting an increase of pension to Eli Balder- 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 1343) to amend an actap- ston; — : 
proved March 8, 1899, entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled A bill (S. 1873) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
‘An act to reimburse the governors of States and Territories for | Henderson; ; 
expenses incurred by them in aiding the United States to ra‘se| A bill (S. 1374) granting an increase of pension to Peter Burns; 
and organize and supply and equip the Volunteer Army of the | and _ cs 
United States in the existing war with Spain,’ approved July 8,| A bill (S. 1375) to extend the provisions of the act of June 27, 
1898,”’ and so forth. and for other purposes; which was read twice | 1902, entitled ‘‘An act to extend the provisions, limitations, and 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. benefits of an_act entitled ‘An act granting pensions to the sur- 

“Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 1344) to quiet certain | vivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the 
land titles in the State of Mississippi; which was read twice by Black Hawk war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,’ 
its title. and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. | approved July 27, 1892.”’ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1345) in aid of thecommon schools | Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1376) to amend an act enti- 
in Mississippi; which was read twice by its title, and referred to tled ‘‘An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into the United 
the Committee on Public Lands. ; | States,”’ approved March 3, 1903; which was read twice by its 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally | title, and referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
read twice by their titles, and referred tothe Committeeon Claims: | He also introduced a bill (S. 1377) granting a pension to Emma 


A bill (S. 1346) for the relief of Mrs. S. A. E. a. | L. Ferrier; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

A bill (S. 1347) for the relief of Mrs. Catherine P. Byrnes; | Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1348) for the relief of Piazzo & Botto; and He also introduced a bill (S. 1378) to arsend section 3878 of the 

A bill (S. 1349) for the relief of James K. Hamblen (with an | Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
accompanying paper). to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
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Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 1879) for repayment of 
duty on anthracite coal, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance 

He also introduced a bill (S.. 1880) to provide for a site for a de- 

t for the Revenue-Cutter Service; which was read twice by its 

itle, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1881) for the relief of the heirs of 
John D. Clemson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1382) to provide for the sale of lot 
4, square 1113, in the city of Washington, D. C.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1883) to award a medal of honor 
to Maj. John O. Skinner, surgeon, United States Army, retired; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1384) for the relief of 
the University of the State of Missouri; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1385) to correct the mili- 
— record of H. A. White; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Cominittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 13886) granting an increase 
of = to Samuel J. Lyon; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. z 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 1387) to refund 
internal-revenue taxes paid oe owners of private dies; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills: which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 13888) granting an increase of pension to Orson H. 
Sawtelle (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 1389) granting an increase of pension to Frederick O. 
Graffam (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. FRYE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 12) for*the erec- 
tion of a monument to the memory of Dorothea Lynde Dix; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 


JULIA C, BRADLEY. 


Mr. QUARLES submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay to Julia C. Bradley, widow of David B. Bradle , late lieu- 
tenant of police in the Capitol of the United States, a sum equal tosix months’ 
salary at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, said sum 
to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


IMPROVEMENTS ON COAST OF NEW JERSEY. 


Mr. DRYDEN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War cause an examination and survey to be made for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining the cost and feasibility of extending a 16-foot channel of 
suitable width from the present channel north of Corner Stake light in an 
easterly direction and north of Shooters Island to Kill van Kull, to straighten 
and increase the width of waterway at Shooters Island and relieve the con- 
tion of commerce at that point; also, a like examination and survey for 
parpeee of ascertaining the cost and feasibility of removing the reef at 
Bergen Point pene and earns to 16 feet and improving and straighten- 
ing the channel between Kill van Kull and Elizabethport, with a plan or plans 
for making such improvements and estimates 


PROPOSED GRAVING DOCK. 


Mr. MALLORY. I submita resolution and ask unanimous 
consent for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate whether or not it is desirable, in the interest of the Navy, 
that the Government of the United States should construct and own a grav- 
ing dock, “ capacity sufficient to dock the largest battle ships of the Navy, at 
some port on 
in his judgment the same is desirable to also inform the Senate at what 
port on said coast such dock should be located, and the probable cost of the 
same when completed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. PENROSE. I move the reference of the resolution to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr.MALLORY. If theSenator from Pennsylvania will permit 
me, I will state that my object is to get the information for the 
use of the Committee on Naval Affairs in time to enable the 
ees mine to consider it when the appropriation bill comes 

ore it. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask that the resolution may go over under 


e rule. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will goover under the rule, 


thereof. 


he coast of states, on the G ico, and if | : : 
‘ sly Ad mes Ay mae Eh Aig, bg mee lenged on the other side hereafter or now as reflecting upon my 





HARBOR OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLA. 


Mr. MALLORY submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a 
survey to be made of the harbor of St. Petersburg, on Tampa Bay, in Florida, 
with a view to een adequate basin at said point for loading and unload- 
ing ocean-going vessels, with a channel 200 feet in width and 24 feet in depth, 
from said Caan to the main ship channel in Tampa Bay. 


TREATY OF 1818 WITH NEW GRANADA, 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the treaty of peace, amity, navigation, and commerce en- 
tered into between the United Statesand New Granada, proclaimed June 12, 
1848, be printed as a Senate document. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 20 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, Novem- 
ber 19, 1908, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, November 18, 1903. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

CUBAN RECIPROCITY. 

The SPEAKER. In pursuance of the resolution adopted here- 
tofore, the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 1921, and the gentleman from New York, Mr. SHEr- 
MAN, will take the chair. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SHERMAN in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 1921, the title of which will be announced by the 
Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a convention between the United 


States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the llth day of December, in the 
year 1902. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I now yield one hour to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrRosvENoR}. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the question under consid- 
eration is the question of whether or not the House of Representa- 
tives, as a part of the legislative department of the Government, 
will consent to or approve the so-called Cuban reciprocity treaty. 
The debate has taken a very wide and somewhat diversified range. 
I do not believe there is anyone here less anxious to debate this 
question than I am, and I would be glad to yield the floor this mo- 


| ment to a motion that the committee rise and take a vote on the 
| passage of the bill. 


But the opportunity is given for general de- 
bate, and under that head we have had a variety. I regret very 
much that we have not had any discussion on the other side of the 
House on the question of the Panama Canal. I had expected that 
an alert minority charged with no duty except that of patriotism, 
and not overwhelmed with that [laughter], wonld have brought 
into the arena of public debate discussion of a question of so much 
importance and of such novelty in the matter of the relation of our 
Government to another alleged republic. 

I use the word “‘alleged”’ in ignorance of the exact condition, 
while believing that the position of the Administration is unas- 
sailable and that it will redound to the honor and glory of the 
American people. I congratulate the other side that it has had 
the wisdom to avoid the danger of again antagonizing the country. 

Coming for a few moments only te the real question, I desire 
to trace the progress of this treaty and the reason why it is a 
pertinent question before the House of Representatives. Ido not 
consent that any vote that I may give here and now shall be chal- 


relation to the great dominating question of protection to Amer- 
ican industries and as reflecting upon my standing as an unyield- 
ing protectionist. I have never felt any anxiety when I have 
been assailed on this side of the House occasionally. I have never 
felt that there was any question in the minds of anybody for 
whose opinion I had a high regard as to whether I had been 
faithful now and always to the principle of protection as enunci- 
ated by the Republican party. On the other side of the House 
we are congratulated. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Mc- 
CLELLAN] has, in a speech made yesterday, laid the foundation, I 
hope, for a great career in American politics. 

rather desire to nominate him upon some portions of his speech 
as a Democratic candidate for President. He has some advan- 
tages over all the other candidates. No man on this floor has 
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ever said of him, as was said by a very distinguished Representa- 
tive from Missouri, in speaking of the only man who been 
elected President of the United States on the Democratic ticket 
since the dawn and final establishment of freedom in the United 
States, that he had brought more injury upon the human race 
than had ever been brought upon it by any other individual since 
the fallof Adam. My friend from New York has no such record 
as that. He has never brought any injury upon anybody, and 
therefore I nominate him, with all due respect to the coming 
convention at St. Louis, or Chicago, or wherever it may be. He 
is a man without a detrimental record, and that is what our 
Democratic friends on the other side will badly need when they 
come to make a candidate for President. It will not be what the 
candidate has done so much as what he has not done. 

It is said on this side that we are getting some light. I take it 
by the CoNGRESSIONAL REcoRD that somebody on the other side has 
got some light. And I want to express my delight that the Dem- 
ocratic party on this floor has chosen as their leader and spokes- 
man a gentleman who has put into a very concise and almost epi- 
grammatic form a declaration of principles upon the question of 
the protective tariff that shows that he too, like the famous king 
in olden times, is almost persuaded to be a Republican Christian 
on this subject. [Laughter on the Republican side. 

Here is the declaration of the Hon. Jonn SHaRP WILLIAMs, of 
Mississippi, made in the House on yesterday: 

We shall fight for a revision of the tariff—for reductions as far as possible 
consistent with economical and effective governmental administration, and 


consistent, also, with the desire not destructively to revolutionize existing 
conditions, nor to destroy honest, legitimate, and nonmonopolistic enterprise. 


Now, we have an Iowa idea and we have an Ohio idea, and we 
have a Grosvenor idea which antedates both of them, made in 
April last, all supposed to be strong, sound, Republican tariff, pro- 
tection doctrines. 

I reproduce here, for the purpose of illustration, three tariff 
planks, the earliest dated April 10, 1902, being an extract from a 
speech which I had the honor to make in this House; secondly, 
the tariff plank of the Republican platform made at Columbus, 
Ohio, on the 2d of June, 1903, and, thirdly, the Iowa plank of the 
the current year, with certain comments made by the editor of a 
newspaper which published these three planks: 

BUTURE OF TARIFF PLANK—NO DIFFERENCES OF OPINION DISCLOSED BY 

UTTERANCE OF PARTY PLATFORMS—SPEECHES OF PARTY LEADERS— 


“THE IOWA IDEA” WAS NOT A REVOLUTION IN POLITICAL SENTIMENTS 
AMONG REPUBLICANS—A COMPARISON OF THE TARIFF PLANKS. 


There is much discussion these days in regard to the differences of 
opinion about the future of our Republican tariff plank. 

“The Iowa idea’ was said to be a complete revolution in political senti- 
mentsamong the Republicans, and Governor Cummins has been hailed as the 
author of a new departure. It will be seen by an examination of the matter 
following that if there is any differences of opinion among Republicans in 
regard to the attitude of the party on the tariff question it is not disclosed 
by the utterances of party platforms or the eches of party leaders. If 
there is any differences of opinion upon the su ntial matter of the plat- 
form, we are unable to discover them. Long after the agitation of the ques- 
tion of revision had been made in the country and in Congress, General 
GROSVENOR made a speech in the House of Representatives, the exact date 
being April 10, 1902, in which he said as follows—we quote from the official 
report of the speech: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES—CUBAN RECIPROCITY. 

*“Earnestly as I support the doctrine of protection, cordially as I stand b 
the platform of the party, enthusiastically as I defend the operation sak 
effect of the Dingley tariff bill, I would not be classed among those who wor- 
ship a statute as a fetichist. A protective tariff law is subject to the fluctua- 
tions of conditions, and it must be wisely considered and fearlessly made to 
adjust itself to the new conditions that are paramount to old prejudices; but 
when the time comes, and that time has not come yet, when there ought to 
be a modification of the tariff law, the suggestion of wisdom is that the 
changes shall be made by the friends of protection, and I modestly suggest 
that no men are better capable of saying when changes shall be made and 
how they shall be made than are the men who observed the country suffer- 
ing under the pangs of poverty and industrial depression under the only 
Democratic Administration since the war, and who emerged with the trium- 
phant column of McKinleyism under the new leader, the venerated and ever 
to be admired Dingley, out over the Jordan of dispair and into the promised 
land of prosperity and peace and hope in which we are now living.” 

For these utterances, made at that early period, General GROSVENOR was 
shamefully abused by some of the self-constituted newspapers of Republican 
sentiment. and it was charged that he had pone over to the revisionists. 

At the Republican convention held at Columbus on the 2dof last June the 
convention made the declaration of principle in accord with Republican sen- 
timent in Ohio. Here is the plank of the Republican platform of Ohio: 

“The protective-tariff policy of the Republican party has made the United 
States the greatest industrial nation, astonished the world with the tremen- 
dous development of our boundless resources; has added vastly to our for- 


eign commerce; has g iy the prosperity of the farmer, and has 


advanced American labor to the best scale of living ever attained. We op- 
= all attacks upon this policy, whatever a, as tending to bring 

ack the disastrous days of Democratic tariff revision and free trade. 
Changing conditions and the possible benefits of reciprocity may call for 
timely readjustment of schedules, but SS .,. as a principle and as a 
policy must be administered by the friends of American prosperity and must 
not be sacrificed. 

It may be said in this connection that General GROSVENOR was a member 
of the committee on resolutions and also a member of the subcommittee that 
oa and presented the platform. Thereupon it was announced that 

here was an irreconcilable difference of opinion among Republicans who 
would break out and wreck things in the lowa convention, which was held 
last week. It was said that the Ohio plank was not satisfactory in that it 
did not —— hasty and inconsiderate revision, but the Iowa convention 
just held made their tariff as follows: 

“We reiterate our faith in the oric principle of protection. Under its 


influence our country, foremost in the bounties of nature, has become fore- 
most in production. it has enabled the laborer to successfully insist upon 
good wages, and has induced capital to engage in production with a hope of 
a fair reward. Its vindication is found in the history of its success, and the 
a with which our natural resources have been developed and our 
industrial interests secured demand ‘that we heartily renew our pledge to 
maintain it. 

“Tariff rates made to carry this policy into effect shall be just, fair, and 
impartial, equally opposed to foreign control and domestic monopoly, to sec- 
tional discrimination and individual favoritism, and must from time to time 
be changed to meet the varying conditions incident to the progress of our in- 
dustries and their changing rejations in our foreign and domestic commerce. 
Duties that are too low should be increased, and duties that are too high 
should be reduced.” , s ‘ 

An intelligent reader will not be long in discovering two things: Fi 
that there is no substantial or material difference whatever between the Ohio 

latform and the Iowa platform, and from little further consideration it will 
ie discovered that the keynote of both of them is found in the speech of Gen- 
eral GROSVENOR, heretofore quoted. The idea all the way through in the 
speech, in the Ohio platform, and in the Iowa platform is covered by these 
words in General GROSVENOR’s speech: ‘‘ Earnestly as I support the doctrine 
of protection * * * I would not be classed among those who worship a 
statute as a fetichist. The protective tariff law is subject to the fiuctua- 
tions of conditions, and it must be wisely considered and fearlessly made to 
adjust itself to the new conditions that are paramount to old prejudices.” 
his idea is in the Ohio platform, as follows: *“* Changing conditions and the 
possible benefits of reciprocity may call for the timely readjustment of sched- 
ules.” And in the Iowa platform we have the following: “ Tariff rates made 
tocarry this policy into effect should be just, fair,andimpartial * * * and 
must from time to time be changed to meet the varying conditions incident 
to the progress, etc.” Here, then, is the whole thing ina nutshell: First, the 
firm, resolute, and unyielding proclamation of faithful adherence to the doc- 
trine and policy of protection—its nye gem its practice, and its fu g@liment— 
and the simple admission that times and conditions may demand change of 
the schedule, but not of the policy itself. 

It must be acces to everyone who reads and is impartial in his judg- 
ment that the keynote of any modification of preexisting declarations upon 
the tariff question is found ia General GROSVENOR's speech made a year ago 
last April, and which has been carefully followed by every convention since, 


And here is a gentleman who has summarized the whole gist of 
all three of those platforms and puts it in here, simply alleging it 
away in the beginning, and putting in the words ‘* monopolistic 
enterprises’’ at the end. All the rest is exactly the Republican 
position on the tariff. Weare perfectly willing to revise the tariff 
when we get ready. We propose to do it ourselves and to ask no 
aid from the other side of this House. We propose to do it with 
special reference to the upholding and upbuilding of American 
industry and the interests of capital, and that is the proposition 
of the gentleman. 

We propose to do it without disturbing present conditions, and 
in our opinion there is nothing that could be more destructive of 
present conditions than the introduction into power of the Demo- 
cratic party. But I will show — before I get done this latter is 
an absolute, physical impossibility during the next two years. So 
other people are getting light as well as our side of the House. 
The gentleman from Mississippi is a progressive gentleman. His 
selection as leader of the Democratic minority of the House is sug- 
gestive of the old proposition made a long time ago by a United 
States Senator, that the Democratic party follows after the Re- 
publican party, *‘ camping to-night where we camped last night, 
searching around among the dying embers of our campfires trying 
to draw some little satisfaction and nourishment from the wreck 
of the meals that we have served in our progress forward.”’ 

But we have a gentleman on the other side of the House who is 
still in the bonds of iniquity and the gall of bitterness. I guess I 
better turn that ‘‘ gall’’ to the other end of the sentence. He is 
in favor of free trade. I speak of the distinguished gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. SWANSON], who made such a profound im- 
pression, as is said, upon an English free trader here that the 
Englishman declared he would go home and defeat Chamberlain 
at every turn of the road if he could doit. [Laughter.] The 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Swanson] has argued that our 
present attitude on the tariff question is about to destroy our for- 
eign trade. The Democratic party is largely interested in the 
foreign trade of our country. It has always taken steps to pro- 
mote it, and the pay over which it has traveled, instead of 
being strewn with the growth and development of our foreign 
trade, is a graveyard of buried hopes and unfulfilled anticipations. 

It sounded very strange to me to hear a Democratic Represent- 
ative talking about our foreign trade and charging the Republican 
House of Representatives with doing something, somewhere, and 
in some way, to the detriment ofour foreign trade. He especially 
placed himself upon the ground that the passage of the Dingley 
law noted and built a monument at a point where, by our hos- 
tility to other countries, the downfall of American supremacy 
would take its origin. If that was not the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, then I fail to understand it, and that is the 
old story of a Chinese Wall around our country, which it is said 
will drive Russia into some sort of retaliatory purposes in the 
future. 

Yesterday my distinguished friend from Minnesota [Mr. Str- 
VENS] prognosticated the terrors and horrors of retaliation, and Joe 
Chamberlain, in my judgment the most distinguished for ability 
and wisdom and foresight and courage of all the present-day 
statesmen of England, was held up to us as somebody who was 
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going to destroy the prosperity of the American Republic in re- 
taliation because of our attitude on the tariff question. I want 
to assure any doubting Thomases here on that question of British 
hostility. My friends, do not be alarmed at the hostility of a 
country that can not declare a tariff war against the United States 
and feed her people for six months. In order to be a protective- 
tariff country, with a positive assurance against the aggressions 
and retaliations of a foreign country, you must be able to meet 
all the exigencies of a campaign. ae ; 

If you are in a fortress, you must have provisions; if you are 
on ship, you must have ammunition and arms, and if you are 
short upon any one of these great items of munitions of war you 
will fail. Now, do not be alarmed, my friends, about the retalia- 
tion of a country that can not feed its people ninety days without 
the importation of food products from other countries. Put a 
cordon of ships around the United Kingdom and keep out all the 

roductions of food, and in ninety days, it is said by those who 
taoe more about it than I do, there would be suffering and 
starvation. 

Ido not think we need fear the attacks of Mr. Chamberlain, 
driven, as heseems to be, by the protective-tariff tendencies of the 
colonial nominal] possessions of Great Britain. But I want to 
encourage my Democratic brother on the other side to study this 
question of the trade of the United States with foreign countries 
before he makes another speech, and I am going to put into my 
speech some tables showing the exports of commodities from and 
imports of commodities into the United States during the whole 
period of our existence as a government, and I will give my friend 
on the other side from Virginia [Mr. Swanson] a synopsis which 
I received in an official form on yesterday. 

It is a letter from the Bureau of Statistics. And I might say 
right here that the pulse, the thermometer, of national progress in 
this behalf, at least, is largely the question of how much we sell 
abroad and how much we buy from abroad. And when the bal- 
ance of trade is running in our favor, so that we are selling more 
than weare buying, there is no cause for alarm and there is no 
cause for an attack upon the protective-tariff system. I was de- 
lighted that the gentleman located the beginning of our trouble 
at the beginning of the operation of the Dingley law. That isthe 
question that we are interested in. 

What is the effect and what has been the effect of the Dingley 
law? In order that any gentleman interested in this matter may 
not be misled; I have in these tables shown to him what the sit- 
uation was in the years immediately preceding, when in large 
part the Chinese Wall was thrown dowr and substantial free 


trade upon many of the larger productions of American industry 
was given to the people of the world. Later I am coming to an- 
swer the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLarK], who points out 
that at some time or other somebody said that somebody was 
afraid that somebody thonght that there would not be money 
enough in the United States Treasury and undertook to borrow 
money to fill upthe gap. Now, what is the situation? Here itis: 

Replying to your telephonic inquiry of to-day, regarding the excess of ex- 
ports over imports from 1790 to June 30, 1897— 

That is within a very few days of the going into effect of the 
Dingley law and the monumental point created by the argument 
of the gentleman from Virginia by fair inference at least— 
and from June 30, 1897, to June 30, 1903, I have the honor to hand you the fol- 
lowing statement taken from the records of this Bureau. 

Totalexcess of exports of merchandise from 1790 to June 30, 1897, $356,808,822. 

Well, that was a rather respectable showing, considering the 
fact that during a large portion of that 107 years we had a whole 
lot of Democratic Administrations, and we pulled through with a 
better record, considering the war times and all that, than we 
had any reasonable right to expect, and if there is any student of 
this subject here who wants to get the exact details I will furnish 
him the opportunity to ascertain in whose Administration it was 
that these three hundred and fifty-odd million dollars grew up. 
Now, I have another statement that I commend to the Demo- 
cratic agonizers on the other side of the House. 

The total excess of exports of merchandise over imports of © 
merchandise— 

From July 1, 1897, to June 30, 1903— 
was— 
$3,227,263, 106. 

That was the balance in favor of the American nation. 

Ye fearful saints, fresh courage take! 
Those clouds ye so much dread 
Are big with mercy, and shall— 


Continue to— 
Republican— 


Break in— 


blessings on your head! 


a and applause on the Republican side. ] 

will put into my speech at this point, without stopping to read 
them, two tables, Table No. 1 showing the value of imports into 
and exports from the United States from October 1, 1789, to June 
30, 1900, and Table No. 2 showing the things on which low tariff 
and protective tariff, respectively, have been in operation and the 
effect they have had. These tables speak incisively and forcibly 
upon all the questions involved here: 


TABLE No. 1.—Total value of imports and exports into and from the United States from October 1, 1789, to June 30, 1900 (May and June, 1900, estimated). 
{From Commerce and Navigation of the United States, 1899. ] 
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MOD. .cceos 59, 400,000 52,208, 233 7, 196, 767 | 
1810._..... 85, 400,000 66, 757, 970 18,642, 030 
rat <a 53,400,000 61,316, 832 Ries 5 baa 6a 
: BR id can 77, 030, 88,527,  ¥ } > eerie & "Wea 
Madison(Mar. 4, 1809, to Mar. 4, 1817)..!);4)3° "7777" 22°005,000} 27 as6017 |... "585,017 | 1813...... 
6, 927, 441 CAD Lowncancuesedineen 1814. ...... Protective tariff (July 1, 1812, to 
52, 557, 753 WE Wick g ws cnnnccs. | 1815 June 30, 1816). 
81, 920,052 CE Fico ccnkiccaduindan | 1816 | 
87, 671, 569 Es ic citinmeamae-1 MGs...) 
98, 281, 133 28, 468, 867 |................ 1818._..... |] 
70, 142, 521 WE eins deve omnes 1819. 
69, 691, 669 4, 758, 331 | 18%). _____. | Low tariff (June 30, 1816, to Tune 30, 
OEM aninn cause anand 1821. _ f 1824) 
61, 350, 101 18,521, 594 |. 1822. _ 
68, 326,043 4.155, 228 |. 1823. 
68, 972, 105 8, 197, 067 |. } 1824... .. |) 
4, | | epee 549, 023 | 1825... ...- 
72, 890, 789 5,200, 728 |............-- 4} 19%... 
4.000 Oer j.............--- 2,977,009 | 1827. ...... 
$F sat' eat 16, 998, 873 |........ 315.728 | —_— Protective tariff (June 30, 1824, to 
71,470,718 |................ 8,949,779 | 1830.......|| Mar. 3, 1838). 
72, 295, 652 REET ictds a sen cesta ei cainas 
81,520, 603 MT Yi acc cwancctoonce | 1888. ...... 





PTE Visindnticceennanen | 1888....... 
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- TABLE No. 1.—Total value of imports and exports into and from the United States from October 1, 1789, to June 30, 1900, etc.—Continued. 


Merchandise. 


Pe eee tnaegee Fiscal Tariffs. 


Administration. Excess of 


) $108, 609,700 | $102, 290,215 
a Cine. 6 toler 4 ae 136, 764,205 | 115, 215, 802 1.548, 493 
in 36 579, 124. 338" 704 52. 240" 450 
" 472, 111. 443" 127 19; 020, 676 
Van Dore on (Mar. 4, 1837, to Mar. 4, 5, 970, 2 104,978, 570 | 18% Low tariff (Mar. 3, 1833, to Aug. 30, 
18: 956 |  112°251,673 pM nares or 1842). 
123) 668" 932 ; 
\/18 x 111/817. 471 
W. H. Harrison-Tyler (Mar. 4, 1841, 2 ..... 96. 075 ), Or 1 99, 877, 995 8,802,924 | 18 
to Mar. 4, 1845) 1843.......| 42,433. 464 82) 825; 689 40; 392) 225 | 1843 
itns44--2272-] 08,604,606 | 105, 745, 832 [TTT nn 8, 141,226 | 13 Protective tariff (Aug. 30, 1842, to 
113184322! 106.040. 111 Dec. 1, 1846). 
117.914.0685 | 109,583,248 8° 300. 817 ; 
122' 424349 | 156,741,508 |... \Low tariffs (Dec. 1, 1846, to Apr. 1, 
148,638,644 | 138,190,515 10, 448, 120° |_ 1861). 
141,206,199 | 1401351. 172 855,027 | 
Taylor-Fillmore (Mar. 4, 1849, to |}i850.......| 173,509,526 | 144.375, 726 29, 133, 800 
Mar. 4, 1853) 210,771.429 | 188,915,259 21. 856, 170 
Ise -cn---] 27, 40, 166, 984. 231 40.456. 167 
13... 777,265 | 208" 480" 282 60, 287. 983 : 
, F 5 : 8 7 f 7 
Pierce (Mar. 4, 1853, to Mar. 4, 1857). a 207, MS, 704 | oe 890 25 | ee Cae See Oe Ah 


wi, 
310, 432, 310 | 
SOT . 384, 428, 342 
Buchanan (Mar. 4, 1857, to Mar. 4, 5 263, 338, 654 272) oll; 274 
365 f 331, 338, 341 292, 902. 051 38, 431, 290 | 
353, 616, 119 | 833, 576, 067 20, 040, 062 
289, 310, 542 219, 553, 833 69, 756, 709 | 
189, 356, 677 190, 670, 501 
1863. 243, 385,815 208, 964, 447 
Lincoln-Johnson (Mar. 4, 1861, to j186 816, 447, 283 158, 837, 988 
Mar. 4, 1569) 1865 238, 745, 580 166, 029, 308 
6 sy 812, 066 2 
895, 761,096 
357, 436, 440 
417,506, 379 
435, 958, 408 
520, 223, 684 ' i 
Grant (Mar. 4,1869, to Mar.4, 1877)... 182 Spee art it ES ai, sn | 
; 567, 406, 342 : 18, 876, 608 | 
Rs saitscnased 533, 005, 436 é A Scesciheabiabia ie ate 
i intiedinal 460,741, 190 , 67 79,643,481 | 18 
~_ Que ¢ & 
‘list Sa "oan? 151, 152, 004 Protective tariffs (Apr. 1, 1861, to 
Hayes (Mar. 4, 1877, to Mar. 4, 1881) _. 445.777 775 am’ Aug. 28, 1894). 
667, 954, 746 
ifl 642, 664, 628 
Garfield-Arthur (Mar. 4, 1881, to | 724, 639,574 
Mar. 4, 1885) |sss- 723, 180,914 : 
667 , 697,693 51 72, 815, 916 
577, 527, 328 2. : ‘ 164, 662, 426 
Cleveland (Mar. 4, 1885, to Mar. 4, |}1886 635, 436, 136 679, 524, 8% 44. 088, 694 
x ; 692) 319. 768 716, 183, 211 ares 23, 863, 443 
7238, 957, 114 , 94, 507 28, 002, 607° 
a 745, 131, 652 742, 401, 375 2, 730; shdliiniibiaciiaiaeiniondl 
Benjamin Harrison (Mar. 4, 1889, to . 789, 310, 409 857, 828, 684 : 68,518, 275 | 
4 ‘ 844, 916, 196 J ‘ 39, 564,614 
827, 402, 462 5 
> 866, 400, 922 
Cleveland (Mar. 4. 1893, to Mar. 4, |}1! 654, 994, 622 
397 ) 731, 969, 965 | 
| 
| 














pa tariff (Aug. 28, 1894, to July 2, 
1897). 


779, 724, 674 

- 764, 730, 412 

McKinley (Mar. 4, 1897, to Sept. 14, |} 616, 049, 654 
|) ee 697 , 148, 489 
849,941, 184 

823, 172, 165 

Roosevelt (Sept. 14, 1903) 903, 320, 948 
1, 025, 719, 237 


Detall «.....w cocdcoccucusinnteennnsanl | 84,279, 268, 510 263,510 | 37 , 863, 335, 440 


\\Protective tariff (July 24, 1897, to 
June 3, 1900). 
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TABLE No. 2.—Years in which low tariffs and tective tariffs, respectively, | TABLE No. 2.—Years in which low we} and protective tariffs, respectively, 
have Leen in operation in the United States, showing the excess of imports or have been in operation in the United States, etc.—Continued, 
exports in each year and the total excess of imports or exports w r each ———- = 


ouster n Low tariffs. Protective tariffs. 


(Compiled from official statements of the Treasury Bureau of Statistics. ] ie RE 
Fas ~npneeepeeagieigiieenneoaaisagieeesessn ana . year. Excess of | Excess of 
Low tariffs. Protective tariffs. imports. | exports. 
Fiscal ———————_———-- Fiscal | | | TT 
year Excess of | Excess of year. Excess 3s of Excess of 
imports. exports. imports. exports. 


$2, 794, $5,851, 017 

10, 187, 959 | t SRST cnED litchaddntosnt 
, 746, 902 | f 60, 483. 521 | 
, 990, 428 Dy ee lccctitehoncies 
, 556,275 |. a leet tae 549, 023 

21, 766, 396 ENE EEE Eecintsina otienan 

22,861,539 |. S27 . lees 2,977,009 
084, 696 |. ; 23. "16, 998 87 8 | pcedibdodbedensahil 
» 224, 289 29 . 845, 736 
403, 626 . | 8, 949, 779 

20, 280, 988 | 3H 

18, _ gus 
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TARIFFS AND TRADE BALANCES, 1790-190—Continued. 


TABLE No. 2.—Years in which low tariffs and protective tariffs, respectively 
have been in operation in the United States, o-Comtinued. F 

Low tariffs. Protective tariffs. 

Fiscal 
year. 


Fiscal 


year. Excess of 


exports. 


Excess of 


of 
Excess ioports 


exports. 


Excess of 
imports. 


615, 432° 676 
529,874, 813 
544,541. 898 


“75, 568, 200 |) 





| 
553, 917, 230 | Total -|1, 371, 397,064 | 5,470, 423,925 
aHalf year. 
Net excess of imports under low tariffs................--.....-... $514, 954,931 
Net excess of exports under protective tariffs 4, 099, 026, 861 

But, says my friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], and he is re- 
peating what has been said on this floor a good many times, 
nevertheless, under the McKinley law, you ran out of money and 
had to get ready to borrow money. That isthe most cenuenteable 
blunder that anyone has ever made in my hearing, and the actual 
truth of the matter is a most overwhelming answer to all the criti- 
cisms on the Democratic side of this House that could by any pos- 
sibility be made. Let me put itin very few words. This country 
had reached an wiiperaiiclel condition of prosperity, not only in 
the matter of commercial relations with all the world, not only in 
the matter of our domestic industrial situation, but in all that 
relates to national prosperity, on the day that Grover Cleveland 
was elected President of the United States in 1892. 

I presume that my friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] refers to 
the result, or did refer to the result, of the election of Cleveland 
at the time whem he gave that epitome of the bad results of the 
birth and wth of Cleveland as a citizen of the United States. 
I presume he referred to the fact, possibly, that prosperity turned 
the other way. You all remember it. I am not here to discuss 
the reason for it. When Harrison was defeated he sent to Con- 
gress a message, in December, 1892, congratulating the country 
and giving the details of the prosperity that had come to the 
country, and I defy any Democrat to show me in the CoNGREs- 
SIONAL RECORD where there was ever any criticism of that mes- 
sage. In that message he congratulated the country upon the 
steady growth of prosperity. That was under the Mcki ey law. 
Now, what happened? 

I here reproduce brief extracts from the message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States delivered to Congress in December, 
1892, which speak for themselves: 


The total wealth of the country in 1860 was $16,159,616,068. In 1890 it 
amounted to $62,610,000,000, an increase of 287 per cent. 

The total mileage of railwaysin the United States in 1860 was 30,626; in 
1890 it was 167,741, an increase of 448 per cent; and it is estimated that there 
will be about 4,000 miles of track added by the close of the year 1892. 

The official returns of the Eleventh Census and those of the Tenth Census 
for 75 leading cities furnish the basis for the following comparisons: 

In 1830 the capital invested in manufacturing was $1 ,232,539,670. 

In 1890 the capital invested in ees Was $2,900,735,884. 

In 1880 the number of employees was 1,301,388. 

In 1890 the number of employees was 2,251,134, 

In 1880 the wages earned were $501,965,778. 

In 189 the wages earned were $1,221, 170,454. 

In 1880 the value of the product was $2,711 579,899. 

In 1890 the value of the onan Was $4,860,286,837,. 

Iam informed by the Superintendent of the Census that the omission of 
certain industries in 1880, which were included in 1890, accounts in part for 
the remarkable increase thus shown. But after making full allowance for 
differences of method and deducting the returns for all industries not in- 
cluded in the census of 1880, there remain in the reports from these 75 cities 
an increase in the aes employed of $1,522,745,604; in the value of the prod- 
uct of $2,024,236,166; in w: earned of $667,943,929, and in the number of 
wage-earners employed of 029. The wage earnings not only show an in- 
ce wasreae®, but an increase per capita from in 1880 to $547 in 1890, 

The new industrial plants established since October 6, 1890, and up to Octo- 
ber 22, 1892 as partially reported in the American Economist, number 345, and 
the extension of existing Plante, 108; the new capital invested amounts to $40,- 
449,050, and the number of additional employees to 37,285. 

The Textile World for J wy: 1892, states that during the first six months of 
the present calendar year 134 new factories were built of which 40 are cot- 
ton mills, 48 knitting mills, 26 woolen mills, 15 silk 4 plush mills, and 2 


| that point. 
| to that as rapidly as the wheels of time can bring me, I do not 


linen mills. Of the 40 cotton mills, 21 have been built in the Southern States. 
Mr. A. B. Shepperson, of the New York Cotton Exchange, estimates the 
number of working spindles in the United States on September 1, 1892, at 
15,200,000, an increase of 660,000 over the year 1891. The consumption of cot- 
ton by American mills in 1891 was 2,396,000 bales, and in 1892, 2,584,000 bales, an 
increase of 188,000 bales. From the year 1869 to 1892, inclusive, there has 
been an increase in the consumption of cotton in Europe of 92 per cent, while 
during the same period the increased consumption in the United States has 
been about 150 per cent. 

The report of Ira Ayer, special agent of the Treasury Department, shows 
that at the date of September 30, 1892, there were 32 companies manufactur- 
ing tin and terne plate in the United States and 14 companies building new 
works for such manufacture. The estimated investment in buildings and 
plants at the close of the fiscal year, June 30, 1895, if existing conditions 
were to be continued, was $5,000,000, and the estimated rate of production 
200,000,000 pounds per annum. Theactual production for the quarter ending 
September 30, 1892, was 10,952,725 pounds. 

he report of Labor Commissioner Peck, of New York, shows that during 
the year 1891, in about 6,000 manufacturing establishments in that State em- 
braced within the special inquiry made by him, and representing 67 differ: 
industries, there was a net increase over the year 1890 of $31,315,130.68 in the 
value of the product and of $6,377,925.09 in the amount of wages paid. Ihe 
report of the commissioner of labor for the State of Massachusetts shows 
that 3,745 industries in that State paid $129,416,248 in wages during tie year 
1891, against $126,030,303 in 1890, an increase of $3,335,945, and that there was an 
increase of $9, 982.490 in the amount of capital and of 7,346in the number of 
persons employed in the same period. 

During the last six months of the year 1891 and the first six months of 1892 
the total production of pig iron was 9,710,819 tons, as against 9,202,708 tons in 
the year fe00, which was the largest annual production ever attained. For 
the same twelve months of 1891-92 the production of Bessemer ingots was 
3,878,581 tons, an increase of 189,710 gross tons over the prev_ously unprece- 
dented yearly production of 3,688,871 gross tons in 1890. The production of 
Bessemer steel rails for the first six months of 1892 wus 772,436 gross tons, as 
against 702,080 tons during the last six months of the year 1891. 

The total value of our foreign trade (exports and imports of merchandise) 
during the last fiscal year was $1,857 ,680,610, an increase of $128,253,004 over the 
previous fiscal year. The average annua! value of our imports and exports. 
of merchandise for the ten fiscal years prior to 1891 was $1,457,322,019. It will 
be observed that our foreign trade for 1892 exceeded this annual average 
value by $400,358,591, an increase of 27.47 per cent. The significance and value 
of this increase are shown by the fact that the excess in the trade of 1892 
over 1891 was wholly in the value of exports, for there was a decrease in the 
value of imports of $17,513,754. 

The value of our exports during the fiscal year 1892 reached the highest 
figure in the ar of the Government, amounting to $1,080,278,148, exceed- 
ing by $145,797,338 the exports of 1891 and exceeding the value of the imports 
by 875,686. A comparison of the value of our exports for 1892 with the an- 
nual average for the ten years prior to 189] shows an excess of $265,142,651, or 
of 34.65 per cent. The value of our imports of merchandise for 1892, which 
was , 402,462, also exceeded the annual average value of the ten years prior 
to 1891 by $135,215,940. During the fiscal year 1892 the value of imports free of 
duty amounted to $457,999,658, the largest aggregate in the history of our 
commerce. The value of the imports of merchandise entered free of duty in 
1892 was 55.35 per cent of the total value of imports, as compared with 43.35 
per cent in 1801 and 33.66 per cent in 1890. 

* + *” * . « of 

There never has been a time in our history when work was so abundantor 
when wages were as high, whether measured by the currency in which they 
are paid or by their pare to supply the necessariesand comforts of life. It 
is true that the market prices of cotton and wheat have been low. It is one 
of the unfavorable incidents of agriculture that the farmer can not produce 
wer orders. He mustsow and reap in ignorance of theaggregate sae mn 
of the year, and is peculiarly subject to the depreciation which follows over- 

roduction. But, while the fact I have stated is true as to the crops men- 
ioned, the general average of prices has been such as to give to agriculture 
a fair participation in the general prosperity. 

The value of our total farm products has increased from $1,363,646,866 in 
1860 to $4,500,000,000 in 1891, as estimated by statisticians, an increase of 230 per 
cent. he number of hogs January 1, 1891, was 50,625,106 and their value 

10,198,925; on January 1, 1892, the number was 52,398,019 and the value $24!,- 
181,415, On January 1, 1891, the number of cattle was 36,875,648 and the vaiue 
Se ee on January 1, 1892, the number was 37,651,239 and the value $570,- 


Mr.CLARK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow a ques- 
tion? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK. Don’t you know that Secretary Foster testi- 
fied —— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, my friend, you wait for Secretary 
Foster. I will give you all of that you want. Iam ready upon 
I want to answer you politely, but as Iam coming 


want to be interrupted. 

It is very true that immediately upon the election of President 
Cleveland there was a practical suspension of income, of the revy- 
enues of the Government, into the Treasury of the United States. 
It was natural; it was inevitable. It would happen again if 
somebody other than Roosevelt should be elected President next 
year. It was inevitable because the Democratic party came into 
power with this same proclamation of hostility to the McKinley 
law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it was inevitable, because trade stood 
still, paralyzed, waiting to see what the Democratic party wouk 
do; and so along in the month of February there was a condition 
of uncertainty as to whether the Treasury might be able to meet 
its requirements. Not during the Administration of Harrison. 
My friends areall wrong upon that. But whether, projecting the 
conditions forward intoa few early months of the Administration 
of the incoming President, there might not be a condition of in- 
ability upon the part of the Treasury to meet its requirements, 
and especially to maintain the gold reserve at $100,000,000. 

Thereupon Mr. Secretary Foster, after consideration of the 
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whole subject and discussion with the President, approached the 
incoming Administration through its supposed Secretary of 
the Treasury. I will stop here to say that there is not a gentle- 
man upon this floor who will not remember we all knew as early 
as January that Mr. Carlisle, then a Senator of the United States, 
was to be the Secretary of the Treasury. 


To go a little further in this matter, I had fixed upon $50,000,000 as the 
amount of gold I would buy, and I had an understanding with the bankers 
in New York to this effect, but they stipulated they would take the bonds in 
installments of $10,000,000 a week. If this was done it would devolve upon 
Secretary Carlisle to execute a part of my contract. The bankers desired 





Secretary Carlisle’s concurrence in the arrangement. In this emergency I 
called upon Senator GORMAN, stating the facts to him and saying that many 
of my Hepublican friends thought I had better not do anything in the way 
Secretary Foster now makes a statement, and I want to say 3 _ peatennnce of the gold reserve, yet I Geemed - oe om 
at T aauer : : : : . of the Treasury to continue to do until the last hour of my term what I wou 
that I saw published in the public print a statement made by a0 | ao if I were to be continued in office. In this I was sustained by Senator 
interview in the Cincinnati Enquirer of this same story; and | Sherman. ' 5 
there came a time when a very distinguished Democrat, himself u 7, ees a! pogreves ont oat 0 mowenger, Soe 20. Costin, 
ate ‘ > - ali “Lowels r. rlisle soon made his appearance, e ad gree 
later on a me mber of the Cabinet of Mr. Cleveland, made a | j proposed, and next day went to see Mr. Cleveland. Upon his return I was 
statement in the city of Cincinnati that went beyond the gentle- | informed that he would execute the part of the plan that would devolve upon 
man from Missouri, while introducing a Tom Johnson speaker toa = — 24 _ —_ ae ere. i aia hia siete aaditas 
eid ania an oan . anal a 23, ‘o n up, the Treasury was no ne, @ 
Bry an audience, [Laughte ron the Re puodlican side. | He stated deficit at any time, no plates for bonds, and no bonds were signed. 
not only that we were out of money, but that we had negotiated No bonds were sold. I managed to maintain the gold reserve, turning over 
for the issue of a bond; that the bond was engraved, and printed, 
and signed. 


to my successor about $103,000,000. 
wie PU ST ae ty pm ce 

Then I wrote him a letter, for I knew he would not tell me wailing would have improved. : 7 ? 
what was not absolutely trne—he is aman of the highest charac- 
ter—unless he believed it was true. A little before the statement 
had been made that the bonds were ready to be issued. Now, 
that shows that thing had been growing. It started first with 
an order to engrave the plate, then it got the plate engraved, and 
then got the bond issued and not signed, and now the bond is 
signed all ready for circulation. 

Mr. CLARK. Will you let me ask you a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK. Do you deny that Secretary Foster wrote that 
letter on the 20th of February, 1893? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not. 

Mr. CLARK. Do you deny that Secretary Gage, in his reply é 
to Mr. Garnss of Tennessee, put a copy of the bond into the cor- | _ Mr. Secretary Foster looked forward into the future and saw 
respondence? that the Treasury of the United States must, under Democratic 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not know anything about that, I | administration, become ay insolvent; and before the ad- 
know that no bond was ever made, signed, or issued. ministration of Grover Cleveland closed we who were Members 

Mr. CLARK. Will you deny that Secretary Foster, on the | then of the House were called upon to vote for loans amounting 
27th day of February, testifying before the Committee on Ways | in the aggregate to $262,500,000 upon a long-time bond at 4 per 
and Means, stated that his estimate for this fifty millions deficit | cent interest, which was taken by syndicates at about the par 
was made up before the election had been had at all? value (although I am not clear upon that point) , and which stand 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ideny that. Departmental estimates are | to-day in the markets at one hundred and thirty odd cents on the 
one thing, public needs quite another. dollar. , p 

Mr. CLARK. Well, now, I will prove it to you, intwoanda/| Mr. Secretary Foster is a man of high character and unques- 
half minutes, by the record if you give me a chance. tioned integrity, and his statement will go against the loose talk 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not knowing that, I deny it [laughter on | of the thoughtless partisan. 
the Democratic side], having no knowledge on my part. Mr. PAYNE. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. CLARK. You put in that saving clause. Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Letme put it in legal parlance, “Having | Mr. PAYNE, Does not the gentleman remember that on the 
no knowledge of the truth or falsity of such statement, I there- | first issue of $62,000,000 the syndicate charged a commission or a 
fore deny it.”” [Great laughter. ] profit of ten or twelve million dollars? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to send to the Clerk’s desk and Mr. GROSVENOR. I remember the fact that it was stated or 


The panic and deplorable condition following Cleveland's election was 
wholly due to two causes: First, the kiown purpose of the Democratic part 
to adopt a revenue tariff, which at once affected the imports and paralyze 
all industries and business, and, secondly, the known incapacity of the Demo- 
cratic party then coming into power to agree upon efficient legislation, after- 
wards so painfully demonstrated. 

Very truly, etc., 
’ . CHARLES FOSTER. 

[Loud applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, that seems to be a candid, 
straightforward statement, but it will not do any good. The 
same statement will be repeated just as often as this has by 
those who have not heard the reading of this letter. Now, what 
happened following this? Let us see who was the wise man and 
who was the mistaken man. 











avail myself of the brief period that it will take the Clerk to read | Shown that it cost the Government something like ten or twelve 
a letter of Secretary Foster drawn out by a letter from the hon- | million dollars to borrow that money, and the proposition came 
orable Senator from Ohio, Mr. Forakrr, in answer to his letter | in here from the Secretary of the Treasury and from Mr. Cleve- 
and in answer to my letter of the same date. land’s Administration to put into the sixty-two and one-half mil- 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the paper presented by | lion dollars of the last loan the word “gold.” And I have the 
the gentleman from Ohio. honor to point to the Recorp where I myself and thirty-two others, 

The Clerk read follows: I think it was—at least a majority of two of the Republicans on 
this side—refused to put the word ‘‘ gold’’ into the bonds that 
Mr. Carlisle sought to have issued. 

Mr. CLARK. Will it interrupt the gentleman if I read a sen- 
tence or two? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, sir. 

Mr. CLARK. On the 25th day of February, 1893, Mr. Foster 


FosroriA, On10, October 28, 1903. 
Hon. J. B, FORAKER, 
Cincinnati, Ohio. 


My Dear SENATOR: Your favor of the 27th this moment received. Har- 
moun’s statement is quite vague. He says: “In 1893 when the Democratic 
party came into power the Republican Administration had bankrupted the 
Government. hen eae —- the White — paws bonds 
already signed by the Republican Administration. e rely man- i f ; i : 
aged to tide over until we got into office, and then we had to take thestigma —_amwe Oe Wega oo eee enmeneet 
that came as the result of their unwise administration.” wee eS 

The charge that the Government was pg gr lenge Covent come fate That is, the estimates of $50,000,000 deficiency— 
povwer is ridiculous, he revenues up to a e, and un eend 0 . s43 ; ‘ ‘ 
that fiseal year, exceeded the expenditures. The usual charge is the one are based upon conditions existing prior to the election of 1892. 
made by GAINES in = Nashville  Amarios co idl ta | the Enquirer of the [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
Zist, that “Secretary Foster prepa: plates for bon tide over a deficit.” _G S i ; : 

The facts are that as soon as it was known that Cleveland was elected in Mr to O aaa : ret - coer ae a ath Let 
November, 1892, it became apparent that there was great danger,on account | M© point out the vice in the quotation as read by the gentleman 
of importations being held back for lower duties, that the gold reserve | from Missouri. It was based upon conditions existing before.’’ 


would fall below $100,000,000 required, not by law, but by implication of law. Secretary ted w ose itions we 4 bs 
After consulting fully with Senator Sherman, I made up my mind that it The Secret ary had sta’ what those conditions were. The con 


was my duty to maintain the gold reserve even if I had todo it by thesale | ditions were those that always run down and smash up the credit 
of bonds. The only bonds authorized wore those of the resumption act of | of the Government—the existence of the Democratic party in 
1875, all bearing high rates of interest and running a long time. blican side thecki , . 
I suppose to assist me, Senator Sherman introduced an amendment to an eat oe ‘euetey wlan whew te Conttieae” But do a 
appropriation bill inthe Senate authorizing an issue of a 3 per cent short- ry. “pe : Cs no 
time bond, Mr. Carlisle, who was, then knows to be the incoming Secretary, anywhere say —. there was hee grey i Does he? I defy the 
was consulted by the Senator and approved Mr. Sherman's amendment. gentleman from Missouri, with all his ingenuity, to show that 
Rinaary, Upoe its passage fearing that I macht be compelled to wee bongs | there was at that time existing a deficiency. I have verified the 
for the purchase of gold, I directed the superintendent of the proper office to | statement of the Secretary that on the 4th of March, or imme- 


prepare plates for this bond—a better bond for my purposes than those al- i . i i * 
peasy authorized. I did this upon the belief at the time that an act approved diately following it, he turned over $103,000,000 of gold in the 


by the incoming Secretary that paased the Senate, receiving a large | LTeasury which he had protected and preserved. [Applause on 
share 7? the Democratic yates. of tha body, yous also pase the House. But | the Republican side. 
in this I was mistaken. e House refused to pass it, an e tes were Mr. CLARK. Will the gentleman— 

not prepared, and there were no bonds already signed, as stated s Mr. Har- F 7 a.) ne 

=e Bat my letter directing the preparation is used in evidence that the Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, the gentleman had his time yester- 
plates were prepared and that a deficit existed. day. 
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Mr. CLARK. I want to read—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Whose speech is the gentleman reading 
from? 

Mr. CLARK. From the testimony of Secretary Foster before | 
the Ways and Means Committee on the 25th of February, 1893. 
It is incorporated in a speech made by Joun WESLEY Gangs, of 
Tennessee. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I decline to incorporate 
any more of that speech in mine. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. CLARK. I only want to read one more sentence, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; not one more sentence; not another 
sentence. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow me a sug- 
gestion? : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have not read the report of what occurred be- 
fore the Ways and Means Committee since it occurred, but my 
recollection of it is that Secretary Foster’s estimate of deficiency 
was founded upon the estimates of the different Departments sent 
in to the Treasury Department and submitted to Congress, and 
those items, as we all know, always exceed the actual appropria- 
tions by $100,000,000. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That statement explains the whole mis- 
understanding. It shows the difference between “‘ estimates’’ 
and ‘‘deficiencies.’? They had come in in time for the action of 
Congress following the election of a Democratic President. My 
friend is only strengthening my position. I admit that the 
menace Of a Democratic Administration paralyzes the business 
of this country. [Applause on the Republican side.] I will 
admit it and you need not argue it. [Laughter on the Repub- | 
lican side.] It has never failed, andit never will fail. Thank God 
there is no prospect that it willever come! [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. | 

Mr. CLARK. How does the gentleman get out of the state- 
ment that has been made that the estimates were made before 


the election of 1892? You thought you were going to elect Har- | 


rison, sure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They arealways made before the election. 
No; we did not think—— 

Mr. CLARK. How do you account for the $50,000,000 de- 
ficiency? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There wasn’t any such deficiency. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. He did not issue the bonds. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What did he want them for? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He wanted to protect the gold reserve. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What did Mr. Foster write this let- 
ter for? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have just had read the statement of Mr. 
Foster, and I put Mr. Foster against the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. [Laughter.] Let us see what the dark forebodings of 
yesterday were. 

First, the threat that Russia was going to destroy us because of 
some ruling of our department, upheld by the Supreme Court, on 
the question of the sugar duty. Second—well, I don’t know 
what the second was or in what order they came, but finally the 
dark threat—the insidious and dangerous threat—the one that 
did make a temporary horror run over this side of the House— 
was the assurance of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLarK] 
that there was going to be a Democratic administration intro- 
duced here a year from the 4th of next March. That threat has 
something in it if it were only true. 

We will take care of Russia. Sheis our friend. We are not 
going to have any trouble with her. We will take care of Eng- 
land, for England has some sense along with her other qualities. 
Put when it comes to the Democratic party, if they get into 

wer we are gone—I will admit that. [Laughteron the Repub- 

ican side. } 

I have no fears of the trouble at Panama. We will take care 
of that. There is not one of all the threats that have been called 
to my attention worthy of consideration except the threat that 
we are going to have a Democratic Administration, and I went 
home last night and spent hours in pondering over it when I 
should have been engaged in some other occupation. Looking it 
over, I have come to a conclusion that I am going to give to my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. CLarK], that he may have the benefit 
of, and to the end that he may put a modified menace in the next 
speech that he makes. Do not put it as an assured fact any more; 
put it asa possibility. That is strong enough—a possibility. On 
what is your campaign to be made? ere is a report in the pub- 
lic prints that my friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], coming as 
he has with a full knowledge of the affairs of his own State and 
city, proposes a platform of only four words. 

If you will think back at the motto of the Democratic r 
some years ago, you will remember what that slogan was. I wi 
not disturb the serenity of the gentleman by repeating it at this 
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time, but the platform was to be a platform of four words. I 
mildly suggested to him at the time that possibly it would be a 
more forcible platform outside of Missouri and St. Louis than it 
would be for home consumption. [Laughter on the Republican 
side]. And the campaign to ‘‘ turn the rascals out’’ ought to be 
a local campaign, like the tariff question, and not made a general 
one. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, let me ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; do not do that. 

Mr. CLARK. Oh, yes; I will. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You will break the continuity of my 
thought. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK. No; I will not. Does the gentleman not know 
that out of nineteen rascals convicted of penitentiary offenses in 
St. Louis sixteen of them are Republicans? [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Idon’'t know it, but if it is true it does 
not speak well for the fairness of the administration of justice out 
there. [Prolonged laughter. } 

But, Mr. Chairman, I will assume that that will not be the 
platform, and that the platform will be a medley of free trade 
and tariff for revenue only and possibly the adoption of the posi- 
tion of the distinguished gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS] on the tariff question. If that shall be taken by the 
Democratic party, it will be manifest at once that we are reaching a 
period of common sense on both sides of this battle. But I shall 
assume now that the purpose of the Democratic party in their 
platform will be to announce the purpose of the Democratic party 
to disturb present conditions on the tariff question in the United 
States. I suppose there will be nothing left by that time. 

You won't have anything to say about Panama, for if you do 
they will beat you at home. They want the canal and we are go- 
ing to get it, and there is no insurrection or noninsurrection of 
any state on earth that can stopit. That is going to be done now; 
right away, so you will not have that; you will all be on our side 
as far as that is concerned. You will find no Aguinaldo down 
there in Panama, for they are all on one side. They have no 
‘* George Washington, of South America.’’ The breed has run out. 
[Laughter.] So I will assume that you will be on our side upon 
the canal and Panama question. Theother questions have drifted 


| back to the rear and are among the cast-off clothing of political 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then what did he issue the bonds for? | ; C er¢ 
locality you can use the words “tariff reform;’’ in another you 


isms; so you will have to march up to this tariff reform. In one 


can use the words “tariff revision,’’ and you can modify the 


| whole situation to some extent; but in the end you will be the 


same old Democratic party, opposed to protection, and we will 


| be the same old Republican party, standing by protection and all 
| that it involves. 


Coming now to the question of the danger that the Democrais 
will carry the country in 1904, I will tell you the States that you 
can not carry. First, I think I will give you the States that you 
can carry, because it will look very large and it will give youa 
better feeling than it would if I should read the leading column 
first. [Laughter.] You will carry Alabama and Arkansas. 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] You will carry Florida and 
Georgia and Kentucky and Louisiana and Mississippi—that will 
carry itself. [Laughter.] I will cutout Missouri, for Iam going 
to wait to see how that platform worksout there. You will carry 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, and Virginia. 
Now, those are the States you will carry sure. 

Mr. SULZER. And you might add New York. 
the Democratic side. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Imightadd Ohio, butIwillnot. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Republican side.}] Now, I will tell you 
where there is some fighting ground. I will tell you where there 
are some places where you can get up quite a scrimmage. 

Mr. SULZER. I would say to my friend 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from New York? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; I will talk with my friend afterlam 


[Applause on 





| through. 


There is a little battle going on in Delaware; the possibility of 
a fight in Idaho. Maryland is in doubt, with the chances in favor 
of the disfranchisement party down there. If they can get an- 
other shot at the voters there and decapitate another class of 
voters, they will carry it without much doubt. Montana is some- 
what doubtful, Nevada also, and I have put into this column, 
against my own better judgment, the State of New York, with 
89 votes, and Utah with 3 votes, making 62 votes, the sure Demo- 
cratic votes being 151. Now add the 62 tothe 151, and there is 
your possibility. Thatisall. I donot know anythingabout New 
York, compared with what the gentleman from New York City 
knows, but I read in the newspapers that the Democratic candi- 
date for mayor carried Greater New York by 62,000. If the can- 


| didate for President does not carry the same territory by double 
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that amount he will be overwhelmingly defeated in the State of 
New York. [Applause on the Republican side.] The elections 
this fall outside the city of New York point to a sure Republican 
victory in that State. 

Now, I will tell you where your trouble is going to come from. 
California, Colorado, Connecticut, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kan- 
sas, Maine, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Nebraska, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, North Dakota, Ohio, Oregon, and Penn- 
sylvania. I will hold out one of these until I come to the jollifica- 
tion which my friend had over it. South Dakota, Vermont, Wash- 
ington, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and Wyoming, a total of 263 
votes. Now, you may take all that I have put in the doubtful 
column, and all that I have given you as a sure thing, and then 
take Connecticut, New Jersey, and Indiana, and you have not 
got mais yet. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side. 

But my friend says they are going to carry Rhode Island. He 
has a sharp, discerning eye for a weak spot in the Republican 
column, but he misinterprets conditions, I looked into the sub- 
ject a little to find out what there was. It had rather shocked 
me. I knew that a year ago the Democratic candidate for gov- 
ernor was elected up there by something like 7,000 majority, and 
I hold in my hand the returns from the State now, and I find that 
he is now struggling along in the neighborhood of somewhere 
between twelve hundred and fifteen hundred. That does not look 
very hopeful, does it? Last year we elected the lieutenant-gov- 
ernor by about 700 or 800 plurality. This year we have elected 
him by something like 8,000 and all the State ticket, every man 
on it, by largely increased majorities. The real political question 
in Rhode Island was the question of the election of a legislature. 
We have not only both branches of the legislature, but we have 
them by a larger majority than we elected them by one year ago. 
Now, it shows how a long sojourn on the barren hills of defeat, 
amid the husks of political starvation, will make a very small 
item of food, a little prospect of a green tree or a gnarly little 
piece of fruit,cheer up the suffering pilgrim. [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER. By inference—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, do not makeaspeech. Just put your 
question. 

Mr. BAKER. Iam not going to make aspeech. By inference 
the gentleman gloats over the result in his own State. Does he 


know that the man elected governor of Rhode Island is the same 


kind of a man as Tom L. Johnson, a single-tax Democrat? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. God help Rhode Island! [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I did not quite sufficiently reply to the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Swanson], who prognosticated such 
serious attacks upon our foreign trade. I have in my hand a little 


paragraph that somebody handed me, a special telegram to a | 


newspaper from Berlin. That isin the country to which it is 
said we have been unkind and from which they are going to 
drive us out. This telegram reads: 
BERLIN, November 15. 

The Frankfurter Zeitung’s Constantinople co: ndent says the Penn- 
sylvania Steel Company has been awarded the contract for 20,000 tons of steel 
rails for the Mecca Railway, in competition with the Krupps and several 
other German and Belgian establishments. 

I put that in to cheer up my friend from Virginia [Mr. Swan- 
son]. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BENNY. May I ask the gentleman from Ohio a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. BENNY. Does the newspaper article that you read from 
also contain this statement: ‘‘ The price is $22.88 per ton delivered 


at Beirut. The price of steel rails in the United States is $28 per | 


ton, which is the highest average price in ten years?’’ 


. Mr. GROSVENOR. That is right, I suppose. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. } 
Now, if the gentleman gets the floor at some point of time, not | 


necessarily in this debate, but at any time during this Congress, 
will he tell me in an official manner how much harm has been 
done to the people of the United States by breaking into that mo- 
nopoly of the Krupps on the other side of the water and selling 
steel rails even at a price lower than they can afford? Has not 
the material of these steel rails to be taken from the mines of 
Lake Superior, transported down to the blast furnaces, manufac- 
tured into billets and steel rails, all to be wrought out by the labor 
of Americans and paid for by American money? Whocares what 
they get, then, for the steel rails? 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. PAYNE. I yield such further time as the gentleman re- | 


mires. 
Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now that the gentleman’s 
time has been extended, can I a question? 


The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think I had better attend to the gentle- 
man over there first. 

Mr. BENNY. The gentleman asked how much damage has 
been done and how much harm has been done to the American 
purchaser by the sale of these rails. The harm and damage done 
to the American purchaser of these steel rails is the difference 
between $22.80 and $28. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This is the first time I have ever heard a 
Democrat solicitous about railroads in the purchase of steel rails. 
{Laughter on the Republican side.] I will say to the gentleman 
that to-day there stand upon the ks of the various steel-rail 
manufacturers of this country (and I have the evidence of it here 
in my hand) orders for more steel rails than ever were put upon 
the books of the manufacturers of rails in this country during all 
the Administrations of the Democratic party in the United States 
put together. 

Mr. BENNY. One further question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have got through with that. There is 
nothing init. [Laughter.] I have treated the gentleman with 
courtesy, and I now yield to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understood the gentleman 
from Ohio admitted as being true that this is the price for steel 
rails at Beirut and other foreign places? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not know anything about it. Ido 
not admit it nor deny it. 

* Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, it is a fact. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Do you know it? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. J it be true, are the prices at 
which these rails are sold there a reasonable price, giving a profit 
to our steel industries or not; and if a reasonable price, giving a 
profit to our steel industries, why should those industries at home, 
under the shelter of a tariff, charge a higher and therefore extor- 
tionate price to the American railroads, and through the American 

| railroads to American travel and commerce? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why, that is the whole of this discussion. 
The Republican party of this country stands in arms, panoplied, 
with a history before the country of being ready to protect the 
manufacturer and laborer of this country, and ready to absorb 

| and control the American market. [Loud applause on the Re- 
publican side.] And they are ready and willing that the price 
_here at home shall be regulated simply and solely by the compe- 
ui among the manufacturers of steel and every other com- 
| modity. 
| Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. One more question, if the 
| gentleman will permit. You say you stand behind them. Do 
| you stand behind them for the purpose of enabling them to sell 
| their products at a reasonable profit to the American consumer 
| or at an extortionate profit to the American consumer? 
| Mr. GROSVENOR. They have never sold their products at 
| an extortionate price to the American consumer. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If they have sold them abroad 
| at a reasonable profit, does it not follow that if they sell them at 
| home at a higher price than they sell them abroad it is extortion- 
| ate profit and price for the home market? 
| Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. Why, Mr. Chairman, the 
| CONGRESSIONAL RECORD has been crowded in the last eight or ten 
years with a complete unanswerable refutation of the suggestion 
| of the gentleman. 

I remember very well coming across the water nearly three 
years ago with the representative of one of the great steel organi- 
zations of this country, not the United States Steel Company, 
but a company organized and manufacturing a certain peculiar 
item of steel manufacture, and he told me that he had sold at 
prices that inured to their loss of a million dollars during that 
year. This year I met him again. He told me that that money 
was the best used money that his company had ever used; that 

| they had introduced their commodities into the markets of the 
country at prices that insured their successful competition, and 
oe were now selling their commodities at a fair and just price. 

hy, the American people haye always done that. They have 
| fo their way into every market of Europe. Seven million 
| pairs of shoes this year in excess of the export of last year! Seven 
million pairs of shoes in excess of the trade of the year before 
gone into the foreign markets! They have gone at such prices as 
the owner saw fit to sell them at, and they are establishing our 
trade in Europe inst the competition of whoever may get into 
the market over there. 

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; if it is a question. 

Mr. COWHERD. The Leenrenan's argument on that is that 
the price at which our products are sold in foreign markets may 
be below the price in this country, but that it is done at a loss to 
introduce the trade. I want to ask him if itis not a fact that Mr. 
Schwab wrote to Mr. Frick that the net cost of rails in this coun- 
try was less than $12 a ton? 














CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido not know anything about what Mr. 
Schwab said. , . 
Mr. COWHERD. But the gentleman is using as an argu- 


ment—— : 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam using the argument, and the gentle- 


man is not answering my argument. at 
Mr. COWHERD. And the gentleman from Ohio is not an- 


swering my question. . 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not care to answer it, for I do not 
know what it is. [Laughter.] I have got tired of answering 


questions. I think gentlemen on the other side of the House will 
have to admit that I have treated them with the highest respect 
in answering questions, but it is a little difficult to have two or 
three gentlemen asking the same question in various forms. I 
have already answered the whole of it. The prices in our own 
market are as widely dissimilar as those indicated by the gentle- 
man. Let me put an illustration that is familiar toall of us. Do 
you remember what the prices of goods were, a certain line of 
goods. in the stores in your own town last May and June? Take 
the whole line of ladies’ dress goods, take the whole line of fash- 
ionable material for apparel of every character, and go to your 
stores in September, October, or November and you will find the 
same goods are being offered for sale at 50, at 60, at 75 per cent 
of what they were offered at in the springtime. 

Our factories in this country send their surplus not into their 
own markets to be sold under price, but they send them to Euro- 

an markets that they may not destroy the home market, in or- 
i that they may reduce their surplus. The whole of these ar- 
guments amount to nothing. We have not stifled competition, 
and competition answers all the arguments of gentlemen on the 
other side. I have seen steel rails sell in the United States at one 
hundred and forty-odd dollars a ton. Now they are down to $28 
aton. Competition has done all that. The first steel rails that 
ever were sold in the United States were sold at $145 a ton, and 
gradually, under this system of ours that keeps foreign competi- 
tion out and opens the foreign markets to our surplus, these steel 
products have steadily gone down to $28 a ton, and that $28 is a 
part of the prosperity of the country, and the difference between 
that and the low figures of steel rails is paid to the laborer of the 
country, or 95 per cent of it, 
, Mr. BURGESS. Will the gentleman allow me an interrup- 

ion? 

i Mr. GROSVENOR. I think I had better quit answering ques- 

ons, 

Mr. BURGESS. I only want to understand the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, I beg pardon, that is too much. 
[Laughter on the Republican side. | 

Mr. BURGESS. I desire to ask the gentleman if he contends 


that the price at which steel rails are sold in European markets | 


is below the cost to the companies furnishing them here? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Sometimes they are and sometimes not. 
It is owing to exigencies. 

Mr. BURGESS. ThenIcantake my choice, I suppose. [Laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, you pay your money and you take 
your choice. [Laughter.] 

In the very nature of things the manufacturer of goods, whether 
staple or other goods, can not tell to a demonstration the amount 
of demand there will be for his commodity. He must manufac- 
ture enough of the article to meet the maximum demand of the 
trade, and if in aiming to do so he manufactures more than he 
can sell (I am referring now to the demands of the domestic 
market) he must close his factory and wait for the growth of de- 
mand or he must hold his overmanufacture as dead stock or he 
must find a market for it and sell it for what he can get, and this 
has been the course of our manufacturers in very many cases. 
They have sent their surplus abroad and sold them at such prices 
as they could obtain, and thereby kept their labor employed. 
The alternative would have been, as i have said, to close the 
factories and discharge the labor and leave the laboring man to 
suffer for employment. And so in hundreds of instances the 


manufacturer has kept his works running and sold his surplus as | 


best he could rather than to deprive his labor of their reward. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I want to ask the gentleman, in view of this 
statement of the enormous traffic of the New England shoe fac- 
tories in foreign markets, if he sympathizes with their proposi- 
— es * aks their protection by taking off the 15 per cent duty 
on hides 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is a kind of bridge, isn’t it? That 
is a bridge which I will cross in some form when I get to it. 
[Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Now I want to go a little further, and point out that even this 
threat of tariff revision and the proclamation that we are divided 





on this side of the House upon that question has had no appreciable 
effect upon our foreign trade. I find—and I will put this para- 
graph into my aoe in full—I find that the value of the monthly 
exports for October of this year is higher than any other October in 
the history of the United States, and I want to show that in answer 
to the proclamation that our threatened war with foreign countries 
is going to have a deleterious effect upon our trade, 
THE OCTOBER EXPORTS. 


The exports for October are almost large enough to make a new record 
for the month. The total exceeds $160,000,000, This was surpassed only by 
the year 1900, when October — the total of $163,000,000. The signification 
is that at the present time the export trade of the United States is at high 
tide. The exports for 1900, or rather the year which included October of 
1900, have never been exceeded in the history of the country. That was the 
fiscal year of 1901. Such exports show that the farmer, the manufacturer, 


and all men eng in the creation of things that go into the markets of the 
world are fin for their wares a satisfactory demand in the foreign 
countries. 


While imports were large in October, they fell short of the exports by the 
sum of over $78,439,000, which sum is a presumable balance abroad to the 
credit of the United States. With such balances piling up from month to 
month the imports of gold should be settled in our favor and the question of 
tight money for the remainder of the year ought to be disposed of. 

As the steel manufacturers are making extraordinary effort to widen their 
export trade, the fiscal year, which commenced in July and runs through to 
the end of next June, should see an export total for the year equal to one of 
the best in the country’s history, if it does not make a new record. With a 
good cotton crop, a good corn crop, and plenty of all other agricultural prod- 
ucts for export this year,and mills paying special attention to the foreign 
market, the American invasion will be more of a reality in the Old World. 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. SWANSON. The position that I take is that when .the 
tariff law became operative it greatly increased our importations, 
but when Russia and when Switzerland and when British South 
Africa and these other countries have increased the price on our 
importations, when that occurs, as it will in the near future, that 
it must seriously affect American importations there. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has aright to his prophetic 
utterances. Old Jeremiah had the same. [Laughter. | 

Mr. SWANSON. But the gentleman is trying to illustrate his 
position by saying that things will continue in such a way in the 

| future as they have done in the past and with changed conditions 
| entirely. I would like to ask the gentleman this question, Does 
| he think American trade, American exportations to Germany, 
| will be as great and profitable when the duties are double as they 
| are the present time, with a much lower tariff, and a new tariff— 
| German tariff—in Germany? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What about it? 

| Mr. SWANSON. Well, I would like to ask the gentleman. 

| Does he think that the sale of our goods in the German market 
with a double tariff against us—maximum rates— can be as great 
as it is at present under the present low-tariff act? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, we have had that same suggestion. 
Mr. Chairman, ever since the Democratic party, holding a major- 
ity in the United States Senate, passed the Morrill tariff bill of 

| 1860, which was signed by a Democratic President; and all the 
time, if the gentleman had been in his seat when I presented these 
figures, he would have discovered that all that time under a Re- 
publican Administration our foreign trade has grown largely, and 
under this very protective tariff which he inveighed against yes- 
terday. Our trade has grown to a condition beyond the dream of 

| Dingley or anybody else. 

Mr. SWANSON. The gentleman is mistaken, if he will allow 

| me to correct him. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; I can not allow him. 

Mr. SWANSON. The large export trade was under the Wilson 
tariff. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwish the gentleman had put his speech 
into the Recorp; I wanted to read it. 

Mr. SWANSON. . Oh, it wiil be in there. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There, again, the gentleman is mistaken. 
| Under the second year of Cleveland’s Administration our exports 
abroad were in excess of imports only $75,000,000, and they only 
increased to $102,000,000 in the next year, while during the sec- 
ond year of the McKinley Administration they ran up to $615,- 
000,000, and have remained substantially at that tremendous 
figure ever since. 

And then the gentleman can add this to hisother speech. Why, 
Mr, Chairman, the American people are not bothering themselves 
about foreign tariffs; we are not studying foreign tariffs to see 
what foreign countries are doing in the matter of our trade rela- 
tions. We have thus far put up our protective tariff system and 
have made it triumphant as against all the world, and the French, 
the British, the Germans, and all the other nations of the world 
are at liberty to do exactly what they please and we will proceed 
along our pathway and do what we have determined to do without 
regard to what they are determined to do. 

Mr. SWANSON, Will the gentleman permit a question? 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. And this brings me up to this question of 
reciprocity, which I will speak about. 

Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr.SWANSON. That is the same narrow policy advocated by 
the Dowager Empress of China, and I would ask the gentleman 
if he has been in recent communication with her? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am not familiar with the old lady. 
{Laughter.| I do not know why the gentleman from Virginia 
shouid class me with the Dowager Empress of China. She is not 
nearly as old as I am, and it is not right to put her intoa category 
with a fellow as oldasIam. I do not know anything about her 
tariff views. [Laughter.] And when the time comes that we 
are going to take our laws and policy from the views of the 
Dowager Empress of China, or any other heathen potentate, I 
want to goout of business in the statesmanshipline. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SWANSON. I did not suggest the gentleman was under 
her dictation, but I did say that the gentleman is in accord with 
her entire policy, and I thought he must have received instructions 
in her school. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman could not have understood 
that fact without being on familiar terms with her policy. [Pro- 
longed laughter. } 

Mr. SWANSON. Everyone knows what the Chinese exclusive 
policy is—the policy that has dominated that Empire—and if the 
gentleman will read the report of foreign trade and foreign 
policy 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, that is the Chinese Wall argument. 
I have heard that before. There was a fellow from this country 
that made a sort of demonstration on that wall not very long ago 
and put the American flag up on the wall of the Eternal City, or 
whatever other name it goes by, and from that time to this I made 
up my mind that we had no question of doubt about the trade of 
China as far so China herself was concerned, but I am not here 
to discuss that question. 

There is no reciprocation with China that I know anything 
about. I know of no reciprocity that China is asking for. We 
let her tea come into this country free of duty; and we let her 
silks (such as we think our people can afford to buy) come in not 
free of duty, and we get revenue from that source. And we send 
the product of the gentleman’s section of the country into China 
in quantities so magnificent that without this trade the cotton 
trade of the United States would be very greatly reduced. And 
the gentleman can not put his finger on any place on the whole 
map of Europe where our trade has been seriously diminished by 
any threat of our tariff or by any threat of retaliation. I have 
no question or doubt that the American people will go forward 
making reciprocity provisions where they can make them upon a 
principle that does not assail and destroy the protective principle. 
Our friends on the other side are in favor of reciprocity; we over 
here are in favor of reciprocity; and we are in favor of reciprocity 
a this same identical speech of the lamented William Mc- 

inley. 

And right here, in this connection, I want to do two things. 
First, I want to make a statement that whoever has said at any 
time that William McKinley, anywhere on earth, wanted to strip 
the protection from an American industry by reciprocity, that 
anybody has misread the declaration of William McKinley [ap- 
plause on the Republican side], for behind and underneath all his 
argument was his declaration that he would not take any step or 
do any act that would cut down or impair the price of American 
labor. And that is the whole of this question in connection with 
reciprocity. oe upon articles that we do not produce 
we are entirely willing to go into; but reciprocity that strips any 
American industry of its protection we are not in favor of. Did 
I believe, Mr. Chairman, that in the pending treaty there would 
be serious injury to any product of American industry I certainly 
would never vote for it. My position on that subject has been a 
long time established and placed upon the records of this House. 

Now, again, it is said that the Dingley bill—and here I propose 
to trench on ground that I have not often touched upon—it is per- 
sistently said that the duties of the Dingley bill weré purposely— 
with deliberate purpose—made so high in certain schedules for 
the purpose of using them as a means of reciprocal trade with 
foreign countries. Now, I can not only answer that proposition, 
but I can answer the charge made by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, that there was some kind of a similarity in the treatment 
of the Wilson bill in this House when it came from the Senate 
and the treatment of the Dingley bill when it came here from 
the Senate. The Dingley bill when it came here with the Senate 
amendments came before the House of Representatives after a 
long ten-day session of a conference committee. I had the honor 
to be a member of that committee. There are now in this House, 
on the Republican side, three gentlemen who were members of 
that conference committee. There were five Republicans from 
the House of Representatives and five from the Senate. Ten of 





us sat for ten long days in the red-hot weather of July, going 
over that bill item by item and agreeing at last upon the entire 
measure—five of us representing the majority of the House of 
Representatives, all of us from the Ways and Means Committee, 
and five gentlemen from the Senate representing the Finance 
Committee of that body. Item by item we took up that bill and 
perfected it. 

Now, then, as to the charge that the increases of duty made in 
that bill were for a purpose. I do not claim to have had greater 
intimacy with Mr. Dingley than anybody else had, but I was 
with him during all that long struggle. I had known him ever 
since I came into Congress and long before. I never heard him 
make an intimation that there was a single item of that tariff 
bill in which the duty was left, for the purpose of reciprocity, 
higher than it ought to be, except the single item of sugar; and 
with reference to that he told me, as he told a great many others, 
that he consented to what he thought an unnecessarily high duty 
on sugar because, as he said, it was one of the articles which in 
the long run we might have to use as a matter of reciprocity. 
And it should be borne in mind that that was six re ago, when 
the beet-sugar industry had not come forward and developed into 
its proportions of to-day. Therefore it was that beyond doubt he 
was looking distinctly to the fact that the cane-sugar product of 
the country was shrinking, that the beet-sugar product was not 
increasing, and therefore the enormous importations of sugar into 
the country suggested to him that we might possibly use that 

art of the tariff schedules for purposes of reciprocity. I do not 
Leow what Mr. Dingley may have said to somebody else. This 
is all he said to me. 

But, going a little further, let me repeat that every item of that 
bill was agreed upon by the ten gentlemen to whom I have re- 
ferred. Then it was brought into the House of Representatives, 
and the conference report—not the action of the Senate, but the 
action of the conference committee—was voted upon in the pos- 
sibly hasty manner that the gentleman from Missouri has pointed 
out. There is no similarity, there is no parity of conditions be- 
tween the two bills. 

Mr. Chairman, I have occupied more time than I intended. I 
said I would be contented with forty minutes, and I have occu- 
pied an hour and thirty minutes. 

I hope this measure may be passed. I hope that both sides of 
this House will stand for a measure which, in my judgment, has 
been made necessary by the history of the past fouryears. I was 
not one of those who yoted originally for the conditions that we 
put into the declaration of war against Spain. I voted here on a 
yea-and-nay vote four or five times against that provision of the 
declaration that we would never, never under any circumstances 
acquire the title to Cuba; but having done so, this nation is bound 
eternally by that pledge until the action of an independent people, 
without any coercion from us or any suggestion from us, comes 
and offers us her partnership in the great galaxy of the States. 

We sometimes hear it said that there isno promise on the part of 
this Government, and that if there has been a promise it was ultra 
vires and ought not to have been made; but how can we make to 
the intelligence of the world such an answer as that? Hundreds 
of us here remember very well when the commissioners from 
Cuba came to this country and said, ‘‘ Wecan not adopt the Platt 
amendment.’? How would our friends who are now hagglin 
about this concession like to have the Platt amendment repealed? 
I would not. I would not turn over the rights that we have upon 
the island of Cuba for any reasonable consideration on earth. 
We want the places down there in the Gulf for our naval stations. 
We desire to protect ourselves against the incursions of disease 
from those tropical ports. We desire to protect thenew Republic 
of Cuba against the exhaustion of her resources by the contract- 
ing of foreign debts and entanglements. We want to be ready 
for the necessity that may arise at some future day, possibly, of 
enforcing the Monroe doctrine by our Army and our Navy 
— any acquisition by any foreign country of the island of 
Cu 





So for all these reasons we put forward the Platt amendment. 
Was it not some concession? It is said that we gave them liberty. 
That is very true. We gave them liberty and gave them an 
opportunity to struggle. We did it because we were tired of the 

| outrages that were being perpetrated in that island, and we did 
it without the solicitation of any organized government of Cuba. 
| We refused to recognize the pretended or so-called Cuban govern- 
| ment, and I voted constantly in that direction, and so did this 
House, on every occasion that it had an opportunity. Now we 
hold on to the benefits of the Platt amendment and haggle about 
the little matter of the only thing that they have asked from us. 

You remember when those commissioners came here to Wash- 
ington. Plenty of us remember it. They were escorted to the 
White House and the War Department and given a great dinner, in 

which many of our Members joined; and then they went home, 
and directly upon their arrival at Habana they made a public 
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statement that they had received an assurance—that is the lan- 
guage—that a trade concession would be made if they would ratify 
the Platt amendment. That statement was made publicly and 
published in all the newspapers of the world, and nobody ever 
denied it. Nobody ever sent out an authoritative statement from 
the executive department of this Government either that no such 
promise was made or that it was beyond the power of the Execu- 
tive. And they went forward and loyally ratified the amend- 
ment. And this we are hoping to do for them asa benefit to 
them, and at the same time the assurance of their friendly trade 
relation with the United States of America. We will take care 
of questions of tariff, the revision of the tariff, the reform of the 
tariff, and all the other questions which our friends on the other 
side bring when they have had a national convention that shall 
agree on any topic that we are opposed to, [Applause on the 
Republican side. } 

Pursuant to the leave given by the House to elaborate and ex- 


tend my remarks upon the particular topics which I discussed in | 


the foregoing speech, I here attach a supplemental letter received 
from Mr. Secretary Foster after the delivery of my speech: 
TOLEDO, OnI0, November 18, 1903. 
My DEAR GENERAL: I have your favor of October 30, inclosing a statement 


printed in the Enquirer of October 21, from Congressman GAINES, of Nash- | 


ville, Tenn., as follows: 
[Special dispatch to the Enquirer.] 
SENATOR FORAKER OMITTED A CERTAIN REFERENCE, ACCORDING TO THE 
TENNESSEAN, 
NASHVILLE, TENN., October 21, 1903. 


Congressman GAINES to-day issued a statement from which the following 
are excerpts: 


“In a speech delivered in Ohioa few days ago, Senator FORAKER appetind 


to the Republicans to stand as a unit for the Republican nominee in the com- 
ing election. He referred to the disastrous condition of the gecpe upon the 
second advent of Mr. Cleveland to the Presidency, March 4, 1893. 

‘Usually the distinguished speaker sticks closely to the facts and the rec- 
ord, but when discussing the ‘panic of 1893’ the Republicans studiously 
avoid, as Senator FORAKER did in his speech, reference to the indisputable 
facts which I now relate: 1. That Mr. Secretary Foster, eleven days (March 
30, 1897) before Mr. Cleveland was sworn in, March 4, 1893, issued an order for 


the immediate and swift preparation of bond plates to issue bonds for the | 


purpose of replenishing a deficit in the National Treasury. 2. That this 
eficit occurred under the Harrison administration, a Republican, the Mc- 
Kinley tariff and the then financial law, the (Sherman) silver act of 1890, en- 
acted by the Republican party. 3. That, carzying out the policy planned by 
the Harrison Administration, Mr. Cleveland did issue Bp2'5h0.000 bonds, 
which Mr. Harrison was — to issue eleven days before the end of his 
Administration, March 4, 1893. 

“Everything that was done, or that occurred in this matter, was under 
Republican laws, while this deficit was inherited from the Harrison Admin- 
istration by the Cleveland Administration. Whether it was right or wrong 
for these bonds to be issued is not my purpose to discuss. 

‘As late as March 24, 1897, the Republicans in the House denied that Sec- 
retary Foster issued this order of February 20, 1898, for the making of these 
bond plates, but on March 25, 1897, I read the original order on file in the 
office of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, in Washington City, and the 
same day procured a certified copy thereof and read it in the House, and I 
have never heard of its existence being disputed in Congress since, but not 
so elsewhere.” 

The statement that I,as Secretary of the Treasury during the closing days 
of the Harrison Administration, gave an order for the prompt preparation of 
plates for bonds has been made by many prominent Democrats with the 
declaration that the bonds prepared from these plates were to be used for 
the purpose of raising funds to pay a deficit of the Harrison Administration. 
In some cases they have gone so far as to say the plates were actually pre- 
pared and the bonds sold, and in some cases that these very plates had been 
used by Mr. Carlisle during the Cleveland Administration. 

I think Mr. Dockery, of Missouri, read my order, referred to by Mr. GAINES, 
in the House several years before Mr. GAinges did. Mr. GArnzs is in error 
when he says that March 30, 1897, was the date of my order. He should have 
stated February 20, 1893. Now, asa matter of fact, there was no deficit in any 
one year of the Harrison Administration. Not only was there no deficit, but 
the Harrison Administration decreased the public debt in 1890 $109,294,810.50; 
1891, $72,528,822.25; 1892, $45,702,895.87; 1893, $9,001,137.98; total, $236,527,666.10. 


The surplus continued until the doth day of June, ‘ohne being for this | 


last year of the Harrison Administration $2,341,674.29, 
nine millions of the public debt in that year. 

Now, as to the plates for bonds. The day after the election of Mr. Cleve- 
land, in 1892, I discovered symptoms of alarm throughout the country. 


des paying over 


The Democratic party had elected not only the President, but had carried | 


the House and Senate by a comfortable working majority. They had dec- 
clared for a revenue tariff, which meant a new tariff law under free-trade 
influences. This was notice to every business man in the country, to every 
manufacturer, and to ree laborer that prices of merchandise and labor 
must necessarily decline. Gold began to ppear for day other than 
expan, and it was not long before I became alarmed lest I might not be 
able to retain the hundred million gold reserve which, by implication of law, 
I was obliged to maintain. 

In this emergency I consulted very freely with Senator Sherman as to my 


duties. He thoroughly agreed with me that it was my duty to maintain this | 


gold reserve at any cost. In passing, however, I may be permitted to say 
that many leading Republicans advised me to do not ing about it, let mat- 


ters drift as they yf that the Democrats had brought this condition upon | 


the country and let them take care of it. Feeling, as I did, that it was my 
duty to maintain this gold reserveof one hundred millions, Yconsulted with 
bankers who consented to buy fifty millions of bonds, to be paid for in gold, 
ten millions weekly. The payments i thus made, it will be seen that 
pare of the execution of the contract would devolve upon my successor, and 
he purchasers of the bonds desired his approval and agreement to execute 
the contract so far as it related to him. 
In this emergency, having a high opinion of Senator GORMAN and with 


pleasant personal relations, I called upon him and stated the situation, saying | 
that I had made up my mind to do in this matter what I would do if I was | 


to he continued in office. I wasdetermined to maintain the hundred million 
nee reserve intact. I told him that the bankers desired the approval of the 

coming Secretary, Mr. Carlisle, to an agreement if it was ae He com- 
plimented me for doing a patriotic and wise thing and at once sent a mes- 


senger to Mr. Carlisle. Mr. Carlisle seemed pleased with what I proposed to 
do and very promptly agreed to execute that part of the contract which 
might come to him, and the next day went to see Mr. Cleveland and got his 
approval. Now, the only bonds available at that time were those authorized 
— - resumption act of 1875, all running a long time with high rates of 
interest. 

Mr. Sherman, knowing my purposes, and, as I always presumed, to aid me, 
introduced in the Senate on the 20th of February an amendment to an _ap- 
ee riation bill authorizing the issue of a3 per cent short-time bond. Mr. 

rlisle approved Mr. Sherman’s amendment. It passed the Senate, I think, 
on the of February, perhaps later, and with few dissenting votes; Ithink 
not to exceed 10. Upon its pee I assumed that it would pass the House. 
This new bond was a better bond for Government purposes than the old re- 
sumption act bond. Fearing that I would have to dispose of bonds to main- 
tain the gold reserve, and I wanted the use of these bonds, I gave an order for 
the preparation of plates for these proposed new bonds. To my great sur- 
prise the House refused to concur, and this amendment failed to pass. No 
plates for bonds were prepared. Fortunately I managed to maintain the 
gold reserve and turn over to my successor more than $100,000,000 in gold. 

To sum up, then, not only was there no deficit in any one year of the 
Harrison Administration, but it decreased the public debt by over $236,000,000 
and also paid over $33,000,000 in premiums, and had on the Ist of July, three 

| months after Mr. Cleveland came into office, a surplus of over $2,000,000. No 
plates for bonds were printed, but the Democrats parade the order I gave 
| to prepare plates, and charge falsely that a deficit existed. 
uring the Harrison Administration the country was prosperous, and this 
prosperity would have continued had the jeagablicen party continued in 
power. The revenue and the gold reserve both would have increased, and 
prosperity would have been general throughout the country. The disaster 
that followed Cleveland's election was due to two causes—revenue reform 
and the known general inability of the Democratic party. 
Yours, truly, 
C. Foster, 
Washington, D. C. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Rica- 
ARDSON] has been recognized for thirty minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I shall hardly 
| occupy the attention of the committee for the length of time al- 
lowed me, but in the remarks I make I propose as well as I can, 
from a practical, common-sense standpoint, to state in part at 
| least some of my reasons for supporting this bill. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that the bill, as far as it goes, isa good 
billin the matter of the reduction of the duties and the restrictions 
on commerce and trade between this Government and the island 
of Cuba. How far it should go, or how far it could go, I will not 
undertake to discuss. I shall undertake to present my views on 
| the bill as I find it. The President of the United States, in his 
message to Congress recently, said that ‘‘ the bill stands byitself.’’ 
So it does. Yetit may invite company. Mr. Chairman, froma 
Democratic standpoint—and I propose to discuss this bill alone 
| from that standpoint—I say from a Democratic standpoint this 
bill is an important and far-reaching step in the direction of freer 
and enlarged trade. I know I have a few Democratic friends 
around me who honestly and sincerely differ with me in that con- 
struction. I have the highest regard for their convictions. I 
have no criticisms to pass upon them. They are entitled to their 
convictions, just as I am to mine. 

Noram I concerned, Mr. Chairman, in discussing this bill, about 
| the distinguished gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WM. ALDEN 
| SmirH] and the 59 gentlemen who were associated with him in 
| the last Congress when a similar bill to this was under discussion 
| and who were classed then as ‘‘ insurgents.’’ I have no concern, 
| say, whether the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] and 
| the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] on the one 
| hand and on the other Mr. SmiruH and his fellow ‘‘insurgents”’ 
put the right construction on the meaning of Republican reci- 

procity. I know also that the President of the United States in 
his late message to Congress tersely said this bill ‘* hurts no in- 
dustry,’’ and in reply to that statement made by the President of 
the United States the American Economist, the mouthpiece of 
the National Tariff League, said it was a ‘‘dogmatic assertion.’’ 
All that I know, as a Democrat, of this bill is that directly in ef- 
fect it revises and reduces the duties of one of those solemn and 
sacred schedules in the Dingley tariff bill. No man can deny 
| that. I know, also, that a strong, brave editorial, which I holdin 
my hand, in the American Economist, a tariff league paper, has 
notified President Roosevelt that Republican sentiment would 
not sustain him in this policy. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] admitted that this 
bill reduces the revenues under the Dingley law some five or six 
| million dollars. Itislargely onsugar. That is enough for me as 
| a Democratto know. Ido notcare howit is brought about. Ido 
not care whether you call it Republican reciprocity or not. This 
is not a matter of concern to me, and it ought not to be to my 
brother Democrats. It isa fact that it is an assault directly upon 
a most sacred schedule of the Dingley tariff law and reduces it, a 
thing that we have been contending for for along time. What 
promises the President has made to Cuba that brought about 
this bill Ido not know. It certainly has made a commotion in 
his own party outside of Congress. I am not concerned particu- 
larly as to what kind of friction it gets up among other nations 
on the tariff law by the discriminations made. That is not our 
| concern right now,and we will meet the situation as prudent 


| 
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tariff reformers when it comes up. The turmoil and strife that 
it is predicted will arise with other nations by reason of the dis- 
crimination we make in this bill against their products is not of 
Democratic making, but we can readily understand how such a 
condition would bring about further tariff reduction, which is of 
interest to the masses of the people, who are feeling and becoming 
restless and discontented under the burdens of oppressive taxa- 
tion imposed by monopolies. 

Mr. Chairman, that feature I desire to speak about principally 
in this bill is this: I say that there is something more and some 
other interests in this bill than that of sugar. I know the whole 
argument has been made on the other side of the House, and the 
Democratic objection to the bill chiefly has been placed upon the 
ground that it reduces the price of sugar. I am in sympathy 
with those gentlemen; but the fact is, Mr. Chairman, and it be- 
comes me to say so. that sugar is not the only great interest that 
is involved in and affected by this bill. The time has come when 
the South must speak out for its trade interests. Everyone who 
is informed at all upon the proper development of this country 
admits and knows that the South to-day stands upon the threshold 
of a wealth and prosperity unequaled by the most favored sec- 
tion of the world. We all, from all sections of the Union, 
should rejoice to know this. We are simply reaching out after 
what God has given us. What is the great factor that is enter- 





ing into and pushing forward this marvelous growth of the South? | 


What is the great motive power that is creating such a hope of 
early fruition of wealth and prosperity in the South’s near future? 
Why, Mr Chairman, it is our cotton interests. Whocan deny 
it? What does the South need to-day? I put it to Representa- 
tives on this floor who come from the cotton-growing States of 
the South. What do we need to-day above all things else? It is 
an enlarged trade and market for our products, and especially 
our cotton products. We can anticipate our growth in the great 
cotton interests, but what we most need is freer trade, so as to 
enlarge our commerce in foreign markets. What does this bill 
do? I read, Mr. Chairman, in Schedule C, that there is to be ‘“‘a 
reduction of 40 per cent on manufactures of cotton knitted and 
all manufactures of cotton not included in the preceding sched- 
ules.’’ The preceding scheduleincludes cotton and the manufac- 
tures thereof at 30 per cent reduction. Boots, shoes, and window 
glass are admitted under same reduction. What is the South 
doing, I ask you, on that line? This is a practical business mat- 
ter, and as such we should consider it. It is idle for one to tell me 
it isa Republican measure. The Democratic party has passed 
the day thatit is a party of obstruction. This bill proposes to give 
40 per cent reduction to our cotton manufactures in this trade in 
Cuba, lying on the line along our southern coast. Even if we 
should not send our cotton products to Cuba, yet the bill asserts 
a policy that the South requires. 
hy, Mr. Chairman, in 1891 England had 45.000,000 cotton 
spindles, New England, or the North, had 13,250,000 cotton spin- 
dies, and the South in 1891 had not quite 2,00( .000 cotton spindles. 


How does the account stand to-day? Since 1891 England has in- | 


creased her cotton spindles 1,650,000. New England, or the North, 
has increased her cotton spindles 1,800,000. at has the South 
done? It behooves us who represent that great interest to think 
what progress, what development, and what increase and im- 
provement the South has made in those two years. Let us try to 
understand her potentialities and her ibilities, so that we can 
better represent her interests. She has increased her spindles 
6,200,000—more than three times as much as both Great Britain 
and New England. 
What else do we find? Why, Mr. Chairman, I find in this con- 
nection that there are 29 new cotton mills in process of construc- 
tion at this time in the South. What else do I find? That there 
are 110,000,000 cotton spindles in the world. The South, as I have 
just stated, has 8,200,000, New England has 15,050,000, England 
46,650,000 of these spindles, and the South produces 76 per cent 
of the cotton that runs the cotton spindles of the world. What 
does that mean? What sane man can stand and look at such fig- 
ures and not see what it means? It means the coming commer- 
cial supremacy of the South. Do you suppose that the men of 
the South, aided by the men of the North who have come South 
and put their money into cotton mills, are going to stand still and 
fold their arms and do nothing more? Why,no. Theyare being 
joined now daily by thousands of enterprising, thrifty men who 
realize the great advantages the South in its manufacturing 
interests, and they are investing their money there. A cordial 
welcome awaits all. To-day we are manufacturing in our own 
mills more than one-half of the cotton produced inthe South. We 
mention this without realizing the prodigious growth it speaks 
for. What the South needs is to know what we have. Then we 
will get what we need. We want technical schools, and we in- 
tend to have them soon. Twenty years ago we did not manufac- 
ture 10 per cent of our cotton or thereabouts. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, weet is our real, substantial hope? Why it is—and I think 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








| months. 


NOVEMBER 18, 






we have not unreasonably calculated upon it, judging from what 
has been done in the past—that we will have in the South 
50,000,000 cotton spindles in the course of twenty years at fur- 
thest. We should not forget that the growth of the South was 
hampered and obstructed by most unfavorable and distressing 
conditions. We rested, we may say, until 1880 under the frown, 
distrust, and suspicion of financial men. Our own ple, with 
a pluck and energy never equaled in the history of the world, 
bravely met all troubles and demonstrated the undeveloped wealth 
of the South. 

We produce the raw cotton; it is ours, and it is cheaper and 
easier to manufacture it there. The climatic conditions for the 
culture of cotton in the South are not equaled by any section of the 
world. Why, in my own town, in the great valley of the Tennes- 
see, an estimate was made but a few days ago of the value of the 
output of the cotton mills of that one place for the past twelve 
It was $4,750,000. This bill proposes to open the mar- 
kets of the Republic of Cuba to that wonderful product, reducing 
the duty 40 per cent, and inviting larger trade on that line. It is 
strange—strange to me that anyone should object to this. Is 
there any surprise that we should supportthe bill? I am not un- 
friendly to sugar in any way, shape,or form. The South has al- 
ways stood by that great industry. But, Mr. Chairman, when I 
see that a bill like this proposes to reduce 40 per cent upon the 
tariff duty of the product that the South relies upon more than 
anything else I give it my hearty support. I believe that what 
the South needs to-day more than anything else is a freer and en- 
larged facilities for foreign trade, and that is why we stand by 
and support the construction of anisthmian canal. [Applause. | 

I admit, Mr. Chairman, that I am intensely a southern man, 
and I believe that the day is not far distant in the future when 





| southern commercial supremacy will prevail in our country, and 


when that day comes no one hopes more than I do, or believes 
more sincerely than I do, that it will add to the glory, the credit, 
and the power of the American Union. [Applause.] I am not 
southern on narrow lines, with close-fisted, mean, sneaking, sec- 
tional views; I am southern, Mr. Chairman, just like any man 
ought to be who loves the people among whom he was born and 
reared—who loves and honors their traditions and memories; just 
like any true man, North or South, who loves the people of his 
own home. I yearn to see the South occupy the position in the 
American Union that she is entitled to. The clouds are drifting 
away, and the South is coming—coming. Without that feeling 
of love for your home and your native people you strike down the 
strongest factor of patriotism. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one step further. In 1880—and we ought 
all to be proud of this—in 1880 the capital invested in manufac- 
tures in the South amounted to $257,244,564. In 1900 that same 


| capital had increased to $1,153,000,268, or an increase of 348 per 


cent. In 1880 the value of the manufactures produced in the 
South amounted to $457,454,777. In 1900 the same value had in- 
creased to $1,205,188,400, or a gain of 220 per cent. These figures 
are almost incomprehensible because they are so large. They are 
correct, because they are taken from the Manufacturers’ Record. 

I could stand here, Mr. Chairman, for hours and give the statis- 


| tics as to the growth and increase of the South in other respects, 


for the same remarkable growth has taken place in our agricul- 
tural interests as well as in our mineral matters. I refer to this 
simply because this convention which this bill is to carry into ef- 
fect has in its Schedule C the reduction of 40 per cent that I have 


| referred to. That certainly is an important matter to the cotton 


interests of the South. No man could possibly deny it. And, Mr. 
Chairman, I say that I will gladly support it, because I am in favor 
of a prudent, conservative, commercial expansion. I favor in- 
creasing the demand for our products on all lines. 

Why, it is easily to be calculated that it will be but a few years 
before the South will manufacture in her own mills every bale of 
cotton that she produces. What is going to be the result? Isn’t 
it a subject for thought and consideration? Weare taking a step 
in that direction. hat will be the result in the South when she 
manufactures in her own mills every bale of cotton that she pro- 
duces? The world will demand a larger crop of cotton, probably 
a crop of 18,000,000 bales will be demanded, and there is no limit 
to the capacity of the South to produce cotton. There is no danger 
about that. I read this morning where a lot of colored people 
had been carried by some philanthropists to a certain place in 
Liberia for the purpose of making a success of the cultivation of 
cotton. Fifty-six were carried there. They all came from the 
State of Georgia. Nine of them came back, wan, weary, and 
poverty stricken, and the rest were left in their graves in the soil 
of Liberia. Our climate in the South is well adapted to the cul- 
ture of cotton, and no laborer for its culture can compare to the 
negro. The soil is adapted to the cultivation and growth of cot- 
ton, and the fact is that it pays our people better than any other 
crop. Diversified crops will not interfere with cotton. 

Many people thought when slavery was abolished the real 
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scepter in the hand of King Cotton would be broken; but it has 
not been so. The crops have increased and all is going along mer- 
rily and well with us to-day. But, Mr. Chairman, I say we ought 
to provide, and we are going toprovide, wider and more enlarged 
markets for this product, Self-interest is the controlling consid- 
eration in the affairs of this life, and was planted by the hand of 
nature in every man’s bosom. I say that weare going to provide 
the outlet for our trade, for our extending and expanding trade, 
looking to the fact that in the early future the South will manu- 
facture every bale of cotton that it now produces. This is no 
wild, idle figure of a dream. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe, further than that, that with the condi- 
tions that a¥e surrounding us and the facts that are before us to- 
day that rarely hereafter in the South will we see cotton at a less 
price than 10 cents a pound. How are we going to provide for 
these things? It must be by a reasonable, sensible, practical com- 
mercial arrangement with foreign markets. This billis a splendid 
step in that direction. It proposes a reduction of 40 per cent. 


Some one may say that our cotton products and our knitted goods | 


will not go there. But they can go there and they will go there, 
if they have not been going there already. They will go when 
they realize that this 40 per cent is given to them in the way of a 
reduction. I haye thus, Mr. Chairman, devoted most of the time 
allowed me to this cotton schedule because of its great importance 
to our section. 

Mr. Chairman, the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] has referred with cordial indorsement to the senti- 
ments expressed by our minority leader, the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Witi1aMs]. For one I say that [cordially agree 
with Mr. WILLIAMs in the definition that he gives of the position 


and reducing the tariff. We are no free-trade party; no one can 


make us that. What we want to do is to revise and reduce and | 


regulate the tariff along such reasonable, practical, business lines, 

reserving always a due, proper, and substantial regard for the 
industries of our own country and preventing monopoly, and 
fostering fair, just, and reasonable competition in trade. We 
want an honest and economical administration of our affairs. I 
want to say the time is coming, and I believe it is coming rap- 
idly, and I believe that the sentiment is prevailing throughout 
the great Northwest, when the utensils for the farm, implements 
and otherwise, made in this country by certain great trust com- 
bines and sold cheaper in Europe than they are sold to our own 
farmers will be stopped. We know that, after paying the cost of 
transportation across the waters, as they do, they take the har- 
vester, the reaping machines, hoes, and the shovels that the far- 
mer uses and sell them at from 25 to 50 per cent cheaper in Europe 
than they sell them to our own farmers. Noman can fairly con- 
tend that that is right or that it ought to be submitted to any 
longer, and the people of this country, as they did in France and 
England many years ago, will sooner or later rise up and rebuke 
the authors of that wrong. I am glad toread in the speech made 
yesterday by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEVENS] the 
following where he says: 

I believe just as squarely in the Republican doctrine of protection as any 
man on this side of the House. But I believe that the time will be near at 
hand when a reduction must be made in some of our tariff schedules which 


are admitted to be excessive, such as those of iron and steel, glass, lumber, 
pulp, pottery, and the like. 


~ 





| 
| 





That sentiment, Mr. Chairman, is growing. No man can pos- | 


sibly deny it. 
the first brick in a line for fear that all of the bricks will fall, but 
the time is coming, yes, is with us now, when, if the Republican 
party refuses, as it has refused and will continue to refuse, to 
alter these schedules which Mr. STEVENS and others say are un- 


We may talk about the danger of knocking down | 


just and oppressive, the people will rise up and place in power | 


the party that will alter them—the Democratic party. [Ap- 


plause. | 


As an evidence of the discontent among the masses I quote the | 


following from the Chicago Inter Ocean, a stalwart Republican 
journal: 


Our recent prosperity has not been universal. anized capital has pros- 
pered, in spite of recent reverses. So has organized labor. Various circum- 
stances have enabled the food producers to prosper notably, but between 
and under these divisions isan unorganized majority of average men whom 
every success of a trust or of a labor union compels to spen 
practically stationary incomes, and which has suffered most from the recent 
reverses of organized capital. This is why the average man is uneasy. 


more out of | 


Now, while I am an earnest advocate of this bill for the feature | 


that I have just indicated, but which has not been discussed on 
this floor at all, namely, the cotton interests, yet I believe there 
is another view and feature of it that certainly challenges my at- 
tention and my support. I think there is something in the ‘‘senti- 
mental’’ part of life just as there is in the honorable or the legal. 


| 
| 


| 


love the softly flowing rhythmical verses of the poet and the beau- 
tiful carols of song birds; you strike down that sentiment that 
makes us listen in the silence of rapt admiration to the murmur of 
rills and brooks that leap from the mountain sides and flow into the 
Mey a to make the rivers. Take away from man sentiment, 
and his path is beset by many shady transactions in private 
and pullic life. I say there is as much sentiment in this matter 
of what we should do for Cuba as in any public question to which 
it has been my pleasure to give attention. When I think of Cuba, 
or when I speak of Cuba, I donot think and speak of it as a territory 
or a land thousands of miles away. I think of it and speak of it 
as a land and a country that is near me—swept by gentle and 
fragrant breezes—upon which I can lay my hand when I stretch 
it out just across a strip of water. I think of it as the Queen of 
the Antilles, crowned with heroic memories. I remember that 
the fathers of our country had a longing eye for Cuba. I am not 
going to discuss what I believe to have been the mistakes made 
about Cuba. That is not becoming and will do no good at this 
time. 

I am aware, Mr. Chairman, what our Government has done for 
Cuba. I know that we have given them liberty and independence, 
and in doing that we have sacrificed thousands of valuable Ameri- 
can lives and millions of money. I know, also, that we have re- 
lieved Cuba of a large and burdensome debt that cormorants of 
Spain had fastened upon her, and we have done, as a nation, many 
more things for them, but yet our duty to Cuba is not ended. I 
recall the patriotic resolution on the 18th of April, 1898, wherein 
it was said that the people of Cuba ought to be free and independ- 
ent. I do not hesitate to say that that resolution, in its broad 


| spirit, would have been literally complied with had we offered to 
that the Democratic party takes upon the question of revising | 


the people of Cuba the blessings and liberty of American state- 
et 3 Who could have criticised as to sincerity or duplicity if 
we had given to Cuba the form of government that through trials 
of bloodshed and tribulations has taken us more than a century 
and a quarter to establish and perfect? It is a fact that every pa- 
triotic American is bound to admit, that it would not be wise and 
prudent for our Government to permit any form of government 
on the island of Cuba that could, in the exercise of its sovereignty, 
become a menace.or a trouble to our republican institutions. The 


| strategic position the island holds as to the Gulf of Mexico is of 


vast importance to our country. Under all these circumstances 
it behooves us to cultivate and foster the most friendly and cor- 
dial relations with the Republic of Cuba. Let us extend to them 


| a helping hand. Wecan best do that by establishing the freest 


relations of trade and commerce between the island and our coun- 
try. Todo this we more directly appeal to the heart and love of 
Cuba than anything else. It is the road that leads, in my opinion, 
direct to what we all want to see—the annexation of Cuba to this 


, ¢ is i unworthy means or 
countr We would not accomplish this by u thy 


by anything that approximates to moral coercion. When Cuba 


| comes to us, as I believe she will, let her come of her own free 


will and accord. Let us place no mark of dishonor upon our 
national escutcheon by unfair treatment to our sister Republic. 
[ Applause. } 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes of 
my time to the gentleman from Michigan | Mr. Loup]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Michigan | Mr. Loup] 
is recognized for twenty minutes. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I would that it were possible for 
me as a new Member to follow the unwritten precedent of this 
body, that I might remain in my seat and drink in the wisdom 
of those older in service. 

To remain silent, however, at such a time as this would be dis- 
loyal and unfaithful to those who sent me here and cowardly to 
my own convictions. 

I represent, in Michigan, a district 200 miles in length and 100 
miles in width, made up of fifteen agricultural counties. 

Only a few years ago the lumbering industry was paramount 
in this .part of Michigan; but now, the timber largely removed, 
the settlers or farmers have taken up the lands, and by their 
industry and energy the forests have been replaced by fertile 
farms. 

To say that our interests are now agricultural is an assertion of 
importance. 

On the walls of our magnificent Congressional Library we find 
many trite sayings full of thought and wisdom. Among them 
there is none more axiomatic than this quotation from Andrew 
Jackson: 

The agricultural interest of the country is connected with every other, 
and superior in importance to them all. 

There is no interest which demands more careful consideration 
at our hands than that of agriculture. 

When, a few years ago, it was found that a new product—beet 


You take from life the sentimental, and I say that you strike down | sugar—was possible to us, the Republican party, quickly recog- 
that which inspires the human heart with the promptings of pa- 
triotism; you strike down that element in man which makes him 


nizing its importance, applied the life-giving principle of protec- 
tion. The St. Louis platform of the Republican party (June 18, 
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1896) has this declaration, upon which capital could rely as a basis 
of investment in this sugar indastry: 

We condemn the present Democratic Administration for not keeping faith 
with the sugar producers of thiscountry. The Republican party favors such 


protection as will lead to the production on American soil of all the sugar | 


which the American people use, and for which they pay other countries more 
than $100,000,000 annually. 

That protection was needed there is no doubt. 

Tropical Cuba has the richest soil known in all the world; the 
sugar cane needs replanting but once in ten to fifteen years; labor 
is cheap and content to live in a shack or hut worth not more 
than $10—a laborer with clothing not exceeding a dollar in value, 
content to live on a little rice, lentils, salt fish, and fruit. Surely 
our well-housed, well-fed, well-clothed, and well-paid American 
sang could not compete on even terms with such conditions as 
these. 

The protection so promised and so given by the provisions of 
the Dingley bill on the instant when the Republican party re- 
turned to power in 1897 has harmed no one, for sugar is as cheap 
to the consumer to-day as it has been on the average for the past 
ten years. Indeed, for the past three years granulated sugar has 
been one-half cent per pound cheaper than it was in the four years 
immediately preceding. While this protection harmed no one, it 
was a benefit to the thousands who entered this new field of in- 
dustry. It has been thus far a grand industry for our country, 
for since that plank was inserted in our party platform, in 1896, 
we will have produced at the close of this year over 816,000 tons 
of beet sugar, paying out in its production to American labor (at 
41 cents per pound) upward of $82,250,000, which, with the cost 
of the 55 factories now in operation—$36,500,000—makes a total 
of $118,750,000, most of which has been paid out to our own farm- 
ers and to our own workmen. Our present factories require to 
operate them 13,000 laborers, and to grow the beets required, 
65,000 laborers on the farms, or a total of 78,000 laborers em- 
ployed. There are a great many more farmers in the United 


States to be hurt than there are planters in Cuba to be benefited | 
by this change in tariff proposed. Twenty of these factories are | 


located in my own State of Michigan, five of them within the dis- 
trict which I represent. 


It is difficult for the people in my district and in my State who | 


are engaged in this industry to understand why it is necessary at 
this time to tamper with the protective conditions which up to 
this time have proved so successful not only to themselves, but to 
the whole country as well. Were it the Democratic party and 
free-trade theorists who were about to alter these successful con- 
ditions it would be easy to understand; but for this proposed vio- 
lation of faith from our own party, who made us such promises 
as those contained in the St. Louis platform, we can not discover 
a justifiable cause, and we protest against it. 

You tell us reciprocity with Cuba is desired, and is this your 
idea of reciprocity? We do not believe those great statesmen of 
the past, James G. Blaine or William McKinley, would sanction 
such reciprocity as this. The foundation of the reciprocity idea 
as laid down by Mr. Blaine and repeated in our national platform 
of 1900 can not be misunderstood. ‘‘We favor theassociated policy 
of reciprocity, so directed as to open our markets on favorable 
terms for what we do not ourselves produce.’’ We do produce 
sugar, and we want no reciprocity which gives or intends to give 
aid to our Cuban competitor in this very industry which we have 
labored so vigorously to establish. 

Is IT NECESSARY? 

Two years ago the reason urged for this same measure being 
passed was charity, for it was contended that the Cubans were in 
dire poverty, and their sugar industry would be surely ruined if 
we did not aid them by lowering our rate of duty. Charity is no 
longer urged; indeed, it was abandoned in the opening speech by 
the gentieman from New York [Mr. Paynes]; neither is ruin to 
Cuban sugar interests discussed, but the cause now urged for this 
strange sample of reciprocity is our ‘“‘ duty to Cuba.”’ 


It is rumored that by some one, we know not whom, some inti- | 


mation, hardly a promise, was made to Cuba. 
We know of no one authorized to make either vague or definite 
promises binding upon this Congress or the American people. We 


believe that no promise by any person or persons duly authorized | 


has ever been made to Cuba which can now be urged as a basis 
for a 20 per cent reduction in our import duty on sugar, 
WILL IT BENEFIT CUBA? 

To what extent will a 20 per cent reduction of our import duty 
on sugar benefit the sugar producers in Cuba? Taking our 
importation of sugar from Cuba last year as a basis, the 20 per 
cent reduction in duty will make a saving to the importer of 
$8,073.597.97. All sugar being imported by the sugar trust, this 
sum of over $8,000,000 is primarily theirs, and you will have leg- 
islated this great sum safely into the capacious pockets of the 
sugur trust. Do you claim that the trust will advance the price 
of raw sugar in its sympathy for Cuba? It is well known to all 
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| who have heard this subject discussed that the price of raw sugar 
| is controlled and fixed in Hamburg. From what course of rea- 
| soning are we led to expect that the sugar trust will raise the cur- 
rent price fixed in Hamburg? If in some mysterious way your 
| proposed action should cause the price of raw sugar to advance, 
| a portion of this eight millions, say one-half, may perhaps escape 
from the trust and arrive in Cuba. This portion of perhaps four 
millions will then be controlled primarily by the owners of the 
centrales, the Cuban sugar manufacturers. If they advance the 
| price of sugar or sugar cane to the estate owners, the estate 
owners may then get, perhaps, one-half of the four millions, or 
$2,000,000. If the estate owner sees fit to advance the wages of 
his laborers a little, then the laborers of Cuba may get from this 
20 per cent reduction of duty on sugar perhaps a little benefit, of 
say, $1,000,000, and that seems to be about all the benefit the Cubans 
| can derive from it, 
IS IT GOOD POLICY FOR Us? 


We note that the total imports from all countries into Cuba in 
1902 were $60,584,000 (381). Total imports into Cuba from United 
States for 1902, $25,000,000 (about 42 per cent of the whole). 





If reciprocity meets all your hopes, our imports into Cuba can 
not increase over $25,000,000, or double what they are now. The 
possible profit on this amount of business can not exceed $5,000,000, 

To sum the matter up, we believe: 

First. To obtain this $5,000,000 we will jeopardize our home 
sugar industry, amounting in the past year to $88,600,000 (p. 
121, report 74)— 475,463 tons sugar produced in United States, at 
4 cents, is $42,601,484.80; 514,000 tons from dependencies is $46,- 
054,400; total, $88,655,884.80. 

Second. We will retard the present rapid growth of our home 
sugar production or stop its growth completely from a lack of 
confidence in the proposed conditions. Business confidence is a 
| wary bird and scares easily. You scare one and the whole flock 
flies away. 

Third. We will lessen our United States revenues by the 20 per 
cent reduction in duty by over $8,000,000 on sugar, with $2,000,000 
on tobacco and other imports, or a total of $10,000,000, with the 
probability of a loss of $1,500,000 per year additional United States 
revenue from alcohol now distilled from refuse of sugar factories. 

As a business proposition it seems to be taking unreasonable 
chances to secure only $5,000,000 as a net result. . The fable of 
the dog and the bone repeats itself. To secure a $5,000,000 bone, 
we lose $10,000,000 United States revenue, and perhaps a portion 
or all of the $88,000,000 we now have firmly in our grasp. 

I do not assert that this measure will ruin the sugar industry 
of the United States, but I do know it will not helpit. I knowit 
will surely retard its growth. The beet-sugar producers of the 
United States believe this measure is but the entering wedge, and 
that further reductions in the tariff will follow later, to the com- 
plete ruin of our beet-sugar industry. The building contractors 
for beet-sugar factory machinery, while they completed nine new 
factories last year, have no new orders on hand to-day, because of 
the agitation of this proposed measure. 

This young and healthy industry stands as one threatened with 
a surgical operation. It may sound well for you spectators to as- 
sert that it will not hurt, but if no good or adequate result is ex- 
pected, the patient has good reason to shrink from the cut of the 
knife and protest against the operation. Your assertion that the 
operation is for the good of the family gives us no comfort. 

FINALLY, IS IT OUR DUTY? 

There was a time when we had a “‘ duty to Cuba.”” The whole 
nation realized it. That duty was to free Cuba from the galling 
yoke of Spanish cruelty and oppression. Our nation engaged in 
war with Spain with no cause of our own, but solely to give freedom 
to others. A sacred declaration was made that we would not 
| seek to acquire Cuban territory. 
| By other nations that declaration was scoffed at and ridiculed 
| as an impossible and unheard-of proposition. 

The fulfillment of that declaration, the keeping our faith with 

and the doing of our ‘‘ duty to Cuba,” will be a page in our na- 
| tion’s history which our children will read with pride. And at 
| what a cost was this duty performed? No one knows better what 

it cost than our Chief Executive, who, in leading his men up San 
Juan Hill, was the admired and idolized soldier of that hour. 

The flower of our young manhood gave their lives to the cause. 
| Lawton, Capron, Fish, Tiffany, and hundreds more shed their 
| blood or gave their lives to maintain our honor and to keep the 
| trust. 

Our Congress freely voted the moneys to maintain our Army 
| and Navy, and never were war taxes more willingly paid by the 
people of anynation. Three hundred million dollars it cost us to 
| keep the faith and to do our duty to Cuba. 

The war over, the victory won, for a short time we acted as 
Cuba’s guardian, purifying her cities, guarding her sanitation, 
and making the island indeed both healthful and attractive; and 
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then, a stable government assured to them, we withdrew our flag 
and our troops, and a new nation was made by us—the independ- 
ent Republic of Cuba. If, after this blood-bought freedom and 
independence which we have given to Cuba, a duty still remains, 
I believe it to be solely a paternal duty. 

If Cuba needs help as our ward, it is our duty to help her. If 
money is needed, Michigan will gladly pay its portion. 

If 20 per cent reduction in duties of $10,000,000 must be annually 

iven, it should go in some way directly to Cuba, and not be placed 
in the pockets of the sugar trust, as your measure in effect pro- 
vides. Itis with the greatest regret that Iam unable to agree 
with the President in this measure. I ama Republican; I believe 
in Republican principles; I believe in protection to American 

roducts and to American industries; I believe in true reciprocity, 
but I do not believe in reciprocity that stifles the life or the growth 
of any American industry. 

I yield to no one here present in my admiration for and loyalty 
to President Roosevelt. As a citizen, as a soldier, or as President 
I love and respect him. I feel certain, however, if he represented 
the Tenth district of Michigan, or any other district in which 
this new industry has gained a foothold, in this Fifty-eighth Con- 

ess to-day he would with all his strenuous nature and with all 

is magnificent ability oppose this measure. [Loud applause on 
the Republican side. } 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman,I yield five minutes to my 
colleague |[Mr. McMorran}. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Mr. Chairman, I come from the State of 
Michigan, a beet-sugar State, a State that isalways found rolling 
up large majorities, and that in the last election gave a majority 
of about 80,000 in favor of protection to every American industry 
and destruction to none. 

I find here to-day a novel condition confronting me. I find our 
Republican colleagues working hand in hand with our Demo- 
cratic friends on the other side in an endeavor to pass a bill, 
known as the Cuban treaty bill, which is in itself a measure in 
favor of free trade or a tariff for revenue only. It is contrary 
to the principles of Republican policy. Itis wrong. It is an in- 
jury to every American industry, and I can not understand how 
our friends, the Democrats, on the other side of the House have 
either psychologized, entrapped, or converted the majority of my 
colleagues on this side to the theory of free trade. [Applause. | 
Gentlemen, if the people of this country understood thoroughly 
the workings of the present Cuban treaty and its effects, espe- 
cially upon the agricultural interests of this country, they would 
be up in arms and they would be condemning the Republican 
party for advocating any measure that would destroy any Amer- 
can industry, no matter how small. 

A good deal has been said here about our duty and our pledged 
honor to Cuba. But nothing has been said yet that I have heard 
as to who had any right to pledge our nation to any further duty 
toCuba. Onur first duty is to American citizens, to American in- 
dustries, and American labor. If Cuba isin an enfeebled condition 
and needs our help, would it not be much more honorable on our 

rt to contribute as a nation, as a whole, instead of striking a 

low at our feeble sugar industry? While the passage of this bill 
by this House of Representatives may not destroy the factories 
that are at present in existence, it will have the effect to prevent 
the building of any more factories in this country. It will de- 
prive American farmers of the advantages already accruing from 
their sugar beets. It is all wrong, the principle is wrong, and it 
brings into notice a remark made by some gentleman on the other 
side of the House yesterday, the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
CLARK], I think, who said that in two years from to-day they 
were going to control this House of Representatives and that they 
were going to elect the next President. Now, that impression 
may have been brought about on the theory that the Republicans 
were working here hand and heart with the Democrats and voting 
for a treaty that was going to carry into effect the destruction of 
the American sugarindustry, and carry out the Democratic theory 
of free trade or tariff for revenue only. 

Mr. Chairman, I want it distinctly understood that the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. CLark] is laboring under a serious mis- 
apprehension, and that although my colleagues here may have 
been entrapped into voting for a treaty that is prejudicial to the 
best interests of American industry, yet when the next election 
comes around they will find the Republicans all arm in arm 
walking up and electing a Republican President who will be in 
favor of supporting and maintaining every American industry. 
And I want to go further. I want to see the walls of protection 
around this country built up so strong that every agricultural 
product and every manufactured article may be carried to foreign 
shores in American ships, manned by American sailors, and con- 
structed by American shipbuilders. [Prolonged applause on the 
Republican a 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly that the 
majority of the Republicans of this House do not share my views 


XXXVII——22 


on thismatter. Iamopposedtoit. First, because I believe if put 
into law it will be most harmful to the agricultural interests of 
this country as well as to the laboring man. Second, I am op- 
posed to the measure because I believe it is a wide departure from 
Republican doctrines. Third, 1 am opposed to it because I know 
of no industry or interest, manufacturing or otherwise, with one 
exception, in this country that is demanding it, and that one 
exception is the American sugar refiners. I say without any ex- 
ception I know of no other interest demanding it. 

First, Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of the gentle- 
men present to the magnitude of that magnificent industry in the 
State which I have the honor to represent in this House. ~ 

In 1898 the first factory was built in the State of Michigan, and 
produced that year 5,685 tons of sugar; in 1899 we had 9 factories 
im operation, which produced 11,596 tons of sugar; in 1900 we had 
10 factories, which produced 26,821 tons of sugar; in 1901 we had 
13 factories, which produced 62,798 tons of sngar; in 1902 we 
had 16 factories, which produced 87,500 tons of sugar, and in 1903 
the estimated crop for this year, with 20 factories in operation, 
will produce 112,500 tons of sugar. The growth of production 
from that young industry in the State within five years is from 
5,685 tons to the enormous sum of 112,500 tons. 

Further, I may say that the money paid by the owners of the 
factories to the farmers for their crop of beets this year, together 
with the money that will be paid for labor to convert the beets 
into sugar, amounts to the magnificent sum of about $9,000,000. 

Some one has said here that the present duty of $1.68} per 
100 pounds on raw sugar of 96 per cent test was too high. The 
gentieman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvVENOR] said to-day that if that 
duty had been placed there too high on purpose, with the inten- 
tion of reducing it later, it would be unfair to the capital induced 
to go into the sugar-manufacturing business to afterwards reduce 
it. Let me say to you, no matter what the intentions of the gen- 
tlemen were who put that amount of duty in the Dingley bill, 
it is a further fact that American capital is in the business now, 
You did induce capital to invest in that industry by placing the 
duty at $1.68}—capital invested on the strength of that protection 
to the industry—and started it to going, and you are now going to 
injure these people by reducing it 20 percent. Let me say to you, 
my friends, that this bill, if enacted into law, will in no way affect 
the industry in the State of Michigan, except at the will of the 
great sugar trust of this country. If they do not see fit—if the 
time is not opportune, in their judgment—before the expiration 
of the limit fixed in this measure to reduce the price of sugar to 
a point below where it will be profitable to the people to grow 
beets in Michigan, they will not put it into effect, and therefore 
this industry will not be hurt; but if the time comes that they 
think that the oncoming of this beet-sugar industry, which is 
their most dangerous competitor, should be stopped, you may 
bank the last cent you have on earth that they will put it into 
operation and reduce the price of sugar on our market below the 
price where the people engaged in that industry will be able to 
manufacture at a profit, and crush out the industry. 

Again, you will find next day Mr. Havemeyer at the old stand 
doing business in the same way, with the price of sugar fixed for 
the consumer of this country at 6 or 7 cents per pound. That is 
what you will find; that is what you will make it possible for the 
sugar trust todo. This reduction in price to the consumer will 
not be made unless it is in the interest of the American Sugar Re- 
fining Company to wipe out competition. Some one has said that 
it makes no difference to the sugar trust whether you put this 
measure into law or not. If that be so, why was Mr. E. F. At- 
kins, of Boston, here nearly two years ago? Why was that old, 
greasy, dirty, stagnated lobbyist, Thurber, from New York, here 
sneaking around this Capitol ever since I have been in Congress, 
who, when put under oath, admitted that he was paid by the sugar 
trust and hypocritically stated when before the Committee on 
Ways and Means, when the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
TAWNEY] asked him if he had received any money from Have- 
meyer, of thesugar trust, in any way, shape, or manner said, ‘* No,” 
but a few days later, when placed upon oath, testified that he had 
received money from Havemeyer, and also testified that he had 
received money directly from Major-General Wood, military gov- 
ernor of Cuba. 

Those gentlemen that were here clamoring for Cuban reciproc- 
ity claimed that within the next thirty days from that time,which 
was the 15th day of January, 1902, unless some relief was given 
to Cuba in the way of a reduction of duty, there would be a panic 
such as had never been witnessed in any country on the face of 
the earth. Were they correct? Not one word do you hear of 
such nonsense now, not even in the message from the President. 
{Langhter.} Major Wood, while he had the Cuban treasury be- 
hind him, was a strong advocate of Cuban reciprocity. It was 
proven that he extracted from those “ poor, half-clothed creatures ” 
| down in Cuba $20,000 or thereabout that he paid to this man—oh, 

I don’t know what term would most fit him—this Thurber from 
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New York; $20,000 to come here to this Capitol and influence 
legislation. Oh, how unmeritorious such action by a high gov- | 
ernment official. I want to criticise it. Claiming that the Cu- | 
bans were suffering, starving to death, that they would have a | 
panic in thirty days, and yet reaching his long fingers into the 
Cuban treasury and handing out $20,000 to this greasy, good-for- 
nothing, hairless whelp! [Laughter.]| . 

We find the ex-lieutenant-governor of the State of Missouri 
testifying that he also favored Cuban reciprocity after receiving 
a check from Mr. Havemeyer of $1,000. When he was hauled 
over the coals for favoring legislation for the making of candy in 
their State legislature, when accused of accepting a bribe from 
Mr. Havemeyer for that measure, he says: ‘‘ No, it was not for 
candy; it was for sugar. That was what it was.”’ 

The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, Mr. PAYNE, 
read on the floor of this House, when making his speech on that 
bill a year and a half ago, a letter from Mr. Wood. Mr. Wood 
said that he had searched the island from one end to the other, 
night and day, with a searchlight, and that all the sugar he could 
find on the island belonging to the sugar trust was 3,285 tons. 
That letter was read to influence men in this House against the 
claim made by the opponents of the measure—that the sugar trust 
was behind this bill and owned the sugar in the island, waiting 
for the measure to become a law, so that they could bring it into 
this country at a less rate of duty. A few days later Mr. Have- 
meyer testified in the Senate end of the Capitol that hiscompany 
owned 93,000 tons in Cuba. Wood only missed it 90,000 tons, and 
that is not much for a military officer. [Laughter.] The average 
American soldier is a better marksman than that, and I could 
beat such shooting myself. [Laughter.] 

In the State of Michigan, let me say to you, there is a magnifi- 
cent industry producing an article of use from one of the by- 
products of sugar—alcohol. To-day the Government is buying 
all, or at least a great portion, of that product. Since the ist day 
of January, 1902, that company has paid to the Government the 
enormous sum of $3,575,000 in revenue at $1.10 a proof gallon. 
Let this industry alone. Put your Cuban reciprocity bill in the 
waste basket and sit down on it, and in a short time, gentlemen, 
we will make sugar in Michigan at a much less cost than we make 
it to-day, and in a short time there will be enough sugar made 
in this country, without going to Cuba or any other country, to 
supply all the people in the whole United States. Give us time 
to become skilled in the industry, that we may get some profit out 
of more of the by-products, that we may raise beets cheaper, that 
we may convert the raw material into sugar at a less cost, and 
the industry will be more independent. 

A most striking illustration, my friends, of what can be done is 
that of the Assistant Doorkeeper of this House. This year he 
raised 8 acres of beets in the State of Michigan, and this morning 
he showed mea report from the factory at Lansing, Mich., where 
he sold his beets, showing that his yield was 96 tons, or 12 tons per 
acre, and the percentage of saccharine matter was so high that it 
yielded the enormous sum of $68.40 an acre for his crop. The | 
price paid for the beets by the factory is $4.50 per ton for 12 per 
cent saccharine matter in the beets and 33} cents per ton for every 
1 per cent above that amount, so that the percentage in the beets 
raised by the gentleman from Michigan was about 153 per cent. 
In Germany when that industry was first introduced they pro- 
duced 9 tons of beets to the acre and about 9 per cent of saccharine 
matter in the beets. After long experience they have become 
skilled in the industry and now raise 15 tons of beets to the acre, 
with a percentage of saccharine matter of about 15 per cent. 

Let us alone; let us alone as we are! That is all we ask, and 
we, too, will become skilled in the industry. To-day the mana- 
gers of our factories—the skilled laborers—are largely foreigners. 
Let us alone until the American boys become skilled in that in- 
dustry and they will be the superintendents, and we will ask no 
odds of Wales, Germany, or any other country. But by pons 
into law this measure you say, and you will not deny it, that you 
are going to build up that industry in Cuba. How can you build 
up the sugar industry in Cuba without retarding, at least, and | 

rhaps destroying the sugar industry in this country? They | 

ve the soil to produce cane cheaply down there. Su can be 
produced, it has been shown by experts here, at a profit in Cuba 
at a cost of 1} cents per pound. e freight to this country is | 
about 9 centsa hundred pounds. The duty of $1.68} isastumbling | 
block. Then the sugar trust getsit. Every pound of sugar com- | 
ing from Cuba to this country goes through the refineries of the 
American Sugar Refining Company or the Arbuckles. One has a 
capacity of 40,000 barrels per day and the other of 20,000 barrels | 
per day, a sufficient capacity to supply all the sugar to all the peo- 
ple of this country that are here to-day or may come for many 
years without adding one more cent to the industry. What they | 
want is to wipe out the beet-sugar industry. 

The trust has sent its agents into the State of Michigan and has | 
purchased an interest in ten of our twenty factories, and what | 
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for? They were afraid of the competitor, my friends. * They stood 
in awe here when the crowd of Michigan representatives came 
down here opposing this measure one year ago last winter, and 
said it is cheaper to go up there to Michigan and buy up those 
factories and sell them for scrap iron and get the enormous sum 
that would come to us through the benefits of that measure than 
it is to fight this competition, this opposition, because that 20 per 
cent of the present duty on 1,000,000 tons of sugar that will come 
from Cuba this year amounts to more money, twice over, than 
the sugar trust has invested in the ten factories in our State. 
Give them the benefit of this law and in six months they can get 
back all of the money that they have put into the sugar industries 
in our State, and in six months more get enough to buy the other 
half, and put dynamite under them and wipe them out and de- 
stroy that industry in our State. There are 217 square miles of 
land in the State of Michigan to-day planted to beets—140,000 
acres. Think of that magnificent field, 1 mile wide and 217 miles 
long, in the State of Michigan that this most infernal bill tends 
to wipe out. Isay infernal. Why? 

You have abandoned your claim of a year ago last winter that 
we are doing this because of the suffering in Cuba and because of 
a moral obligation to Cuba. Oh, great God! When is that moral 
obligation going toend? You have abandoned it and you say now 
that for economic reasons it must be done. It is limited to five 
years. My friends, let me show you what it is limited to. It is 
said as a ‘‘ catch as catch can,’’ to catch some gentlemen in this 
House to vote for it, that this measure is limited to five years; 
and the President says, ‘‘ While I am President of the United 
States I promise you no further reduction will be made.’’ What 

romise did you make in the Dingley bill? The gentleman from 

ew York [Mr. Payne] said, ‘‘I promise you there will be no 
change in this for the next twenty-five years,’’ and he was the 
first person that opened his mouth in this House within six years 
from the passage of the Dingley bill asking fora change. That 
is right. That same pledge was made in our national platform 
of 1896 and again in 1900. I accepted the nomination in my dis- 
trict on that platform, and I pledged myself to the people of my 
district, and they did me the honor to send me here upon such a 

ledge—that I would stand by that platform, body and soul. I 

ave done it, gentlemen, and [am doing it to-day. Are you? I 
ask you, are you? 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrRosvENOR] said that this bill 
isa Republican child—that the Republicans would not let the 
Democratic side of the House lay any claim to this creature. Oh, 
great Scott, that child is of such a dirty mixture—an old, snaggle- 
toothed, free-trade, Democratic mother and a Republican Presi- 
dent for its father. [Laughter.] The youngster will quarrel with 
itself before the expiration of this five years. [Laughter.] It 
will quarrel with itself worse than the family of Rip Van Winkle 
ever quarreled in Rip’s house, and it will make a poor man of the 
farmer of this country. I want to say to you, without fear of 
contradiction, that the President on his Western trip last summer 
to the Pacific coast saw more poor farmers, twice over, needy of 
his help and of your help, than there is in entire Cuba y. 
Then why not give kind consideration to your people at home, my 
friends, help build up an industry here at home that makes happy 
homes for your laboring men and your farmer instead of making 
miserable shacks, and do not dosomething to build up the homes of 
those people in Cuba who do not need your help. Here is what 
President Palma says about Cuban reciprocity in his message to 
the Cuban Congress on the 2d day of this month: 

Our political relations with the United States have been definitely settled 
by treaties founded on the terms of the constitutional appendix, and the lat- 
ter could not be eliminated from the constitution by the mere reading of 
these treaties. Congress can appreciate that within the precise terms of the 
Piatt amendment— 

The Platt amendment—now listen—the Platt amendment that 
you howled so much about, that you claim tied the hands of the 
Cuban Congress and of the Cubans, making it impossible for them 
to make advantageous terms with any other country. Continuing, 
he says: 

Congres can appreciate that within the precise terms of the Platt amend- 
ment Cuba has obtained no few advantages. Of the two forms of cession of 
naval coaling stations—by sale or by lease—the one least baneful to Cuban 
sentiment was adopted, and the smallest limit as to the number of stations 
granted was made: the regulations in the leases contain other limitations fav- 
orable to Cuba. The Government is acquiring territory within the stations, 
and will soon formally deliver the areas marked out. 

ple of Cuba feel such 


The honorable President Roosevelt. to whom the 
profound gratitude, has been faithful to his word and has convened the Amer- 


| ican Congress in special session for the purpose of taking action on the pend- 


to receive such great benefits. 


ing reciprocity treaty, from which we 
by the executive which warrants 


Trustworthy information has been receiv 
the belief that this treaty will be ratified. 


That is what he saysabout it. Cuba has $4,000,000 in her treas- 
ury and no inde ess. There is no other country on the face 
of the earth that has $4,000,000 in its treasury above what it 
owes. The United States can not boast of having $4,000,000 to- 
day in its Treasury above its public debt. Cuba has no debt, 
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i out the public debt of Cuba? It had $400,000,000 of 
ated | pee einoss that had been heaped upon the shoulders of 
Cuba before our brave boys went down there and wiped out the 


Spaniards. We left them with a clean slate. We sacrificed the 
precious blood of our farmer boys. Now you come back, under 
a mere pretense of a moral obligation to Cuba, and sacrifice the 
farmer and the farmer’s home. 

Stop and think, I beg of you, gentlemen; for God’s sake stop and 
think what you are doing to the American farmer. You were 
not sent here to legislate for the benefit of Cuban farmers, who are 
better off to-day, as I am going to show, than the American farmer 
in their ability to produce sugar. It has been conceded by all that 
in Cuba 25 tons of sugar cane can be raised per acre, 10 per cent 
of which is sugar, and the planter gets one-half of the sugar from 
the manufacturer when he delivers his cane at the door of the 
factory. At the average price that sugar has brought in this 
country when imported from Cuba for the past five years, $2.35 
per hundred, the farmer in Cuba has received more than $50 per 
acre for his crop. It costs less money to produce that crop in 
Cuba than it costs the farmer of the State of Michigan to produce 
a crop of beets. When that matter was mentioned two years ago 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], he said: ‘‘ Oh, no; 
it is expensive down there to raise a cropof cane. You know the 
weeds grow up and they have to be cut down, and they grow up 
again and must be cut down again.”” Great heavens! Is it not 
a wonder that they do not grow down and have to be cut up? 
Lannea. 4 Where the devil would they grow if they did not 
grow up? eeds also grow in the beet fields of Michigan. For 
the first time in my life, my friends, I hear Republicans advocat- 
ing free trade. 

Congress has been called together in extra session by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and I believe it to be the mistake of 
his life. In his message to Congress in December last President 
Roosevelt said: 

Yesterday I received a message from our minister to Cuba, with an earn- 


est appeal from President Palma, asking us to at once take some action lest 
it be too late Cuba financially ruined. 


All advocates of Cuban reciprocity until recently have set up 
the cry that there would be a panic in Cuba which would cause 
great suffering among that people unless some reductions were 
made in the duties on their goods coming into this country. That 
such an excuse was unsound, and, in fact, frivolous, time and 
events have proven. 

The President’s message of November 10 makes no mention of 
the distress among the people of Cuba, and I say it without fear 
of contradiction that in his recent message he recedes from his 
former position as to reasons for Cuban reciprocity. He throws 
much stress in this last message upon economic principles and 
moral obligations to Cuba. 

That Cu 
and become a prosperous people there is no doubt. There are 
28,000,000 acres of land in the island the richest soil of any coun- 
try in the Western Hemisphere, and with her population of 
1,600,000, in round numbers, she has but 36 persons per square 
mile of territory, while Porto Rico has 320 persons to the square 
mile to support, or nearly ten times as many people per square 
mile as Cu Should Cuba receive the full benefits from a 20 

r cent reduction in duties on her sugar, all of which she mar- 

ets in the United States, she will, with improved machinery and 
American methods now being adopted in the production of her 
sugar, soon supply us with all the sugar that we use, provided the 
sugar trust so chooses to reduce the price of sugar to the con- 
sumer in this country until the cane and beet sugar industries of 
the United States are wiped out. Cuba has received for her sugar 
coming into the United States, and the United States has taken 
something over 80 per cent of her entire output, for the past five 

ears $2.35 per hundred pounds, and for the past eleven years, 
hen 18938 to 1903, inclusive, the sum of $2.69 per hundred pounds. 
This is the average price. And when it is a fact that sugar is 
being produced in Cuba at a cost of less than 14 cents per pound 
it is apparent that Cuba is making a handsome profit from her 
sugar crop. 

We will give to Cuba, through charity, what has no foundation 
in justice. We will rob the American farmer by giving to Cuba 
and the sugar trust. We will build up the sugar industry in 
Cuba and retard or tear down the sugar industry in the United 
States. We will feed cheap foreign labor at the expense of the 
American laboring man and the American farmer. e will make 
the first step toward the destruction of our present high pros- 


perity. We will break a sacred pledge made by Republicans in 
our platforms of 1896 and in in 1900. In fact we will boldly 
and deceitfully do the ve ing that our party in honor bound 


themselves not to do. © among our citizens has asked for 


reciprocity with Cuba except sugar-trust representatives and a 
few millionaires living in this country and owning sugar planta- 





can take care of herself under present conditions | 


tions in Cuba? Only a few aside from Mr. Havemeyer and those 
directly under his influence. 

Should this bill become a law would we not expect other na- 
tions—such as France, Germany, South Africa, Belgium, South 
and Central America, and the West India Islands—to serve notice 
on our Executive that unless the same rates of duty on sugar 
were given to them they would at once impose upon us the max- 
imum rates of duties on our goods going into their markets? The 
Norwegian Government has given such notice already to Cuba, 
and no doubt other nations will follow suit. 

If we should get all of Cuba’s trade in all her imports except 
in articles that we could not supply them with, no matter how 
low the duties, such as jerked beef, rice, cotton, wool, and cattle, 
because we do not produce the jerked beef and do not raise the 
rice, we do not produce the kind of cotton and woolen goods that 
they have been accustomed to using, and, further, our cattle do 
not stand the Cuban climate as do cattle from South America, 
where Cuba now buys her cattle, we could not get back from 
Cuba as much in trade as we would give away in duty on sugar 
alone. So that, I say, men who are clamoring for Cuban reci- 
procity seemingly fail to grasp the situation. 

Gentlemen, we are not here to legislate for Cuba to the detri- 
ment of our own citizens. No careful man who has studied the 
matter and wishes to fairly and honestly represent his constitu- 
ents will, in my opinion, support this bill. 

The twenty factories in Michigan represent an original outlay of 
some twelve to fifteen millions of dollars. There are over 35,000 
farmers in the State raising beets for these factories. There was 
this year planted to beets over 140.000 acres of land, yielding about 
1,350,000 tons of beets, for which the farmers will receive an aver- 
age of $5 per ton, or the enormous sum of $6,750,000. Do you 
want to e the chances of destroying, crippling, or even retard- 
ing this magnificent industry? I do not believe youdo. Then,if 
not, do not support this bill. Do not let the subterraneons influ- 
ence behind this bill mislead you. The supporters of this meas- 
ure are not the friends of the beet and cane sugar industry in the 
United States. The sugar trust has exerted every power within 
its control to retard the oncoming of this dangerous competitor. 
and has frequently used its powerful influence in framing legisla- 
lation most beneficial to itself. Why does the sugar trust take 
such an active part in the passage of this measure? Why are 
they spending hundreds and thousands of dollars to influence 
Congress to act favorably? Do you suppose that this corporation 
would give up one dollar to benefit others? No; they are not built 
that way. They are not philanthropists. Do not think it for a 
minute; no man is fool enough to believe it. 

The Cuban planter raises cane with much less effort than does 
the American farmer raise sugar beets or sugar cane. He plants 
his crop but once in ten years, whereas the farmer in the United 
States must plant his crop every year on high-priced lands with 
high-priced labor. In Cuba the lands are cheap compared with 
good farming lands in the United States. Our farmers cultivate 
their crop at a cost of $25 to $30 per acre, while that of the Cuban 
is cultivated at a much less figure. 

The American people consume about 7,000 tons of sugar daily, 
and at 4 cents per pound (which is about the cost of production) 
amounts to the handsome sum of $560,000. We consume a little 
over 2,500,000 tons per year. Five hundred thousand tons we 
produce here at home, or an average of 2,800 tons a day. Five 
hundred thousand tons are produced annually in Porto Rico 
and Hawaiian Islands, and the remainder—1,.500,000 tons— 
we import from foreign countries, which at 4 cents per pound 
aggregate $120,000,000. Why not encourage home industries and 
produce it all at home? Wecan; weshould. But we will not if 
we reduce the duty on sugar, thereby retarding this industry at 
home and encouraging it abroad. 

The Cuban treasury has steadily increased in deposits. Labor is 
scarce on theisland and is well paid—beiter paid than is American 
labor, taking into consideration the cost of living in the two coun- 
tries, notwithstanding all advocates of this bill contend right the 
reverse. Nota bank failure has taken place on the island since 
Spain evacuated. Oh, how flimsy the arguments in behalf of the 
supporters of this bill! If you are going to tear down this mag- 
nificent structure, the tariff,do not stop halfway, but also reduce 
the duty on refined sugar aswell. Our beet-sugar manufacturers 
will take their chances with the sugar trust in a deal of this kind. 
Oh, no; at the thought of such a move the supporters of this 
measure at once have a cold chill run upand down their spinal 
column. Why, gentlemen? Why? Because it would be a blow 
at the sugar trust, and that is the power behind the throne. 

I now quote the resolutions adopted by the Michigan Sugar 
Manufacturers’ Association at a recent meeting, with full attend- 
oe RESOLUTION. 


Whereas the Congress of the United States is intended to be convened in 
extra session prior to the term of the next regular session thereof; and the 
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Cuban reciprocity treaty is before thesaid session asa special measure which 
proposes & reduction of the import duties upon raw cane sugar from Cuba: 
Therefor 


re 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Resolved by the Michiqan Sugar Manufacturers’ Association, That we pro- 
test against the adoption of any measure, act, or treaty that will have in 
effect any reduction of the present custom duties on importations of raw 
sugar from Cuba. 

In behalf of such resolution we submit the following: 

That any interference with the present tariff laws especially directed. asis 
the proposed Cuban reciprocity treaty, is contrary to the letter and spirit of 
the protection which is guaranteed to American industries. 

That any such qpoctal legiintion in behalf of Cuba is not necessary, as the 
development of the Cuban sugar industry during the past three years and 
at the peenent time has demonstrated the ability of said industry to take 
care of itself. 

That the approval of the said Cuban reciprocity treaty is inimical to the 
interests of the farmers and agriculturists and a menace to the beet-sugar 
manutacturers; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy hereof be, and the same is hereby, ordered to be 
mailed to the Members of the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
State of Michigan in the Congress of the United States and to the committee 
of said Senate and House of Representatives having the matter in charge 
prior to the assembling of the next Congress. 

{ICHIGAN SUGAR MANUFACTURERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
W. L. CauRncHiIL, President. 
CARMEN Situ, Vice-President, 
F. R. HATHAWAY, Secretary. 


In conclusion, gentlemen, I appeal to you, I beg of you to stand 
by the Republican protective principles. Cuba does not need the 
contemplated benefits provided for in this bill. Our American 
farmers and our American laboring men need protection, and the 
eyes of the world are centered upon Congress and are looking 
with expectancy as to what action Congress may take, what 
course it will pursue. And I beg of you to follow the opponents 


of this measure, who are making an honest fight for protection | 


to their home institutions. 
Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, it is not with any 


hope of changing the final vote on the passage of this bill that I | 


take this occasion to express briefly some of the reasons that impel 
ime, for one, to vote against reciprocity with the Cuban Republic. 

Let me state plainly at the outset that my attitude is not due to 
any hostility toward tariff reform, for no one would hail the 
removal of the glaring inequalities of our fiscal system with greater 
satisfaction than I; but it is because I can not sit silently by, 


without protest or challenge, while a harsh blow is being struck | 


at a great interest in my native State. In that mighty Common- 
wealth on the shores of the Pacific, whose inexhaustible resources 
insure her a foremost place in this great sisterhood of States, 


where diversities of climate and soil bring forth the products of | 


every zone, there upon the broad, firm foundation of agriculture 
a hardy, intelligent, and industrious people is laboring to convert 
to the use and benefit of mankind nature’s most prodigal wealth. 

He who lightly counts the part that California is to play in the 
rounding out and strengthening of this Union, he who thinks 


that he may lightly dally with her interests in these Halls of Con- | 
gress is ignorant of the laws that brought her into being, ignorant | 
of the last half century of her history, and ignorant of the people | 


that dwell upon her soil. In her rich valleys, where artificial 
means are not required to persuade the earth to yield up its boun- 
ties and its treasures, on her broad semiarid plains. that are be- 
ginning to quench their long thirst from the never-failing reser- 
voirs of the Sierras, the farmers of California in late years have 
been patiently building up a new industry, one that must prosper 
if left to pursue its bright prospects. Thesugar beet is establish- 
ing its home there, where it can thrive and increase and add its 
quota to the golden wealth of California. 

But, like scores of other industries whose early endeavors to 
strike deep root into American soil have been aided by a system 
of protective tariffs, it too has felt the stimulus of that traditional 
policy of America. It desires to retain this aid until it shall have 
acquired the strength to stand alone, and this desire is neither 
unreasonable nor unjust. It would not ask for exclusive protec- 
tion for itself, nor would those who represent its interests on this 
side of the Chamber take such an indefensible stand; but so long 
as the evils of high tariff continue to confront the farmer in every 
purchase he makes, so long as excessive import duties continue 
to render it possible for the trusts to extort from him prices far 
above those asked and received from his foreign competitors, 
just so long will -he demand that the mite of protection he now 
receives from the system shallcontinue. So long as the American 
farmers are compelled to pay daily tribute to monopolies, so long 
as the prime necessities of life, its food, its raiment, its shelter, 
and the implements of husbandry, are taxed through the instru- 
mentality of government for the benefit of a few, just so long 
will those upon whom these burdens weigh heavily demand the 
retention of tariff upon the products of the soil. Much as they 
might welcome the advent of tariff reform, they can not discover 
tariff reform in a measure that strips them of protection while it 
leaves their oppressors as strongly intrenched as before. 

When you enter into a special contract with Cuba to admit the 
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upon those who are striving to build up the beet-sugar industry 
of America? None. You give them absolutely nothing in ex- 
change for the sacrifice you demand at their hands. Make the 
question even broader and include the whole population of America; 
what benefit will they receive from this treaty? Will the con- 
sumers of sugar in this country pay less for the article? -Does 
| any sane man believe they will? The major part of the argu- 
ments so far is based upon the assumption that we are helping 
both Cuba and ourselves. 
First, as to Cuba, and let me take raw sugar as an example, for 
it is most often mentioned and is Cuba’s largestexport. Will the 
raw sugar receive the benefit of the reduction? If so, the Cuban 
sugar planter will be benefited; but how about the American 
| consumer? If this reduction goes into the pocket of the Cuban, 
then the consumer doesn’t get it. Again, suppose that we get 
the benefit of this reduction, then it follows that the fellow in 
Cuba doesn’t get it. 
Now, take it with the goods that we ship to Cuba, and it works 
the same way. If the Cuban consumer gets the benefit of the 
proposed reduction of from 20 to 40 per cent, then we do not; if 
we do, he does not, and there you have it. 
| After all is said and done we shall find that somebody has been 
| playing both ends against the middle, and you can easily figure 

out that the American consumer has gained nothing, the Ameri- 
| can farmer has gained nothing, but has lost millions, and these mil- 
lions have not even gone into the pockets of the Cuban people, 
| but will be found laid away in the vaults of the sugar trust. 

How it will enjoy the fruits of American folly. But it is not 
my desire, nor have I the time, to go into an elaborate argument 
upon these phases of the question. Gentlemen muy resort to sub- 
| tlety and refinement of argument and may find academic reasons 
in support of reciprocity, but the fact will remain, not clouded or 
obscure, but clear as the noonday sun, that by the passage of the 
bill you inflict wanton injury upon a growing industry in America. 

We may judge of the future of beet culture by the t. Dur- 
| ing the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, only 535 tons of beet sugar 
were produced in the United States. It began to grow steadily, 
and during the year ending June 30, 1901, it amounted to 76,859 
tons. But now witness its leaps and bounds. From 76,859 tons 
for the year ending June 30, 1901, it rose to 195,463 tons for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903. During the year 1902 California 
| alone produced 637,204 tons of sugar beets, or 79,271 tons of sugar, 
This means 50,000 acres of sugar beets in California, and she is 
just getting a good start. 

Not only California, but Michigan, Colorado, Utah, and many 
other States west of the Mississippi are taking up the culture of 
sugar beets with bright prospects before them. And now that 
the arid and semiarid lands of the great West are being reclaimed 
through aid of irrigation, it means a great impetus to this new 
| industry that has passed the experimental stage in more than a 
score of States. 

To the gentlemen who have conceived the idea that it is only 
a few farmers here and there who are protesting against this 
Cuban bill, I would like to commend a careful reading of Report 
No. 74 of the United States Department of Agriculture, issued 
during the current year, and containing much valuable and inter- 
esting information concerning the sugar-beet industry in this 
country. Some idea of the magnitude of the interests now at 
stake would result from such reading, and I do not doubt that 
the conclusions of a great many gentlemen in this Hall would be 
materially modified if they would but become acquainted with the 
promising future of the industry. If it is not the result of this 
treaty to injure this growing industry, then every argument that 
you protectionists on the other side of this Hall have put forth 
for the last century is unsound and no longer worthy of credence 
or consideration. 

Not content with my own deductions let us put it to the test of 
your own tariff propaganda, let it be judged by the declarations 
of your party platforms, the platforms upon which you appeal to 
the people of this country from time to time. When this meas- 
ure is weighed in your own scales it condemns you. You dare 
not enter a aa of not guilty, for your record will be here, black 
on white. You can not enter any specious plea of justification, 
for none will appear to appease those whom you have wronged. 
Like men you will have to face the injured interests of my State, 
and of other great States, and confess that you have sacrificed 
them you know not why. 

With my State thus a in jeopardy, I can not refrain from 
opposing, futile though such opposition may be, the policy you 
propose. Again I say that it is not because I am opposed to tariff 
reform. I want to see such reform. The Democrats in my State, 
and many adherents of the Republican party there, will welcome 
tariff reform. But Cuban reciprocity is not tariff reform. It is 
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not even so called by its stepfather, and Heaven knows parental 
interest ought to be sufficient to give the child its right name. 
The gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber do not call it 


products of her soil and industry at a reduction of 20 per cent 
from the Dingley rates, what corresponding benefit do you confer 
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tariff reform, but on the contrary their leaders have quieted much 
anxiety among the high protectionists by solemnly asseyerating 
that it is not tariff reform, it isnot an interference with the tariff, 
it is just simply reciprocity. : 

Nor does it seem to be a Democratic measure. To settle the 
political legitimacy of this bill would require a wiser man than 
Solomon. It isnot Republican, because it destroys the symmetry 
of the tariff system by suddenly cutting off one-fifth of its aid from 
an industry that still needs it. And this is not Republican doc- 
trine, as Lunderstand it. It isnot a Republican measure, because 
with an immense home market for sugar it suddenly arrests 
those processes that bid fair some day to supply that home mar- 
ket. No principle is written more plainly among the platforms 
and traditions of the Republican party than the principle that 
American industries shall receive the substantial aid of govern- 
ment by means of high tariffs until such time at least as they 
shall be able to produce what we consume. The home market 
for home industries is the A B C of the protective system. 

Nor can it be indorsed as a Democratic measure. While a 
large mene of the gentlemen on this side of the House will 
vote for it, I am consoled by the thought that no such bill would 
have ever originated in the Democratic party, unless it opened 
wider avenues of trade and in a manner justly to distribute the 
advantages it brought and to equalize whatever burdens remained. 
In so far as this measure may remotely tend to unshackle trade 
and commerce it may accord with Democratic policy, but the re- 
mote good, if any at all, seems to me to disappear before the im- 
mediate evils of the bill. It seems to me that it will pave the way 
for violations of one of the cardinal principles of Democracy. 


In the hands of a cunning majority, in the hands of a party that | 


largely draws its sustenance from the monopolistic institutions 
of the country, reciprocity will be used from time to time to dis- 
mantle the defenses that protect the producers of raw materials 
in America, while it leaves undisturbed and undiminished the 
powerful agencies that prey upon them. Strip the farmer by de- 
grees of the modicum of protection he now receives in order that 
foreign gates may swing ajar for the products of our mills and 
factories, but do not lay a desecrating hand upon manufacturing 
industries, for they are still in their infancy and must becarefully 
nurtured and looked after: If reciprocity shall thus become an 
instrument of special privilege, then will it become a veritable 
curse, indeed, rather than a step toward a reform. 

But we have no promise, not even an intimation, that further 
reciprocity treaties are to be enacted, nor do we hear many of our 
friends ee sone the beauties of reciprocity as a general principle 
upon the floor of the House. 

We are now having specialized reciprocity, a process by which 
we are to discharge our obligations to Cuba. It is certainly very 
edifying to a new Member like myself to find this Congress legis- 
lating along the lines of altruism and the higher law. When one 
comes into this atmosphere surcharged with the breath of exalted 
inter-Cuban ethics, he begins to wonder if he has really read his- 
tory right. These endearing terms toward Cuba fall most pleas- 
antly upon the ear, and it is gratifying to see our eminent statesmen 
press the Queen of the Antilles to their palpitating breasts. But 
amidst all this display of affection for Cuba, in the curious and 
inauisitive mind there are apt to arise some unreligious inquiries 
and perhaps a few doubts. One can not help but wonder, if Cuba 
were teeming with woolen mills and cotton factories, or with steel 
and iron works, with its looms and its spindles and its furnaces 
attended by the cheap labor of the world, and whose products 
would be shipped into America under this bill to compete with 


as many sweethearts on the other side of the Chamber as now. 

Again, one in ruminating over this treaty and its history might 
be so uncharitable as to wonder what occult powers have con- 
verted the forty gentlemen on the other side who so strenuously 
denounced and voted against this measure in the last Congress. 
Diana by one look could change a man into a beast, but mythology 
conceals the name of the American deity that has changed sugar 
beets into sugar plums. 

We are going to crown Cuba next Thursday afternoon at 4 
o'clock; we expect to use the jewels that consistency has lost in 
these debates. We intend to crown her as a queen of peace. 

_In America a fiscal war has waged for over a century. At 
times it has become so fierce as to almost threaten revolution. 
But now Cuba bids the combatants cease their warfare, and, like 
the mighty hosts at Talavera, suspend the awful din of battle and 
drink together of the limpid waters of reciprocity. *Tis well and 
fitting that Cuban sugar should at last sweeten the acrimony of 
debate and cement for the nonce the two great parties of America. 
At this love feast I can not partake, for I have my constituents at 
home. Perhaps I wrong them and wrong enc A in refusing to 


join with my colleagues here in favor of this bill. It may be 


charged that my attitude is a selfish one, but this I can not and 
will not concede, 





| tlemen can well speak for themselves. 





It has always seemed to me that patriotism to the nation must 
rest upon loyalty to our respective States. It is in our communi- 
ties at home where we are touched at all sides by the forces and 
the influences that make for our happiness and well-being, whero 
our lives, our liberties, and our property are rendered sacred and 
inviolable by the vigilance of the immediate State, where a lib- 
eral education is guaranteed to our children and opportunities 
afforded to them to embark upon honest and useful lives: it is 
there, I say, that we first perceive the real grandeur of the Na- 
tional Union that has given birth to these great privileges; it is 
then that we see and feel the real significance of allegiance to the 
central government; it is then that we can truly say that through 
loyalty to our States we have been led into a better quality of pa- 
triotism to our common country. It is only when each is faith- 
ful to those whom he represents that the best results are obtained 
in representative government. In championing the interests of 
my people at home I do not fear that I shall weaken my fidelity 
to the nation. 

Mr.PAYNE. Mr.Chairman,I yield fifteen minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. GARDNER]. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, in the Fifty- 
seventh Congress the delegation from Michigan stood unani- 
mously and earnestly against any reduction upon the duties upon 
sugar coming from Cuba, and we were entirely sincere in our op- 
position to the measure then pending. Itis not a secret, but if it 
1s to any of you, if you will look into the vote upon the roll call 
bringing this measure before the House as it is at this time, you 
will find that the Michigan delegation was divided, and that the 
majority of the delegation is in favor of the bill now pending be- 
fore the House. I am one of those, to use the language of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dr ARMOND], whois ‘“‘ back on the 
reservation,’’ and I think I have brought my conscience with me, 
notwithstanding the gentleman seems to think that all of us who 
changed our attitude are conscienceless or have left the conscience 
somewhere else. 

In the first place, I do not like any man of any party or creed 
to impugn my motives; to say, as the gentleman plainly did say 
by imputation, that for the hope of the committee assignment or 
for fear that we might not be assigned, perchance, as we other- 
wise would, we had changed our minds upon this question. I 
know that I can speak for myself, and I believe I can speak for 
every member of the Michigan delegation who has changed his 
mind, that the gentleman from Missouri does us a great injus- 
tice; he does the Speaker a wrong when he intimates that he 
would hold that lash over us and virtually force us to vote against 
what we believe to be right in the present contest. He does in- 
justice to the honorable intentions of men on this side and of that 
side of the House alike. 

Now, why have we changed? I speak for myself; the other gen- 
While we were in this 
arena in the last Congress, wrestling with this question in sin- 
cerity and in all good faith and to the best of our ability, men 
were sitting in the galleries applauding the sentiments of the ad- 
vocates of nonreduction upon beet-sugar revenue taxes, and at 
the same time, as we learned afterwards, they were making 
terms with the beet-sugar trust themselves. Sold out. Like 
Jacob of old, some unseen power had touched them in the hollow 
of the thigh. [Laughter.] Unlike Jacob they did not wrestle 
until they gained the victory, but, like him, they have been limping 
eversince. Thatisnotan argument, but simplyja statement of fact. 

Now for an argument. One of the last men I saw before I left 


| the district I have the honor to represent was the president of the 
similar industries here, whether in such a case Cuba would have | 


only beet-sugar plant within the bounds of my district, and one, 
too, which has not sold out tothe trust. Italked this matterover 
with him. He said squarely and without equivocation, ‘‘ Vote 
for the bill: we can do without it. We would rather have the 20 
per cent reduction and have the question settled for five years 
than to have this agitation going on as it willif it is not set- 
tled.’”? That was the statement of a gentleman who was here in 
this Capitol, a most honorable man, using his influence with the 
Michigan delegation against the measure in the Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress, who is now advocating the 20 per cent reduction, asking 
his Representative to vote for it, and that had a great influence 
in changing my mind upon this subject. 

Another reason why I have changed my mindisthis. The most 
noted opponent of the bill pending in the last Congress, aman who 
was much quoted and often referred to on both sides of this House, 
was Mr. Oxnard, of California, the president of the American 
Beet Sugar Association. Mr. Oxnard, personally and officially, 
was against the measure proposed in the last Congress. I ask, 
Mr. Chairman, that the Clerk be allowed to read the resolutions 
of the American Beet Sugar Association, of which Mr. Oxnard is 
president. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas a reciprocity treaty between the United States of America and 
the Republic of Cuba has been laid before the Senate of the United States by 
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the pventianh, who believes that the public interests require its prompt rati- 
fication: anc 

Whereas this association believes that the proposed reduction of 20 per 
cent will be limited in good faith fora period of five years to that amount, 
and will insure to the manufacturers of beet sugar in the United States a 
five-year period of relief from the harmful agitation of the subject which is 
now harassing theindustry and making its prosperity and healthful growth 
an impossibility; and 

Whereas the public welfare of the United States as a nation has become 
involved in the consideration of the proposed treaty, and while this asso- 
ciation remains of the opinion that a disturbance of the tariff relations 
between Cuba and the United States is from any standpoint unwarranted 
and unwise, it is not willing to permit the commercial interests of its mem- 
bers to stand in the way of adoption of a public policy which has the approval 
of the Administration and leading Members of Congress of both political 
parties: 


Resolved, That the American Beet Sugar Association has determined to 


withdraw its opposition to the ratification of the said treaty, but that it re- 
spectfully recommends to the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations that 
the eighth article of the treaty be amended so as to express in precise lan- 
guage what is intended to be secured by the treaty to the beet-sugar manu- 
facturers of the United States, namely, that during the period of five years 
covered by said treaty no sugar exported from the Republic of Cuba shall 
be admitted into the United States at a reduction of duty greater than 20 


er cent of the rates of duty thereon as provided by the tariff act of the | 


Inited States approved July 24, 1897. 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Now, Mr. Chairman, I read from 
article 8 of the treaty as amended: 
Provided, That while this convention is in force no sugar imported from 


the —— of Cuba, and being the product of the soil or industry of the | 


Republic of Cuba, shall be admitted into the United States at a reduction of 
duty greater than 20 per cent of the rate of duty thereon as provided by the 
tariff act of the United States approved July 24, 1897; and no sugar the prod- 
uct of any other foreign country shall be admitted by treaty or convention 
into the United States while this convention is in force at a lower rate of 
duty than that provided by the tariff act of the United States approved July 
24, 1897. 


That, gentlemen, is the amendment asked to be placed in the | 


treaty by the American Beet Sugar Association, and with that in 
it they were content. 


That association represents officially the beet-sugar growing | 
interests of the United States, and as such speaks for that great | 


industry. They ask that this treaty be ratified in their interest; 
that it is for the benefit of the beet-sugar industry that this treaty 
should be ratified. Either these gentlemen know or do not know 
what is for their welfare. 


ness, that they know better than I what will injure and what will 
benefit them. Five years of undisturbed conditions is what they 
ask. Five years wherein they are permitted to go ahead and de- 


velop the industry. Iam not insensible to the splendid argument | 


made by my colleague from Michigan [Mr. ForpNEy]. In my 
judgment it was one of the best that has been made on this floor 
on either side of this question in the last or the present Congress; 


two, I would prefer theirs to his. 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. 

Mr. FORDNEY. 
just been read by the Clerk was ed under the influence of 
Mr. Oxnard after he had sold the factories to the sugar trust. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. 
tion; but the resolution stands unimpeached at this hour, so far 
as I know, by the association. If Mr. Oxnard sold out, he simply 


Certainly. 


money in the industry. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I want tosuggest to the gentleman | 


that the bill of sale did not carry with it the interests of 35,000 
farmers in Michigan in this industry. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It did not carry it except in tis 
way: If the president of the industry in my district is right, if 
the American Beet Sugar Association in their resolutions are right, 
then the industry will be benefited. and the farmer shares with 
them in that benefit; if it injures them, the farmer suffers; if it 


does not injure them, as they claim it does not, the farmer does | 


not suffer. It is a matter of opinion. 


On this question, Mr. Chairman, I would rather now take a) 


small, sugar-coated, homeopathic, free-trade, 20 per cent differen- 


tial tariff reduction in favor of Cuba and hold the whole world else | 
at bay than to be forced—as our good friend the gentleman from | 
Missouri [Mr. CLARK] stated yesterday under changed conditions | 


we might—to swallow an allopathic, Democratic, unlimited dose 


of free trade, as he says they will give it to us when they get the | 


power. [Laughter.] 

I want to say, further, that I am a Republican. 
the eve of a Presidential election. The policy of this bill is the 
policy of Theodore Roosevelt as President of the United States 
and the policy of his Cabinet, the policy of the majority of the 


United States Senators, the policy of a large majority of the Mem- | 


bers of this House, and, may I say, strange as it may seem, with 
the approval of nearly the unanimous voice, as they promise, of 
the Democrats. The men who stand against it stand against the 
judgment of both sides of this House, at the other end of the 
Chamber, and of the Chief Magistrate of the nation. I believe 
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| vote against this bill. 


| accuse me of being a protectionist. 


For one, I am willing to concede, in | 
the light of the judgment of intelligent men who are in the busi- | 


Iam informed that the resolution that has | 


| you give it half a chance. 
followed in the wake of a lot of Michigan men who put their | 
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on the eve of a Presidential election we should line up unitedly 
for the great doctrine of protection, which is being assaulted again 
and again on that side of the Chamber. We should yield this to 
the revered memory of him whose life and deeds are cherished by 
all Americans—William McKinley. Yield it out of respect for 
his honorable successor, who stands to-day as President sscond to 
no man in our history in the hearts and confidence of the Ameri- 
can people. [Applause on the Republican side.] Yield it because 
I would rather yield than to go divided into the next campaign 
and lose possibly much more than we could gain by factious 
opposition. 

I will go back to my district without fear of being unjustly or 
unfavorably criticised. I will face the people of my State upon 
this question believing as I do that under the changed conditions 
outlined we had a right to change our judgment and advocate 
the policy of the President, of the majority of this House, and as 
I think the majority of the American people, North, South, East, 
and West. [Applause. } 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman, I confess that with great reluc- 
tance under all the circumstances which exist I shall speak and 
The action of the Democratic majority in 
declaring it the ‘‘ sense of the caucus that Democrats should vote 
for this bill,’’ though unamended, has great persuasive force with 
me, and I would that I could see how I could follow it in justice 
to my conscience, my oath of office, and my pledges to my people 
and my Democratic convictions. I believe in binding party 
caucuses which bind upon all questions save those which affect 


the oath of office or the pledges to our constituents. 


I am painfully aware of the fact that my action will submit me 
to misapprehension, probably to misrepresentation, and possibly to 
party malice. Very well. I shall at least have the satisfaction 
of knowing that I pursued a manly course and stood here for what 
I believed in my heart was right. Nor do I intend on account 
of my vote and my position that any man shall hereafter justly 
The sugar interest in my dis- 
trict isa smallone. I hope firmly that in the near future, under 
favorable conditions, cotton production may be decreased and the 
interests of agriculture promoted, and that the vast river bottoms 
now afilicted with the cotton-boll weevil in my district and oth- 


| ers adjoining can be put in cane cultivation profitably; but the 
| present cane crop there is practically of little value and not to be 


compared with either the cattle interests or the rice interests or 
the cotton interests, all of which are in my district. 

It is contended by the friends of this legislation that it is in the 
interests of the rice men and the cattlemen and the cotton men, 


| and this treaty throws out a sop to these people by making 40 
but I put over against his judgment the judgment of the Beet | 
Sugar Association of the United States and say, as between the | 


per cent preferential tariff in the Cuban market for those prod- 
ucts. If I believed there were anything in it, while it would be 


| @ powerful appeal, still holding the views I do, I should vote 
Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 


against this bill as the only consistent course, so that I may be 
just to all interests, not only in my district, but in the whole coun- 
try. There is nothing in it for the cattleman for the simple reason 
that Commercial Cuba in 1903, issued by the chief of the Bu- 


| reau of Statistics of the Department of Commerce and Labor. 
Well, I have no such informa- | 


discloses the fact that the real contention is that Cuba can and 
will become a competitive cattle-raising country with Texas if 
The fact is, as shown by the Cuban 
secretary of agriculture in his report of April, 1902, that four- 
ninths of the lands in Cuba are fine breeding grounds for cattle, 
and he says, after reciting the methods, ‘‘ that in this manner the 


| requirements of home consumption would be provided for and 


sufficient animals to export to the neighboring republics.’’ See 
pages 418, 419 of Commercial Cuba in 1903. There are now 
2,585,309 cattle in Cuba. 

Upon the rice, proposition I wrote a letter to the chief of the 
Bureau issuing Commercial Cuba in 1903 to give me a statement 
of the rice production and consumption in the United States for 
the year ending August 31, 1903, so that I will know how it will 
affect that interest in my district and in Louisiana, and in Texas, 
and in the Carolinas. Here is his letter and table: 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 
Washington, November 12, 1908. 
Hon. G. F. BurGEss, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Str: In compliance with your request, contained in your letter of recent 
date, I take pleasure in forwarding to you herewith a table showing the pro- 
duction by States and the consumption of rice in the United States during the 
crop = — August 31, 1908. 

spectfully, yours, J.N. WHITNEY. 
Acting Chief of Bureau, 


Table showing the production and consumption of rice in the United States 
during the crop year ending August 31, 1908. 
Production (as estimated by Don Talmage’s Sons’ Company): 
North Carolina -...... Yabwht icdedbeumpusege ayes deuvedeabent aWbbente 
South Carolina 
Georgia 
Louisiana and Texas 


Pounds. 

1, 120, 000 
28,512,000 
9, 760,090 
280, 000, 000 


SN ate «ii ecnne Spence emeralds Gitinaibeaanee 819, 302, 000 








Imports during the year ending August 31, 1903: 








General imports. ..... -.-.-- ~---2< -+---e n--ron were n eee ene ert ee eeee 177, 578, 622 
Shipments from Hawaii to the United States. -.-.......-..-.... 234, 280 
Total product and imports. -...-----------------------------+--- 497,199, 902 
Exports during the year ending August 31, 1903: 
omestic exports. ...... -------------+ <2 sees eon ene eee ee eee eee 19, 430, 292 
Foreign exports ----..- wn wane een en eene ceee ener nent tee nee e nee eeee 9: 54, 206 
Shipments to Porto Rico-...-------------+---------++--+---++---- 56, 313, 484 
Shipments to Hawaii--.--.-.---------------------------+----+--+-++ 2, 597, 586 
Total exports and shipments -......-..-.--.------------------- 78, 295, 56 
Available for home consumption (497,199,902—78,295,568) ...........- 418, 904, 334 


Under the existing law there is a tariff of 2 cents a pound on 
cleaned rice. This table and this letter disclose that notwith- 
standing the marvelous increase in the growth of the rice pro- 
duction in Texas and in Louisiana, yet we do not produce three- 
fourths of the American rice consumption athome. With a tariff 
of 2 cents a pound on cleaned rice, the rice raiser in Texas and in 
Louisiana or in any part of the United States can not be benefited 
by this sop that is included in this treaty. 

How about the cotton raisers? We exported last year $10,000,000 
less manufactured cotton goods than we imported, this difference 
being worth three times the total of Cuban trade in manufactured 
cotton goods, so that there is nothing in that for the cotton 
planter, whose future is in the Orient with the open-door policy. 
So much for the special interests that I am asked to consider in 
connection with this bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman mean to 
say that we are not to send any cotton goods into the island of 
Cuba and that the character of cotton goods manufactured in the 
South are not being sent there and would not continue to be sent 
there in larger volume? 

Mr. BURGESS. I say that the facts show that more than 
$330,000 worth were sold under existing conditions in Cuba, not 
including clothing, of which we sell them the most of any country, 
and there is no reason but a protective selfish one on the part of 
the cotton raisers to urge this bill in their interest. That is what 
Isay. Iam equally for the cotton raiser, the rice raiser, and the 
cattle raiser, and I plant myself on the old Democratic grounds of 
equality in taxation and insist that the rate of revenue shall be 
levied equally upon all these articles, so that the burdens and 
benefits of the system may be as equal as possible. Do you sub- 
scribe to that? 

Suppose a treaty proposed with Japan and Honduras reducing 
the tariff on rice in consideration of a differential preferential 
tariff in our favor; suppose a treaty with Mexico and Brazil 
reducing the tariff on cattle and hides in consideration of a differ- 
ential and preferential tariff in our favor. 

If I support this bill, how can I oppose those? If one favors this 
trading off of tariff rates on the raw materials of sugar and tobacco, 
how can he oppose the policy when applied to other raw mate- 
rials? If these products of sugar and tobacco were raised in New 
England States, who is silly enough to think this bill would ever 
have been born? Echo answers, who? The incidents attending 
the birth of this child should disgrace its daddies on that side of 
the House and make ashamed its step-daddies on this side. 

How did it originate? I want to read to you from an article 
published in the American Economist of June 20, 1902. The 
Economist has authority from the great Thomas B. Reed to state 
the fact that he wrote it himself. Here is the language of a Re- 
publican ex-Speaker, in my judgment the greatest.man, second 
only to Abraham Lincoln, that the Republican party ever pro- 
duced. He says: 


* * * When Mr. Thurber owned up to his ‘80,000 of leaders of public 
opinion” and told who paid for stirring them up; when he disclosed his prin- 
cipals, and we found them to be a combination of the sugar trust and the 
governor of Cuba, who tried to manipulate the United States with trust 
money, a clear light was thrown over the scene. Instead of a popular upris- 
ing, the —— of this country had been manipulated by skillful artists and 
were turned over to believe what was entirely false. Just turn back and 
read those simultaneous telegrams from the mayors of cities, published _ two 
or three months ago. Unless something was at once done starving Cuba 
would fall a prey to the rapacity of American farmers. 


Since that time, according to the statements of the gentleman 
who preceded me, the beet-sugar trust has got into the combina- 
tion and called off its valiant warriors and got them back on the 
reservation with the rest of the trusts and those who are support- 
ing this measure. 


We wonder now how many of these appeals were written by General 
Wood. We know he paid to circulate them. Who wrote them he can per- 
haps tell us if he chooses. Whether he can or not, we have not done what 
og cemanded, and nothing has followed. 

hose of us who suspected this popular uprising have demanded three 
things. Was an ae ever made importing moral obligation? If so, 
what was it? Who ad a right to make such a promise? If we can not find 
what it was nor who made it, and if we know, as we do, that nobody had a 
right to-make it, who are these Recple who are using hard language, and 
who, having been ex , are still holding up a high head? They are men 
who are disguising their self-interest under declarations of philanthropy. 

While the President can not control Congress, and, above all, has not the 
fight to control it, it is unfortunate for the country that he has seen fit to 
interfere, even with so weak and unsatisfactory an argument. It isa pity 
that when he found out his mistake he persisted. But we must take things 
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as we find them. In due time the President will cease to be influenced by 
the men who have, as he will soon see, so strangely misled him. It is to be 
hoped that his education will not cost the country too much. 

That simply means, stripped of all verbiage and the bare facts 
being stated, that $20,000 was appropriated from the Cuban funds 
upon vouchers issued by Leonard Wood and indorsed by the War 
Department of this Administration, those vouchers reciting on 
their faces that they were for the purpose of influencing ‘‘ leaders 
of thought ’”’ inthe United Statesin favor of this bill. Great God! 
Has it come to a pass where your own officers have to take the 
taxes from their subjects to influence their employer, the Repub- 
lican party, to discharge its moral obligation? I knew the Repub- 
lican conscience was getting seared, but I did not know that it 


| was that tough yet. 


Of course those who adopt this child, thus suspiciously born of 
fraud and political theft, disgraceful to the annals of American 
statesmanship, are not in a position to investigate into the inci- 
dent attending the birth of the child they adopt, and hence bril- 
liant gentlemen who indorse this bill, abler than I, and Demo- 
crats,do not talk about this, which ought to wipe this Republican 
Administration out of power, because it is absolutely defenseless 
and wrong. If General Wood, in command down there, control- 
ling and governing the Cubans, had any recommendations to 
make, the only legitimate statesmanship possible was to recom- 
mend to the Secretary of War what he desired and thought onght 
to be done; for the Secretary of War to recommend that to the 
President, and for the President of the United States to lay the 
matter before the Congress of the United States, and proceed de- 
cently and in order to discharge a moral obligation claimed to 
exist toward Cuba. But to pursue a dirty and surreptitious 
method, the facts about which had to be dragged out of Thurber’s 
throat in the Senate committee, is disgraceful and ruinous to any 
administration under the sun. No wonder that post-office thiev- 
ery obtains in the land, when such acts as that can be notori- 
ously done in open sunlight and the chief actor be boosted into 
higher office. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BarTLett] at the first ses- 
sion of the last Congress introduced a resolution calling for the 
facts in this matter from the Secretary of War, which was passed— 
after the Senate hearing, in which Senator TELLER had puiled the 
facts out of Mr. Thurber, they could no longer be suppressed— 
and here is Brigadier-General Wood’s statement through the 


Secretary of War: 
WASHINGTON, D.C., July 1, 1902. 
Srr: Ihave the honor to transmit herewith a statement of the expenses 
incurred in the cause of reciprocity between Cuba and the United States. 
The disbursements made were made by me as military governor of the is- 
land of Cuba, and were made for the purpose of presenting to the people of 
the United States, without reference to party or section, the desires of the 
people of Cuba as to the trade relations which should exist between that 
country and ourown. The action taken was approved by the industrialand 
commercial classes of Cuba. It received the unqualified approval of the 
secretaries of the insular government, and was an expenditure of Cuban 
funds for the purpose of promoting Cuban interests. 
The expense accounts are herewith inclosed: 
1. Expenses of the special commission of Cuban planters sent by me, 
as military governor of Cuba, with letters of introduction to 
the honorable the Secretary of War of the United States, with 
the intimation that they desired to appear before the commit- 
tees of Congress to be heard upon the subject of trade relations 


between Cuba and the United States...._................- ...-. $1,399.00 
2. Salary of F. B. Thurber, together with certain expenses for travel 

I re oak Fas Vocus sence sseccdud actos . 740. 00 
3. Expenses incident to the purchase and circulation of certain 

marked copies of various United States periodicals _-_...- ._. * 340. 98 
4. The circulation of 10,000 copies of a pamphlet entitled “ Industrial 

hintaan hin cind ba tbadtiudcadesescoceeses ‘ 222. 5D 
5. The cost of circulating 320,000 circulars,in four issues of 80,000 


each, $11,520, to which there is to be added $27.76, travel expenses 
of Lieut. E. Carpenter, acting commissary, United States Army, 
incurred in connection with the payment to United States 
Export Association of $2,880 (see voucher No.1 to abstract here- 
cdc ech agmabacninracnha coccee AIT 
6. The expenses incident to the circulation of 443 copies of the Out- 
look Magazine containing an editorial article on reciprocity --- 26.58 
. The expenses incident to the circulation of 18,000 copies of the 
Sunday editions of the Habana Post, containing editorial writ- 


11, 547. 76 


se icadnendshensene we on sew oat stanton 750.00 

8. To the Habana Post, for printing and circulating certain pam- 
phiets on reciprocity -......-.....-.. ii ila AO de dative tnciintasinéne 600.00 
a La ee anianbenacedgecces 15, 626. 82 


The foregoing is to the best of my knowledge the total amount of the dis- 
bursements for the cause of reciprocity called for in the resolution of Con- 
gress of June 23, 1902. . 

Very respectfully, LEONARD Woop, 
Brigadier-General, United States Army. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR, 
Washington, D. C. 

(Through the Adjutant-General of the Army.) 

Further on in this remarkable confession of misappropriation 
of a trust fund is a copy of one of these vouchers, showing what 
was done with this money. ' Here it is: 

No. 165. 
New YORK, April 2, 1902 
The United States military government of the island of Cuba to United States 
“cxport Association, Dr. 

For sending a third edition of 80,000 circular letters and accompanying 

publications to leaders of thought throughout the United States, advocating 


sl Fea te sy 


awatine 


wee 


CONGRESSIONAL 


with a reciprocal reduction 


a reduction in the duties upon Cuban produc 
into Cuba, $2,880, 


in the duties upon American products impor 
Received payment. 
UNITED STATES ExPoRT ASSOCIATION, 
F. B. THURBER, President. 
A true copy. 
FRANK R. McCoy, 
First Lieutenant, Tenth United States Cavalry, Aid-de-Camp. 


The military government of Cuba to United States Export Association, located 
at 90 West Broadway, New York, Dr. 

Date of | 

services. | 


Appropriation (gen- 


Items. eral and subhead). 


Amount. 





1902. 

Apr. 12 | Toservices, as per bill attached, in 
support of the oteine of the 
inhabitants of the island of Cuba 
for reciprocal tariff relations 
with the United States. 


Agstewtans. in- 

ustry, and com- 
merce, central of- 
fice, l year 
902. 


$2, 880 


This voucher 


pe by check No. 408158, dated April 11, 1902, for $2,880, on 
Banco Nacional 


e Cuba, drawn to order of United States Export Association. 
B. F. Davis, Treasury Disbursing Clerk. 

All this, and more, can be found in House Document No. 679, 
first session Fifty-seventh Congress. What would Washington 
have done to Wood? 

But this bill purports to be a bill to carry into effect a treaty 
between the United States and the Republic of Cuba. What! ‘Is 
this House to surrender its prerogatives, privileges, powers, and 
duties under the Constitution of the United States, with reference 
to raising revenue, to the dictates of a President and a Senate and 
bow down meekly to the iron heel that is already on the necks of 


the representatives of the people to ratify a treaty already rati- | 


fied by the Senate in defiance of the Constitution of the United 
States? Can a man do that and claim still to be a Democrat? 

The Constitution provides that all bills affecting the revenue 
shall originate, shall begin, in the House; yet this bill on its face 
purports to ‘carry into effect’’ a convention negotiated by the 
President and ratified by the Senate. Nothing but an artistic le- 
gal dodge can evade the plain proposition that if we vote for this 
bill we yield our exclusive rights to the Senate and the President, 
and they can go on negotiating treaties, drumming up public sen- 
timent, and rush them through the House by the action of Com- 
mittees on Rules, without amendment and without debate, and 
destroy the constitutional functions of this House. 
to support the Constitution! % ; 

But this legislation was condemned by two Democratic national 
platforms specifically, as I shall demonstrate; by every State plat- 
form, Populist and Democratic, in the State of Texas in six years, 
and by two Congressional Democratic platforms in Texas, upon 
one of which I ran and the other Jonn GARNer ran. The plat- 
form upon which I ran contained the following provisions: 

(2) We are opposed to trusts and monopolies which restrict competition, 
increase prices, Sepress wages, and rob the consumersof the country. We 
favor a tariff for revenue only, sufficient to meet the needs of Government, 
honestly and economically administered, and so levied as not to discriminate 
against sections, but to equalize the burdens of taxation. : 

(3) We denounce both the doctrine of free raw materials and Republican 
reciprocity as tending to free trade South and West and a protected North 
and East, making unequal the burdens of taxation and increasing the wealth 
of the last two sections and decreasing the wealth of the first two. ‘ 

(4) We assert that the trustsand Republican reciprocity are twin children 
of excessive protection to the manufacturing industries. The one enables 
tiem to rob the home markets, and the other provides for them increased 


foreign markets at the expense of the farmer, fruit raiser, and stockman, 
while the robbery of the home market continues. 


Here is the platform of 1892, upon which one of the greatest 
Democrats ever produced was overwhelmingly elected President 
of the United States—Grover Gleveland. 

We denounce the sham reciprocity which juggles with the people's desire 
for enlarged foreign markets and freer exc. es by pretending to establish 
closer trade relations for a country whose articles of export are almost exclu- 
sively agricultural products with other countries that are also agricultural. 

Will any living man deny that Cuban exports are practically 
all agricultural? Will any living man deny that the exports of 
the United States are almost wholly agricultural? Then the lan- 
guage is too plain for dispute, and that platform says that that 
reciprocity is a ‘‘sham,”’ a snare, a fraud that proposes to estab- 
lish closer trade relations between two such countries as Cuba and 
the United States. Can a Democrat answer this? Let us hear 
him try. 

fark to the platform of 1896, upon which was nominated the 
greatest living orator in the world’s history, a man whose heart 
beats closer in touch with the great common people than that of 
any man since the days of Thomas Jefferson— William Jennings 
Bryan. Let us see what that platform says: 


We hold that the tariff duties should be levied for me meme 

such duties to be so adjusted h 
a iminate between class or section, and that taxation should 
be limited by the needs of the Government honestly and economically 
administered. 


That states our fundamental principle upon tariff to-day, and 


of revenne, 
as to operate equally throughout the country 


I am sworn | 
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is in accord with the platform of the Ninth Congressional district 
of Texas, upon which I ran, and the Fifteenth district, in which 
GARNER was elected, 

No man living, if I know my heart, more earnestly desires to 
see a united Democracy that shall sweep over Republican opposi- 
tion and revise the iniquities of the so-called Dingley bill than 
myself, but that can never be done by bills that provide for the 
special class interests of one section as against the other. We 
must go back to that great ground of Robert J. Walker when he 
announced the principle that divided all articles imported into 
these three classes—necessities, comfo~ts, and luxuries—levying 
the lowest possible revenue on necessities, higher upon the com- 
forts, and the highest upon the luxuries, the same rate on the 
same class, but on all classes to raise only enough revenue to run 
an honest and economical government. 

You can never adopt that proposition if you commit yourself to 
reciprocity treaties which trade off agricultural schedules to secure 
foreign markets for northern and eastern protected industries, 
I am against this bill for that reason, if there were no others. It 
is a long step in the direction of a free trade South and West, 
while protection remains in the interest of the manufacturers of 
this country. Why is it, think you, that the beet-sugar trust has 
gone into the maw of the lion, the American sugar trust, and 
all the rest of the trusts are backing up this legislation? 

Why, the mask can be torn away very easily. It grows out of the 
| trade selfishness in the East, which says, *‘ Here is a shrewd trade 
| invention by which the Cuban will throw up a tariff wall in his 
country of 20 or 40 per cent against all other nations, and let the 
protected industries, our monopolies under tariff produced here, 
into their markets against all other countries.’”” Now, I deny that 
we are under any moral obligation to do anything for Cuba ex- 
| cept to refund to them $20,000 that General Wood filched from 
| their treasury; yet we are under moral obligation to Cuba to do 
| the square, honest, manly, just thing by her and her people, as 
| yet ignorant in the great problem of self-government. 
| But, gentlemen, we shall inflict the crime of the century upon 
| them if we undertake this legislation and coerce them to throw 
| up a tariff wall, barring off France, England, Germany, and 
| Spain, so that the American manufacturer can go in there and 
|enrich himself in the Cuban market by reason of a differential 
| tariff. There is no doubt that that is the true inwardness of this 
| whole miserable policy of Cuban reciprocity. It is a trade policy 
prompted by the greed of commercialism, which cares nothing for 
Democratic or Republican principles, constitutional rights, or con- 
sistency. The only question that it considers is, Will it pay? 
| This proposition carried into law will involve a trade robbery 
| of Cubans for the benefit of the protected manufacturers here, 
| Now, let me state a proposition to an honest Democrat, who is 
| willing to face it. Do you oppose protection here? ‘‘ Oh, yes.” 
| But you are willing to vote it onto the Cubans so that the fellow 
| that is protected here will be benefited there. Now, come right 

up square to the lick log like an honest man and face the ques- 
| tion. Doesit not do that? Howcan you benefit the manufacturer 
that wants the Cuban market except by adopting the Republican 
| theory of trade restrictions, compel a preferential tariff to be 
| enacted by the Cubans, barring off competition, increasing the 

price there so that the manufacturers in America can reap the 
| benefit. A Democrat! Shades of Thomas Jefferson! Can a 
| Democrat wee that policy? Voting to force protection on 
| another people to benefit the existing protectionists here, and 
| then claiming that it is a great inroad on the protective theory! 
| It may be, but, mark my words, if it is adhered to you will never 
| have a Democrat victory because of it while we live. 

Now, [admit that no man ought to vote against this measure 
simply because it will help the Republican party. Far from that. 

| He is to vote for the benefit of this country and in accordance 
| with its principles, and if he is an honest man he will. But this 
is not only a trust measure with reference to the Cuban; it is a 
trust measure with reference to us. It is a trust measure both 
| ways. WhydolIsaythat? Not only grab the Cuban market and 
| force up a protective wall there for the protected industries here, 
| but you get a reduction of the Cuban tariff on raw sugar for the 
benefit of the sugar trust, and no man on either side, whatever 
his politics, has dared to assert that that is not so. 
re contention of these Democrats, in which I thoroughly agree, 
is that a differential amendment ought to have been put on this 
bill, so that the price of this reduction might not have been stopped 
| in the till of the American sugar trust, but should go on into the 
pockets of the American consumer. Now, if we are right in that 
| position, if we are not playing politics and trying to do some- 
thing without knowing how, if we are in earnest and believe that 
unless the tariff amendment was 
get the advantage of it, how can an 
bill unamended? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, 

interruption? 


ut on the sugar trust will 
onest Democrat vote for the 


Will the gentleman allow me an 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. BURGESS. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me; 
my time is limited and I want to get in all that I can. However, 
I will yield to the gentleman—he is always so kind to others. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I hope the gentleman will have 
some confidence that the Senate will put on that amendment. 

Mr. BURGESS. Oh, Mr. Chairman, if I put my confidence in 
the fact that the differential amendment is to be put on in the 
Senate, for God’s sake have me arrested and tried for lunacy! 
[Laughter.] In the light of the record made by the Republican 
crowd over at the other end of the Capitol at the last session of 
Congress I would be a consummate fool to suppose that they 
would attempt to amend a bill with that sort of an amendment 
when they would not vote for a bill over there that had it in. 

No, sir; we have got to face the country upon the square propo- 
sition presented in this bill, which is a robbery of the American 
sugar consumer in the interest of the sugar trust. The proposi- 
tion now is that when that amendment has been defeated we 
should vote for the robbery. I will not do it. I will not have 
that record, to a dead moral certainty. I will say I voted against 
the robbery. It was a robbery; it was a trust measure; we could 
not amend it and I would not support it, and if you can explain 
as well asI can, all right. There is no objection. This is an at- 
tack on nobody. Itis a defense of my position, and while I feel 
lonesome I would rather be right and in the minority always than 
té be truckling and surrendering my convictions and my con- 
science and my liberty and independence for any sort of office on 
earth and never to know whether I was right or not. 

But I must hurry. This bill is not only an outrage, as I see it, 
to every Democratic fundamental principle with reference to our 
internal taxation policy, but it is a greater outrage, if possible, 
upon a great Democratic foreign policy. What isthe Democratic 
foreign policy? What is the policy of the Democratic party, time- 
honored from the days of Washington and Jefferson, with refer- 
ence to foreign nations? Treat all alike! The only great = 
that ever existed in this country that could raise a flag with one 
a that covered fundamentally all its doctrines, foreign 
and domestic, is the Democratic party, and the inscription is, 
** Equal rights to all and special privileges to none,’’ whether at 
home or across the sea, whether in Cuba or in Texas, whether in 
England or in Spain, whether upon taxation, commerce, coinage, 
or what not—equal rights to all and special privileges to none is 
the soul of the Democratic system; and if you enter into this 
dangerous, rock-strewn, shoal-marked pathway of reciprocity 
treaties, provoking retaliatory duties, provoking jealousies and 
enmities among the nations of the earth, you may look for acom- 
mercial war, and what are the fruits of our war with Spain will 
be torn from us, and we will be hnmiliated among the nations 
and our commerce destroyed. 

I said in a speech that I made here in the Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress, dealing with this question, what I think I can not do bet- 
ter than say now, and for that reason I will read it: 


Iam proud asan American that we are capturing the markets everywhere, 
that American invention, American labor, American skill, and American en- 
terprise, the “get up and get,” that pw of “get there” that Sam Jones 
talks about, is making us the greatest nation in the world. Let me tell you 
that it is provoking the enmity of ali the other nations. Sullenly and 


silently there is coming a feeling in Europe that the commercial supremacy 
of America must be checked their markets rescued from this horde that 
have invaded them. 


Iam in favor of no policy that will give them just cause for resentment 
mst America and throw us into a commercial war, as nearly all the wars 
of our country have been. I re this as the immediate threatening dan- 
ger to America, and that this policy will ultimately lead the European pow- 
ers to enter into a combination to check our commercial power. Why do I 
say that? Isay that you have not read the history of the world right if you 
do not the fact that most wars we have had have had commercial- 
ism behind them, 

Now, let us see how this foreign works. We have 
had membersof the Republican and th one glad acclaim 
hailing the wisdom and statesmanlike t an 
ee of the open-door 2 in the Orient. It isa very goad policy in 
China, y is it not equally fair when applied to Cuba? 

we are inating against their trade in a country foreign to ours 
as well as theirs? 

Can they not justly say, ‘‘ You miserable traders in revenue, you talk about 
what you have done for Cuba, you prate about your patriotism. You took 
by war the of ocean Spain and pret that you did it in the 
interest of freedom. You have hedged that about with Platt amendments; 
you have coerced them into tariff discrimination against all of us to their in- 


xr of reciprocit 
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jury and to your benefit, and yet you ask us to join with you in maintaining | 
en 


an open-door policy of trade in the great markets of the \ 

“Why should we not join in coercing the countries of the Orient into clos- 
ing this open r against American manufacturers and leave it open only to 
us? Why should we not retaliate on account of your miserable Cuban policy? 
If you do this with one independent American republic, what assurance have 
we that you will not at the first unity take similar action with the 
other South American republics under the wing of the Monroe doctrine? 
Why should we not unite in barring American products wherever possible 
in =z of world’s markets? If you call on this ercial war, why 
should we not fight for our trade?” 


My able colleague, Hon. 8S. B. Coopgr, in his minority report 
o_o ~— bill, —_— says, and I close with his words: 

. ugurates policy of reei , which, ad ted 

by the Republican party, is as cieneenele aa a tariff for protection, and 


sed by Cleveland and | 


1 not Europe | 





which has been aptly called “the handmaiden of protection.” The Demo- 
cratic view has always been that tariffs should be laid fairly and equitably 
to raise revenue for the support of the Government. Itis as much a perver- 
sion of the taxing power to use it as a means to dicker and barter with other 
© es as it is to use it ye | favored industries against foreign com- 
petition. Tariffs should be framed for revenue and should be applied to all 
nations alike, enabling them to trade with us upon terms of equality. Instead 
of “peace, amity, and commerce with all nations, entangling alliances with 
none,” we will enter upon a policy provocative of jealousies, dissensions, re- 
prizals, and retaliation by foreign powers toward this country, and in the 
vortex tariff reform and tariff for revenue will be lost sight of, to be sup- 
planted by unscientific, unfair, and unequal tariff schedules. Reciprocity 
trade relations will necessarily result in a struggle here upon the part of 
powerful industries to obtain trade concessions abroad at the expense of 
other industries which are less powerful at court, and in such a contest the 
werful interests will be supreme and the weaker “go to the wall.” As 
ersely stated by a distinguished Member of Congress, “Free trade for the 
farmer, protection for the trusts.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I omitted to ask unani- 

mous consent to extend my remarks at the conclusion of my 
th. I now ask unanimous consent to elaborate my remarks 
ong the lines upon which I spoke. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
amend the request of the gentleman from Ohio by asking unani- 
mous consent that all gentlemen who have spoken or shall speak 
on this measure be allowed to extend their remarks in the Recorp. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose that would have to be done in the 
House, 

The CHAIRMAN. That request is not one that is ordinarily 
granted in the Committee of the Whole, but in the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Very well; I will withdraw it 
and make it in the House. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is recog 
nized for twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I understand 
that a great majority of both parties favor this bill and I have 
no doubt that it will pass by practically a unanimous vote, and 
one of the earliest lessons I learned at the law was not to arguea 
case when you found that the court or the jury was on your side. 
Indeed, they have a tradition at the bar of my county, although 
very possibly the same story is told at the bar of every other 
county in the United States, of a lawyer who had not learned that 
fundamental rule, and when he rose to address the supreme court 
in response to a lawyer on the other side it was suggested to him 
by the chief justice, ‘‘ Mr. Jones, the court is with you.’’ But 
Mr. Jones did not take the hint and harangued the wearied but 
patient court foran hour. When he sat down the chief justice, 
with the same politeness, remarked: ‘* The court is still with you, 
Mr. Jones.” I can only hope that this court will still be with 
me, although I am very sure in the House of Representatives it 
will not be expressed with the urbanity of that chief justice. 

Disliking to argue a question already decided, I had intended 
simply to rise and ask permission to extend my remarks in the 
REcORD, but finding that time is abundant, I will inflict on the 
House what is meant for my constituents, for the real motive, I 
may as well admit, which prompted me to speak on this question 
has gone from me. I madea trip to the West Indies of a month 
last spring. I thought it might be pertinent and interesting on 
this bill to give some of my conclusions, but on reflection, one by 
one, I concluded it would not be wise to divulge them at this 
time, and therefore that motive of my remarks is gone and I am 
simply going to state my reasons for voting for this bill, which [ 
presume are very much the same as those of the great majority 
of the Members of this House. 

In the last Congress I listened to the statistics and logic and 
arguments which were marshalled with such profusion on both 
sides of the question whether this bill endangered the beet-sugar 
industry, and although my opinion vacillated it finally settled 
| down to the conviction that the treaty would not seriously men- 
ace any large American industry. 

If it did, that would to my mind, in most cases, be a conclusive 
argument against the treaty. A nation does not exist for altru- 
istic purposes. It must always be honorable and just. It may 
occasionally be generous, but the interest of its own citizens 
should ordinarily be its controlling motive and rule of action. A 
nation is formed for self-protection and advancement, and if it 
endeavors to act systematically on nobler and unselfish princi- 
ples I think it will fall into hypocrisy and decay. To keepa high 
standard of honor and to do justice to all is the most we can ex- 
pect of any nation, and the least we should demand of our own. 
And so the advisability of a treaty should generally be determined 
by its probable effect on our own interests. 

But Cuba by its location has so directly affected the United 
States that it was hardly altruistic for us to interfere in its con- 
cerns. We felt so closely the suffering and devastation there 
that our intervention on her behalf seemed to the majority in- 
stinctive and imperative rather than generous, 
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As aresult of that intervention and the resulting treaty we can 


* never again treat her like the rest of the world—can not look on 


her, in the familiar language of the Declaration of Independence, 
‘‘as enemies in war; in peace, friends.’’ Her destiny and policy 
is linked with ours; her prosperity and progress are our duty as 
well as our advantage, and as she is practically under our protec- 
tion it is to our interest that she increase in power of self-defense. 
And soI think matters of trade with her are not to be considered, 
as with other countries, solely and singly with an eye to our di- 
rect advantage, but we are to bear in mind that her interest is 
ours and that we should consider the effect on her progress as 
wellasonourown. She isnota partofus. I trust that she may 
never become a part. 

And I may as well state here my belief that none of the depend- 
encies acquired in the past few years should ever beStates or par- 
ticipate in the government of the United States. We are at pres- 
ent responsible for them, and their education and improvement 


must be our care, but I think itshould be well settled in the mind | 


of the American people and well understood by them that they 
are not to developinto States. They differ from usin ‘* language, 
institutions, and laws;’’ they differ in religion and race and tem- 
perament, and, above all, in that hereditary self-restraint and ap- 


preciation of the difficulties of self-government which we have | 


acquired only from the struggle and growth of a thousand years, 
aud which is already so diluted by immigration that we some- 
times question whether it is strong enough to preserve what it 
has won. 


It was because I did not believe that a nation should be altru- | 


istic that I was opposed to our original acquisition of the Philip- 
pines, thinking that, although it was doubtless advantageous for 
them, it would be a burden to us. And it is because I still be- 
lieve that we should not be altruistic that I think the goal to be 
held up before their ambition and hope should be some such 
independence as Cuba has, and not statehood. No territory out- 
side of this continent should ever become one of the United States. 
But magnanimity is often the truest national wisdom, and I think 


in dealing with Cuba that policy is especially imperative. For | 


defense against foreign enemies she trusts solely to us. She has 


no navy and her army is for domestic use. She has given us two | 


of her finest harbors to fortify for ourselves, and her foreign pol- 
icy isin our-hands. Our relations must necessarily be intimate, 
and to strengthen and cultivate that intimacy our trade relations, 
too, ought to be close. And that, I believe, is ultimately to our 
commercial and industrial advantage also. 

I went through the island from end to end last spring over the 
new railroad, inspecting our two harbors and examining as thor- 
oughly as I could the capacity of the island and of the people. It 
seems to me beyond question that there is a great field for the 
products of our factories. Indeed, it seems an ideal opportunity 
for the application of the principle of reciprocity. That principle 
has little application between nations or provinces where prod- 
ucts compete. Between Massachusetts and Connecticut, for in- 
stance, two States where soil and climate and industries are alike, 
there would be no possibility of profitable reciprocity; there must 
either be free trade or mutual protection. But Cuba’s chief 
ae age 0 sugar and tobacco, are not produced in the United 

tates in quantities sufficient for our own consumption. We 
must import them. Our manufactures, on the other hand, are not 
rivaled at all in Cuba; she must import them. And so there is 
the most obvious and natural field for reciprocal trade which 
shall profit both—not at the expense of either, but at the expense 
of other nations. And when we add to this commercial profit 
of reciprocity the further resulting advantages of mutual de- 
pendence and intercourse, and consider how urgent it is that 
this young Republic at our gates should prosper, and should de- 
velop feelings of friendship and reliance and intimacy with us, it 
seems to me the argument for reciprocity is irresistible. It is 
advantageous for us commercially, it helps Cuba in her upward 
pathway, and it binds firmly those natural relations of friendship 
and dependence which it is so desirable she should always pre- 
serve and strengthen. 

I was surprised and gratified to find how much of the impulse 
which our régime there gave the Cubans had been held by them. 
Their cities are still clean and well policed, can put to shame 
many an American city, and they seem to take pride in the cred- 
itable appearance of State institutions. The people themselves 
show an alertness and regard for appearances which I was not at 
all prepared for. Their prosperity, their modes of thought and 
controlling ambitions, it was impossible for a stranger to their 
language even to guess at. Their general mode of life was the 
most discouraging feature, but I suppose it is not fair for one 
from a cold climate to draw inferences from the simple modes 
and habits of the Tropics. The very fact that nature furnishes 
everything necessary for existence, almost without labor, discour- 
ages effort. To this. I suppose, is largely due the success of 
northern people competing with the Tropics. It isnot thenations 


| to whom nature has been most lavish that have been most pros- 
| perous. Apparently it is true of nations as of individuals that the 
| necessity for work produces strength and happiness. Contra- 
| dictory and illogical as it seems, a nation’s wealth can almost be 
| measured by its needs; the more its people require for content- 
| ment the more they have to produce and the more there is of labor 
| and capital and prosperity. Idleness anda low standard of living 
| is healthful for neither men nor nations, and the competition of 
| even such a luxuriant and salubrious garden as Cuba with its 
present modes of life and thought and industry need have no 
terror for us. 
| And soI think this treaty ought to be made effective, because 
| it is advantageous to us, is advantageous to Cuba, and is in line 
| with that permanent policy of friendliness and intimacy to which 
| we bound ourselves when she first became a nation, and we are 
| fortunate to find that duty and self-interest both draw us in the 
same direction. [Applause. ] : 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, my mail brings 
protest after protest against the passage of this bill, and in my 
| judgment the objections to it are more cogentand powerful than 
| they were against the measure against which my vote was cast 
last Congress. But after that measure had been discussed in this 
House for many days, and after it had been discussed fully and 
thoroughly throughout the country, the delegates of the Repub- 
lican party from my State met in convention, and because of their 
confidence in the integrity, sincerity, honesty, and patriotism of 
| our President they adopted this plank in our platform: 

We indorse the foreign and domestic policy of President Roosevelt and 
| instruct our delegation in Congress to support the same. 

That platform was pamperrer by 25,000 majority, and as repre- 
senting the expressed will and desire of a great constituency, and 
not my own individual views, I have voted for the rule for the 
| consideration of this measure, and my vote shall be cast for the 
bill itself. I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, Iam well aware, asisevery- 
| one in this Chamber, that this measure is to be passed almost 
unanimously, and yet I do not feel that I can properly represent 
| my State without rising to protest against the passage of the same. 
This legislation, in my judgment, is fraught with great mischief 
| to an industry full of promise to the American farmer, which is 
infant in character, and yet which has been progressing by leaps 
and bounds in my section of the country. 

This measure is both un-Republican and un-Democratic. It 
is un-Republican because it encourages a foreign industry, and 
| to that extent it discourages a home industry. Gentlemen may 
| say that with this 20 per cent reduction the factories will not 
close. They may not. But I want to tell you that it discourages 
them notwithstanding. It hasalready discouraged that industry. 
In the Congressional district which I represent we have now six 
sugar-beet factories, representing a capital of $6,000,000; and if 
this legislation had not been proposed last Congress we would by 
this time have had ten factories in that district. The plans of 
construction were drawn and contracts with the farmers to raise 
the beets were entered into for four more factories, but because 
of the uncertainty of foreign competition arising from the intro- 
duction of a similar bill to this two years ago it has been impossi- 
ble to get capital to make the venture. Capital was willing, ready, 
and anxious to undertake these four factories as well as the three 
that have been constructed in the last year. Has not the measure 
already been discouraging to the home industry? 

Is it possible that it is to the interest of this nation that we 
should encourage capital which is ready to go into the sugar busi- 
ness in our own country to seek investments in sugar lands in 
Cuba? Can anyone say that such effect is not discouraging to 
our home industry? Already more than $25,000,000 of American 
capital has been invested in sugar lands in Cuba—enough to erect 
twenty-five large sugar-beet factories in our own land. If this 
bill passes it is likely that $100,000,000 of American capital will 
leave our shores and find investment in Cuban sugar enterprises. 
Is not such legislation which drives capital from a home to a for- 
eign industry detrimental to the home enterprise? 

Is it possible that anybody, I care not what he may believe on the 
tariff question, can sanction the picking out for sacrifice or impair- 
ment from all the protected industries the one which is of so much 
promise to the farmer, especially when we know that the farmer 
receives very little direct benefit from the Dingley Act? Isit right 
| to sacrifice or discourage the infant nonmonopolistic beet-sugar in- 

dustry and leave highly protected so many old monopolistic en- 
terprises? Can it be that such a measure is Republican? 

Mr. Chairman, it is not a Democratic measure. The Demo- 

cratic party does not believe in reducing the tariff unless our own 
ople get the benefit of the reduction. Their whole theory is 

| based upon the result of lower prices totheconsumer. Therecan 
| be no question that the American people, on account of the reduc- 
| tion of this duty, will not get one particle of benefit from it in 
| reduced prices of refinedsugar. The effect of a reciprocity treaty 
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with any nation that furnishes less than the entire quantity of 
sugar we consume is that the world’s market, the world’s price 
of sugar, will control the price of sugar in this country. There 
is an international price for sugar at the Hamburg market. With 
that price fixed, the Hamburg price controls the price of sugar 
here, in Cuba, and in every other country. The price of sugar in 
every importing country is the Hamburg price plus freight and 
duty. The price in every exporting country is the Hamburg price 
less freight and duty. Theonly modification of this rule is where 
something can be saved in freights by shipment direct to the 
importing country. As Cuba does not produce enough sugar to 
supply the import demand of the United States, it is necessary 
for us to buy a large quantity in the Hamburg market. As 
sugars of the same grade at New York can not sell at different 
rices, and as the Cuban crops are not a sufficient supply to pull 
down the Hamburg price, the world’s price plus freight and duty 
controls the New York market, which makes Cuban sugar sell 
for that price even if we were to admit her sugar free of duty. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another reason why this bill is un-Demo- 
cratic. The poor people of Cuba will not get the benefit of the 
reduced duty, but the planters in Cuba and the sugar trust of the 
United States will. 

I concede that Cuba will get some benefit. I do not take the 
proposition as true that the American Sugar Refining Company 
will get all of it, but it will get the lion’s share. I believe that 
because, inasmuch as it has a monopoly of the sugar market in 
this country, it can dictate to the Cuban producer within certain 
limits at what price he can sell. The American Sugar Refining 
Company, commonly called the ‘‘ sugar trust,’’ and the Cuban 
sugar grower are in the relation of buyer and seller, the seller 
trying to get all he can and the buyer trying to buy as cheap as 
itcan. The company has the advantage, because it has immense 
capital and a monopoly in refining produced by thé tariff law, 
which compels the exporter to pay less duty on raw than on 
refined sugar. Therefore, no refined sugar to speak of comes 
from foreign countries to our market, and that compels the Cuban 
producer to sell to the sugar trust. It has the additional ad- 
vantage of being able to buy at all times from the world’s mar- 
ket. On the other hand, the Cuban sugar grower, by reason of 

roximity and freight savings, must sell to America instead of to 
Scaseianer. That situation leaves Cuba no market but America 
for her sugar. The planters are not as able to wait as the sugar 
trust, hence the disadvantage. The negotiations between buyer 
and seller usually result in some division of the margin. The 
planter will be lucky indeed if he can get one-half of the profit 
produced by the reduction of duty. I therefore contend that the 
sugar trust will get at least half of the benefit of this law. 

Now, how much is that? Weare reducing the duty 20 per cent 
on raw sugar, and that will amount to between eight and ten mil- 
lion dollars a year. Willett & Gray’s publication says that there 
is on the market this year 975,000 tons. It is estimated that the 
crop next year will be 1,250,000 tons. The 20 per cent reduction 
of duty will therefore amount to a loss in revenue to our Govern- 
ment, in the five years’ period of this treaty, of between forty and 
fifty millions of dollars, one-half of which will go to foreign plant- 
ers and the other half to an American monopoly. Can any Mem- 
ber on this side of the House say that a measure which produces 
such results is Democratic? It is identically the same as if that 
duty were paid into the Treasury of the United States and Con- 
gress should appropriate it directly, one-half to the sugar pro- 
ducers of Cuba nae one-half to the American Sugar Refining 
Company. That will be the result of the legislation, indirectly, 
it is true, by not paying the duty in the first instance, but directly 
in that it reduces that much the revenues of the United States 
~~ divides the same between the Cuban planters and the sugar 

t. 

What would we think of a bill brought in here to give eight or 
ten million dollars each year, four millions of it to the Cuban 
producers, according to a certificate that they had raised so many 

unds of ee. and four millons to the American Sugar Refining 

mpany? hy, if the bill were placed in that form there would 
not be a single man in this House, be he Democrat or Republican, 
or a vote for the same, and yet that is exactly the effect of 
is bill. 

Now, is there any compensatory benefit given by this treaty to 
us? We get a reduction of duties on our exports into their coun- 
try, but when we examine their tariff schedule we find that we 
can not get much benefit from their reduction. Why? They have 
in Cuba nothing but a duty on an average of 23 per cent. It isa 
revenue duty. It is not enacted for the purpose of protecting 
any industry—it is purely a revenue tariff—and when we get 
ie reduction which this treaty accords it will amount to very 

ittle. 


_ But gentlemen say that we will get great benefit from the reduc- 
tion of the duty on wheat. 
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particle of wheat that she consumes. Wheat has an international 
market also, and that international market fixes the price of wheat 
for every country in the world. The Liverpool market is con- 
sidered the world’s market for wheat. We being exporters, the 
price in this country is fixed by that.market. We can not sell 
wheat in this country higher than there, because we have a sur- 
lus, and no one would sell to Liverpool if it did not pay them 
tter than selling at home. Inasmuch as it is a saving to send 
wheat directly from this country to Cuba instead of shipping it 
first to Liverpool and then to Cuba, it is more profitable to Cuba 
to buy directly from us. It would also be more profitable for 
Cuba to buy wheat from us even if she raised or lowered her duty 
on wheat, unless she discriminated by a lower duty to some other 
wheat-raising country. In view of what we have done for Cuba 
it is hardly within the range of possibility that she should even 
consider such a policy. But even if she did it would not affect 
the international price which controls ourmarket. It would sim- 
ply displace that much wheat in the world’s market, and conse- 
quently there would be a demand in the world’s market for the 
exact quantity of wheat displaced. Therefore the world’s price 
of wheat, which fixes the price of that commodity in our country, 
can not be affected by any legislation on the part of Cuba. 

Mr. Chairman, this legislation started upon the theory that 
Cuba was poor. Nobody seemed to put it upon the ground of 
any economic principle. It was on the ground that Cuba was 
poor; that her people were in distress: and to such extremes were 
the publications at that time carried that it is amusing now to 
read someof them. I want to callattention to just one which ap- 
peared in the New York Herald, a conservative paper, two years 
ago, or nearly so—on February 9, 1902. I refer to the headlines 
of this article. They were: 

Anarchy or annexation—One or the other is bound to result from further 
delay in granting relief to Cuba—While Congress potters and procrastinates 
the Cuban people starve. 

Think of headlines such as these appearing in a respectable 
paper, trying to induce the American people to come to Cuba's 
relief, trying to force the American Congress to enact legislation 
for those peopie. It starts out by saying ‘‘anarchy or annexa- 
tion,’’ and that the people are starving, when in point of fact the 
investigation before the Ways and Means Committee two years 
ago showed conclusively that the wages in that country were 75 
per cent higher than they were under the Spanish régime, and 
that every man, no matter who, could find employment if hewas 
willing to work. I wish to call attention to the recent report of 
our consul-general to Cuba, which is as follows: 

The labor supply of the island; as hereinbefore indicated, is insufficient, so 
far as farm laborers are concerned. 

Wages = in the principal occupations were the subject of a dispatch 

y me July 4, 1903, an extract from which gives the following. The 
—- are expressed in terms of Spanish gold and are for a day of ten 
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In addition thereto I add wages paid on plantations. The amounts given 
are the rates per month, and include maintenance: 
Cartmen, plowmen, and field guards---_........... ao cers dicted tmiaietinins weed ‘ 
Cane cutters and cane loaders 
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F. STEINHART, Consul-General. 


HABANA, August 23, 1903. 


Can anyone, from an examination of those wages, say that the 
people of Cuba are in distress? Nay, more, the Cuban Govern- 
ment is better off to-day than any government on the face of the 
globe. She has in her treasury a surplus of $4,000,000 and does 
not owe a single dollar. There is no other nation but has a na- 
tional debt. 

Mr. Chairman, two years ago we had an indastrial war in our 
It was the effort of Mr. Havemeyer 
at that time to crush the beet-sugar industry. We produced 
enough sugar in Colorado to supply our demand, and had a sur- 
me which it was necessary for us to market at the Missouri 

iver points, Kansas City, St. Joe,and Omaha. The beet-sugar 

ple made contracts for future delivery for the sale of their sugar 
at $5.25 a hundred, with a guarantee that the Havemeyer sugar 
would not sell at a less price. One morning, without any notice 
whatever, we found that cane sugar was selling in that market 
at $3.50 a hundred. Such a cut, I believe, was never before 
known in the history of the sugar market. 

When we take into consideration that the raw sugar imported 
from Cuba or anywhere else in the New York market that very 


i It will not be one penny’s benefit to | day was selling for $3.75 a hundred, you can realize that the war 
the wheat raiser, for the reason that we now sell to Cuba every | wasa war of extermination. 


It aroused the people in my section 
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of the country as they never had been aroused before in an in- 
dustrial fight. It was at that time that people signed agreements 
that they would not buy one particle of cane sugar raised in any 
foreign port. The grocers of the State, and particularly of Den- 
ver, organized, and said that no matter at what price it was 
offered to them they would not take the trust sugar. That evi- 
dently was a war made for the purpose of exterminating the beet- 
sugar industry. It did not exterminate it,and why? There were 
some beet-sugar people that happened to have some money, and 
finding that the raw sugar was being sold in New York City at 


$3.75 per hundred, and that the offer was made away out in Kansas | 
City to sell refined sugar at $3.50 a hundred, they concluded they | 


would buy all that was on the market, and so they did. When 
the trust found that it was losing 25 cents a hundred in addition 
to the charges of refining and the cost of shipment to Kansas City, 
it concluded that it could not maintain the cut. 

Now, I have no doubt this legislation was started two years ago 


by publications that emanated from the American Sugar Refining | 


Company. It sought to obliterate, to exterminate that industry. 
The effort was made in these Missouri River Valley towns. The 
people in the West, with a unanimity that knew no party, arose. 
There was not a convention in my State that indorsed Cuban 
reciprocity. The Democratic State convention condemned it in 
severe terms; there was not one dissenting voice. I donot believe 
you can find within the confines of my State a single man who 
would vote in favor of Cuban reciprocity. . 
Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that when we take into consid- 
eration that this is a loss to the revenues of our Government of 
from forty to fifty millions of dollars in the five years’ period of 
this treaty; when we take into consideration that it has a tendency 
at least to discourage, even if it does not exterminate, a home in- 


dustry; and that it will take the capital which naturally would | 


go into the sugar business in this country and send it into a for- 
eign nation, no man, I care not on which side of the Chamber 
he sits, ought to sanction any such measure. 

The theory that we are under obligations to Cuba I can not 
concur in. I donot believe that thereis any obligation. In fact, 
the obligation to my mind is a hundredfold, a thousandfold more 
upon their side. I hold in my hand the Platt amendments that 
have been referred to so frequently as creating our obligation. 
I will read them. Article I is as follows: 

I. 


That the Government of Cuba shall never enter into any treaty or other 
compact with any foreign power or powers which will impair or tend to 
impair the independence of Cuba, nor in any manner authorize or permit any 
foreign power or powers to obtain by colonization or for military or naval 
purposes or otherwise lodgment in or control over any portion of said island. 

Is not that article directly to their interest; does any Cuban 
want to impair the independence of his country? They have the 
right under that article to enter into any commercial treaty they 
may desire, even if it should discriminate against us. 

Article IT is as follows: 

Ii. 


That said Government shall not assume or contract any public debt to pay 
the interest upon which and to make reasonable sinking-fund provision for 
the ultimate discharge of which the ordinary revenues of the island, after 
defraying the current expenses of Government, shall be inadequate. 

A similar provision is contained in the constitution of almost 
every State in the Union, and has been found to be an excellent 
safeguard against extravagant appropriations of money, 

The third article is as follows: 

Ii. 

That the Government of Cuba consents that the United States may exer- 
cise the right to intervene for the preservation of Cuban independence, the 
maintenance of a government adequate for the protection of life, property, 
and individual liberty, and for aes the obligations with respect to 
Cuba imposed by the treaty of Paris on the United States, now to be as- 
sumed and undertaken by the Government of Cuba. 

Is it possible that any State, if it were not in the Union, would 
not want our Government to intervene to preserve its independ- 
ence if anarchy or other disintegrating causes should prevail? 

Article IV is as follows: 

IV. 

That all acts of the United States in Cuba during its military occupancy 
thereof are ratified and validated. and all lawful rights aeguired thereunder 
shall be maintained and protected. 

Could Cuba do otherwise than ratify the acts of the nation 
which gave her people liberty and independence? 

Article V is as follows: vi 

That the Government of Cuba will execute, and as far as necessary extend, 
the plans already devised or other plans to be mutually agreed upon for the 
sanitation of the cities of the island, to the end that a recurrence of epidemic 
and infectious diseases may be prevented, thereby assuring protection to the 
people and commerce of Cuba, as well as to the commerce of the southern 
ports of the United States and the people residing therein. 

Is it not to the interest of Cuba that her cities should be kept 
in sanitary condition? Is it not her people whose lives are to be 
preserved by such a provision? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








NOVEMBER 18, 


The sixth article reads as follows: 
VI. 

That the Isle of Pines shall be omitted from the proposed constitutional 
— of Cuba, the title thereto being left to future adjustment by 

That simply means that we will pay a big price for the Isle of 
Pines for a naval station. 

The seventh article is as follows: 

VII. 

That to enable the United States to maintain the independence of Cuba, 
and to protect the people thereof, as well as for its own defense, the Govern- 
ment of Cuba will sell or lease to the United States lands necessary for coal- 
ing or naval stations at certain specified pointa, to be agreed upon with the 
President of the United States. 

Is it not greatly to the advantage of Cuba that she should sell 
to us lands for coaling or naval stations? That very provision is 
worth millions of dollars each year to Cuba, because it relieves 
that Government of the necessity of building and maintaining a 
navy of its own and guarantees that our Navy will be used against 
any nation that seeks to annex her territory. 

The last provision is as follows: 

VII. 

That by way of further assurance the Government of Cuba will embody 
the foreging provisions in a permanent treaty with the United States. 

Is there one syllable contained in any of these provisions but 
what is directly for the benefit of Cuba and which we would be 
glad to accept if we were Cubans? President Palma has in his 
message to the Cuban Congress referred to the vast benefits aris- 
ing to Cuba by reason of the Platt amendments. 

And yet gentlemen in this Congress have the effrontery to assert 
that we are under moral obligations to Cuba for adopting pro- 
visions which are directly of benefit to her and which involve the 
expenditure of large sums by us. 

Where are you going to stop with relation to this so-called obli- 
gation? One man will say that we owe Cubaa reduction of 10 
per cent. Another man will say that we owe her a reduction of 
50 per cent. Is it susceptible of measurement? We find, how- 
ever, that the very instrument upon which they predicate the 
obligation has nothing in it to the effect that we are under obli- 
gation tothem. We find that not a single one of these provisions 
is for the benefit of anybody except the Cubans themselves. I 
can not cenceive how, after this nation has spent $250,000,000 in 
giving them liberty, and has made a treaty with Spain striking 
out a bonded indebtedness upon the island of $330,000,000, mak- 
ing a total expenditure and a total relief to them of $580,000,000, 
or more than $400 to each man, woman, and child in the island, 
I can not conceive how any obligation can exist upon this Gov- 
ernment to do more. 

Nay, we have had distress in our own land. We have seen 
the time when corn sold in Kansas for 9 cents a bushel. Yet we 
did not find the people of Kansas coming here and saying that we 
must give them something in order to relieve them of their dis- 
tress. We found the South for a time selling its cotton for 44 
cents per pound. Yet we did not find the Representatives of 
Southern States coming to Congress and insisting that they must 
have some relief, saying, ‘‘ Our people have been raising cotton at 
a greater expense than they can sell it for and therefore you must 
give us some relief.”’ We did not hearany such thing. Youcan 
search the files of the House of Representatives and the Senate 
and I venture you will not find one bill that was introduced for 
the relief of our own children—not our wards, but our children— 
when they were raising cotton at a greater cost than they could 
realize for it, and when corn was being sold in the market at a 
lower price than it could be raised for in Kansas. 

Nay, more, we have had an example even in the State of Colo- 
rado. When the panic of 1893 came the price of silver fell toa 
point that was unparalleled. That closed downa great many 
mines in the State of Colorado. Ten thousand miners left the 
State. At that time it was the principal industry of Colorado 
and the value of the real estate of our State was dependent upon 
the same. That fall in the price of silver made real estate almost 
immediately tumble in price, yet we did not find that there was 
any relief bill introduced, nor did we find that there was any agita- 
tion of the idea that the mine owners who were compelled to close 
their mines and those who continued to operate them at a slight 
loss or the owners of lands and real estate should be reimbursed 
by the National Government. We did not find any proposition 
of that kind, although that loss occurred by reason of legislation 
upon the part of our own National Government; although it was 
the direct result of the repeal of the purchasing clause of the 
Sherman Act. We did not treat our own children that way, as 
we are now treating Cuba. Our own people have a right to ap- 
peal to us, yet we do not find them doing so; but when it comes 
to Cuba, a so-called ward only, it is said that we must give her 
advantages even at the cost of an injury to a growing, promising 
industry of our own country. 

If weowe anything to Cuba, pay it out of the general Treasury, 





1903. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 349 





but don’t pay it by crippling or discouraging one home infant 
industry that is struggling with all its might to become strong 
and great. 

According to the report of our consul-general in Cuba, sugar 
in that island can be produced by modern machinery as low as 1} 
cents per pound, and on the average, by modern machinery, is now 
being produced there at a cost of 1§ cents per pound. Beware of 
compelling the one industry of most benefit to our farmers to 
compete with the low prices of tropical countries, which will be 
made still lower by the further employment of Chinese labor. 
That same consul-general asserts that Cuba is capable of raising 
6,000,000 tons of sugar a year—more than twice the entire con- 
sumption of the United States. With no restriction against 
Asiatic labor in Cuba, and with an unlimited capacity for pro- 
duction of sugar, who can say that this legislation is not diabolical 
in its tendency? 

Mr. Chairman, I regret that we can do nothing but protest. 
But I want to say to you, gentlemen, that it is not right, it isnot 
fair, it is not just. It is not fair to that industry that promises 
in ten years to supply all the sugar we will need in this country. 
[Loud applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SaerMan, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 1921 and 
had come to no resolution thereon, 


NAVAL TRAINING STATION ON THE GREAT LAKES, 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the following request 
will be agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The order to print on the following document, “A letter from the Secre- | 


tary of the Navy, transmitting, with a favorable recommendation, a copy of 
the report of the board greene to select a site for a naval training station 
on the Great Lakes,” will be made to include the engraving also of certain 
accompanying maps. 

The SPEAKER. That is made necessary by the law enacted, 
I believe during the last Congress, that such matters as engrav- 
ings and illustrations should not be printed without the order of 
the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think the House ought to have 
more authoritative information on this before the order is made. 
It may entail a great expense. 

The SPEAKER. Itisasingle document. The Chair will cause 
a section of the act which was passed last year to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sxc. 3. That no part of the appropriations herein made for printing and 
binding shall be used for an 
document or report ordered printed by Congress unless the order to print 
expressly authorizes the same, nor in any document or report of any Execu- 
tive Department or other Government establishment until the head of the 
Executive Department or Government establishment shall certify in the let- 
ter transmitting such report that the illustration is necessary and relates en- 
tirely to the transaction of public business. 

Mr. PAYNE. 1 think it can wait, Mr. Speaker, for further ex- 
amination, and I object. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Iask the gentleman to withhold that mo- 
tion for a moment until I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. PAYNE. I withhold the motion for that purpose. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorb., 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAYNE. I renew my motion. i 

The motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 
5 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 


munication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as | 


follows: 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | 


mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Mary C. Munt, administratrix of estate of John U. Munt, against 
the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
charged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1947) to revive 
and amend an act to provide for the collection of abandoned 
property and the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary districts 
within the United States and acts amendatory thereof, and the 
same was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


illustration, engraving, or photograph in any | 


Is there ob- 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
pa following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 4059) to repeal an act to es- 
tablish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States, approved July 1, 1898—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4060) to provide an emergency circulation 
fund, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4061) granting certain lands belonging to 
the United States and situated in the State of Alabama to the 
State of Alabama for the use and benefit of the common schools of 
that State—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4062) to authorize the Brunswick and Bir- 
mingham Railroad Company, a corporation, to construct and op- 
erate a bridge across the Chattahoochee River at or near the city 
| of Eufaula, Ala.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 4063) to limit the meaning of the 
word ‘‘conspiracy’’ and the use of ‘“‘restraining orders and in- 
junctions ’’ in certain cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4064) limiting the hours of daily service of 
laborers and mechanics employed upon work done for the United 
States, or any Territory, or for the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 4065) providing for the erection 
| of a public building at St. Charles, Mo.—to the Committee on 
| Public Buildings and Grounds. 
| By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 4066) to amend section 3 
of an act entitled ‘“‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sail- 
ors who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, 
and for providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and 
dependent parents,’’ approved June 27, 18980—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 4067) to pension all soldiers 
and sailors of the civil war at the rate of $12 per month—io the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 4068) for a survey of the Pearl 
River, in the State of Mississippi, from and including its mouth 
to Monticello, Miss.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4069) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- 
culture station at a point on the Gulf on Mexico, in the State of 
Mississippi—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 4070) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Pana, in the State of Illinois—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4071) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Litchfield, in the 
State of Dlinois—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 4072) to limit the effect of 
the regulations of commerce between the several States and with 
foreign countries in certain cases—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 4073) for the erection of a 
public building at Ballston Springs, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
| Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 4074) constituting Utica, 
N. Y., a port of delivery—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 4075) to establish the Freder- 
| icksburg and Adjacent National Battlefields Memorial Park, in 
the State of Virginia—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 4076) for a public building 
at Ann Arbor, Mich.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 4077) for the erection of an 
additional public building at Detroit, Mich.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 4078) to enable the people of 
| Oklahoma to forma constitution and State government and be au- 
mitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4079) to extend 
additional homestead rights to soldiers and sailors serving in the 
war with Spain, or during the military occupancy of Cuba, Porto 
Rico, or the Philippines—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4080) to increase the limit of cost for the 
public building at St. Paul, Minn.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4081) for the relief of certain officers and 
soldiers of the Volunteer Army of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4082) to erect 
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a monument on Reentgeins battlefield, Chester County, Pa.—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4083) to erect a monument to the memory of 
John Morton—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4084) to establish a national military park at 
the Brandywine battle ground, Pennsylvania—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 4085) to amend an act entitled 
“‘An act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia ’”’— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4086) providing for the purchase by and on 
behalf of the United States of the right to use the Daniel process 
of producing engraved plates—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4087) to provide for the erection of a monu- 
ment in commemoration of the services of Gen. Otho Holland 
Williams in the Revolutionary war—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4088) to amend the act of August 23, 1894, 
empowering fourth-class postmasters to administer oaths to pen- 
sioners—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4089) to provide pensions for those who are | 


blind or so nearly blind as to require the services of an attend- 
ant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4090) in reference to the civil service and | 


appointments thereunder—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4091) to grant carriers and substitute carriers 


in the rural free-delivery service fifteen days’ leave of absence in | 


each year—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


for a port of delivery at Stillwater, Minn.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 4098) to increase the limit of 
cost of public building at Hagerstown, Md.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 4094) for the erection of a 
— building at Centralia, Ii.—to the Committee on Public 

uildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4095) pro- 
viding for a public building at Bluefield, W. Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4096) to amend the act of June 9, 1894—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 4097) providing for the erection 
of a public building at Muscatine, lowa—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R, 4098) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon in 
the city of Kearney, in the State of Nebraska—to the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 4099) for an addition to the 


uildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4100) to provide for the a pointment of a 
district judge for the western judicial district of South Carolina, 
and for other pu s—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CROFT: A bill (H. R. 4101) to establish distinct United 
States courts, with distinct officers, in the eastern and western dis- 
tricts of the State of South Carolina, to define the limits of each 
of said districts, and to prescribe the time and place for holding 
the courts therein—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 4102) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at the city of Ocala, Fla., and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: A bill (H. R. 4103) to provide for the 
erection of a branch post-office in the city of New York—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 4104) to authorize the gov- 
ernor of the State of Mississippi to select certain lands in part 
satisfaction of its grant for university purposes—to the Comumit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 4105) to increase the salaries 
of rural free-delivery carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4106) for the re- 
lief of certain retired officers of the United States Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4107) granting 
pensions to widows who were the lawful wives of soldiers or 
sailors prior to July 1, 1865, during widowhood, notwithstanding 
remarriage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 4108) authorizing the 
President to appoint an inspector, to be attached to the office of 
the Secre of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 4109) to amend the act of June 
27, 1890, giving pensions to soldiers and sailors who were incapaci- 


| prevention of frauds in insurrectionary districts wit 
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tated for the performance of manual labor—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 4468) for the protection 
of the President of the United States, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 4469) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
York, in the State of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 4470) to revive and amend an 
act to provide for the collection of abandoned poe and the 

in the United 
oe and acts amendatory thereof—to the Committee on War 
aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4471) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Dalton, in the 
State of Georgia—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 4472) relating to widows’ pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4478) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to increase the pension of pensioners on attaining the age 
of 64 years—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 4474) to authorize the governor 


| of the State of Mississippi to select certain lands in part satisfac- 
| tion of its grant for university purposes—to the Committee on the 


Public Lands. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4475) for improvement of the Homochitto 


| River, in the $ f Mississippi—to th ittee on Ri 
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and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4476) for a survey of the Homochitto River, 
in the State of Mississippi, from and including its mouth to the 
Yazoo and Mississippi Valley Railroad—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4477) making an emer- 


| gency appropriation of $25,000 for the purchase of early maturing 


varieties of cotton seed for distribution in certain districts of 
Texas invaded by the Mexican cotton-boll weevil—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 4478) providing for the erection 
of a public building at Watertown, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 4479) to provide for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Missoula, Mont.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 4480) for the extension of 
Vermont avenue from Florida avenue to Howard University— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 40) pro- 
viding for the printing of an additional number of the Annual 


Department of Agriculture for the purpose 
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plying the same to the students of the various agricultural col- 
leges in the different States—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 41) provid- 
ing for a change in the method of printing the report on field 
operations of the Bureau of Soils, Department of Agriculture— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A concurrent resolution (H.C. Res. 8) pro- 
viding for the printing of the proceedings in Congress upon the 
acceptance of the statues of Charles Carroll 6f Carrollton and 
John Hanson, of Maryland—to the Committee on Printimg. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
- following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 4110) granting a pension to 
Antoinette R. Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 4111) to authorize the appoint- 
ment of Acting Asst. Surg. Leopold Herbert Schwerin, United 
States Navy, as an assistant surgeon in the United States Navy— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4112) grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Wynne—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4118) for the relief of Hamilton D. South, 
second lieutenant, United States Marine Corps—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4114) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Carns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4115) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph 8. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4116) for the relief of the estate of Henry C. 
Nields, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4117) to pay the Standard Steel Casting Com- 
pany for one 6-inch gun casting—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4118) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of John Roach, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4119) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Mercer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4120) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry R. Guss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 4121) for the reliefef Mrs. 
Izabella R. Napier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 4122) granting an increase 
of pension to James Mattingly—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: A bill (H. R. 4123) granting a pension 
to Matilda McKimmy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4124) granting a pension to Dexter A. Olds— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4125) granting a pension to William Simp- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4126) granting a pension to Martha Ann 
Saunders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4127) granting an increase of pension to 
Allen A. Cameron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4128) granting an increase of pension to J. F. 
William Richter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4129) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac N. Ray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4130) for the relief of Bryon H. Reed—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4131) grauting an honorable discharge to 
Willis P. Ethridge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4132) granting an honorable discharge to 
William Lowry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 4133) to correct the military 
record of John O’Dunagan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 4134) granting an increase 
of _— to Ruth M. Lyon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

lso, a bill (H. R. 4135) granting an increase of pension to 
Jerome B. Snow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 4136) granting anincrease | 





of pension to Caleb Arnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4137) for the relief of A. J. L. Stevens—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 4138) granting a pension to 
Narcissa Tait—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4139) granting a pension to W. R. Snell- | 


grove—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4140) granting a pension to Georgia Ann 
Vaughan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4141) granting a pension to Mary Shiver—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4142) for the relief of A. J. Smith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also,a bill (H. R. 4144) for the relief of Mrs. L. E. Boatwright— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4146) for the relief of the legal representa- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4157) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Kohlhauff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4158) granting an increase of pension to Silnos 
P. Teatro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4159) granting a pension to James Morris— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R.4160) granting a pension to Hudson M. Fisher— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4161) granting a pension to Sarah C. Barker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Penstons, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4162) granting a pension to Turner J. Bowl- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 4163) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles C. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 4164) for the relief of Stalnaker 
Marteney—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DICKERMAN: A bill (H. R. 4165) granting a pension 
to James Sheep—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4166) granting a pension to Algernon Light- 
cap—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4167) granting a pension to Capt. Joseph 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4168) granting a pension to W. W. Wert- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 4169) granting a pension to T. J. Brooks—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4170) granting a pension to James W. Gib- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 4171) granting a pension to 
Eliza Peel—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4172) granting a pension to Ralph White- 
head—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 4173) for the relief of Jerry S. Fish—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4174) authorizing additional compensation 
to the assistant commissioners to the Industrial Exhibition at 


| Melbourne, Australia—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr.DWIGHT: A bill (H.R.4175) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Alonzo Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4176) granting a pension to Phoebe Ann Tif- 
fany Colegrove—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4177) granting a pension to Mary E. Reid— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 4178) to correct the military 
record of Joseph M. Blair—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4179) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha C. Kuhn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4180) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph G. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4181) granting an increase of pension to 
Asahel Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4182) granting a pension to Ann Lytle—to 


| the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also. a bill (H. R. 4143) for the relief of Jerry Andrews—to the | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4183) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Bacon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4184) granting an increase of pension tv 


| Daniel Noonan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4145) for the relief of Mrs. R. D. Smith—to | 
| Boughamer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


tives of Abraham Lawrence, deceased—to the Committee on | 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4147) for the relief of W. D. Caddell—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4148) for the relief of the representatives 
of the estate of Reuben Dawkins, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4149) to remove the charge of desertion from | 
the military record of Samuel J. Maund—to the Committee on | 
| Alexander Stewart Webb on the retired list of the United States 


Military Affairs. 
By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 4150) granting a pension to 
Eliza B. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4151) ting a pension to John W. Fo- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4185) granting an increase of pension to John 


By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 4186) granting a medal of honor 
to Michael Finegan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4187) granting a pension to Jason Vosburg— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4188) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam Beardsley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 4189) granting an 
increase of pension to Myron L. Fales—to the Commititee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4190) to place Lieut. Col. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. 


Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 4191) for the relief of 
Edward McCloud, late of Company B, Fifth New York Heavy 


| Artillery Volunteers—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4152) granting an increase of pens.on to | 


George B. Hartley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4153) to remove charge of desertion against | 


Joseph McFarland—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 4192) granting an increase of 
pension to Frederick A. Slocum—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4193) granting an increase of pension to Mary 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4154) to remove chores of desertion against | A. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Harvey A. Hart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 4155) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Warnock—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4156) granting an increase of pension to 
William K. Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4194) granting a pension to Elizabeth Nei- 
lan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4195) for the relief of Hannah. W. Millard— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 4196) granting a pension to Lydia 
Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





de CONGRESSIONAL 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4197) granting an increase of pension to 
David Woliver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 4198) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin Lake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bin (H. R. 4199) granting an increase of pension to | 


Charles M. Baber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4200) granting an increase of pension to Mil- 
ton H. Sweet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4201) granting an increase of pension to 
Walker Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4202) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus Greenwalt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4203) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4204) granting an increase of pension to | 


Jacob Shafer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4205) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses Kiger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4206) granting an increase of pension to 
Othello M. Everett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4207) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Canady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4208) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4209) granting an increase of pension to David | 


W eisneburger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4210) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda M. Rhoades—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4211) granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4212) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. McKain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4213) granting an increase of pension to Bur- | 


ton Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4214) granting an increase of pension to Le- | 
roy Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4215) granting an increase of pension to Levi | 
A. Creager—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4216) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 


lis P. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4217) granting an increase of pension to Jes- | 


sie A. Rand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4218) granting an increase of pension to Ben- | 
ton M. Beebe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4219) granting an increase of pension to Jo- | 
seph W. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4220) for the relief of mother of William R. 
McA 


merce. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4221) granting an increase of pension to | 


James McAnderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 4222) to correct the military | 


record of James Pace—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4223) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace W. Y oung—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 4224) for the relief of Mrs. 
Clementine Vanghan, widow of William Vaughan, deceased—to | 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4225) for the relief of the personal representa- 
tives of George R. Powell, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4296) for the relief of the estate of Joshua | 


Hill, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4227) for the relief of John S 
the Committee on Claims. 


. Williford—to | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4228) for the relief of Isabella R. Napier—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4229) for the relief of Martha Strickland, | 
widow of William Strickland—to the Committee on Military | 


Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4230) granting an increase of pension to | 


Jasper M. Griggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4231) for the | 


relief of the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of | 
Barboursville, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4282) for the relief of James M. Clouston— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4233) for the relief of the Methodist Episco- | 


pal Church South, of Winfield, Putnam County, W. Va.—to the | 
Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4234) for the relief of the Methodist Episco- | 
1 a South, of Guyandette, W. Va.—to the Committee on 
ar ms. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4235) for the relief of the Methodist Episco- 


pal Church South, of Point Pleasant, W. Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


dam—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
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By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 4236) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to restore and pay Mary Kilcullen for mutilated 
United States currency—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 4237) granting 
a pension to James Bramble—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4238) granting a pension to Joseph E. Scott— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4239) granting a pension to George W. El- 
liott—@o the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4240) granting a pension to John H. Ayers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4241) granting a pension to Mary A. Denston— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4242) granting a pension to Annie M. Wal- 
lace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4248) to remove the charge of desertion 
against the name of Jackson Smith—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4244) granting a pension to Robert Ander- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4245) for the relief of James G. James and 
William J. Thomas, surviving executors of Edward Thomas—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4246) granting an increase of pension to John 
R. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4247) for the relief of the owners of the 
Chesapeake Trader—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 4248) for the relief of F. G. 
Fuller and J. A. Mitchell, executors of the will of John O'Dell, 
| deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 4249) for the relief of the estate 
of Thomas K. Ball—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4250) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
J. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H.R. 4251) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Hinkle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4252) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Gibbons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4253) to correct the military record of First 
Lieut. George I. Spangler—to the Committee on ‘Military Affairs, 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 4254) granting a pension 
to Jerome T. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4255) granting an increase of pension to 
| W. H. H. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4256) granting an increase of pension to 
| John Atherton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4257) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Legrow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 4258) for the relief of Mau- 
rice Langhorne—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 4259) for the relief of Stephen 
| M. Honeycutt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4260) for the relief of Wells B. Whitmore, 
| of Cobb County, Ga.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4261) granting a pension to Icie Ballew—to 
the ¢ Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4262) for the relief of Pleasant Grove Church, 
| Catoosa County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4263) for the relief of C. M. Hall—to the Com- 
| mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4264) for the relief Sarah A. Burney—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4265) for the relief of the estate of William 
| D. Wheeler, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4266) for the relief of C. J. Shelverton—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4267) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
W. L. Barnes—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4268) to increase the pension of Agnes Mul- 
linnix—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4269) for the relief of Elisha Lowry—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
| _ Also, a bill (H. R. 4270) for the relief of Thornton Talley—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4271) to grant a pension toW. M. Morgan— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4272) to increase the pension of B. F. Col- 
lins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4273) for the relief of John M. Vandiver— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4274) for the relief of Joel Cross—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 4275) for the relief of David S. 
Gordon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 4276) granting an increase 
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of pension to H. E. Burritt—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4277) making appropriation to pay the estate 
of Samuel Lee, deceased, in full for any claim for pay and allow- 
ances made by reasori of the election of said Lee to the Forty- 
seventh Congress and his services therein—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 4278) for the relief of Victoria 
O. Giun, heir of J. B. Lewis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4279) for the relief of Copiah County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4280) for the relief of James M. Newman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4281) for the relief of Mrs. M. L. Holt, Mrs. 


Jane E. Cannon, and Mrs. I. B. Shipp—to the Committee on War | 


Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4282) for the relief of the estate of John 
Fleming, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4288) for the relief of the estate of John | 


Rist, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4284) for the relief of the estate of Edward 
McGehee, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4285) for the relief of the estates of Robert 


Bradley and Mary C. Bradley, deceased—to the Committee on | 


War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4286) for the relief of the estate of John | 


O’Ferrall, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4287) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. | 


Sarah M. Dunbar, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4288) for the relief of the estate of Isaac 
Jones, deceased, late of Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4289) for the relief of the estate of Isaac 


Jones, deceased, of Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on | 


War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4290) for the relief of the estate of F. W. 


Harris, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also. a bill (H. R. 4291) for relief of the estate of John T. Raw- | 
lings. deceased, late of Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee | 


on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4292) for the relief of the heirs of James W. 
Felder; of Amite County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4293) for the relief of Milton 8S. Shirk—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4294) for the relief of the Protestant Orphan 


Asylum at Natchez, in the State of Mississippi—to the Committee | 


on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4295) for the relief of James A. G. Winston, of 
Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4296) for the relief of M. J. Baynard, of 
Natchez, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4297) for the relief of Eliza L. Rivers—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4298) for the relief of James M. Newman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4299) for the relief of Burks Fitzgerald—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4800) for the relief of the estate of Lemuel 
R. Hanks, deceased, late of Amite County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4301) for the relief of Hampton Wall—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4302) for the relief of John A. Brent—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4803) for the relief of Patrick J. Finley, of | 


Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4804) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. 


Sarah A. Gayle, deceased, late of Amite County, Miss.—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4305) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa M. Ben- 
nett, Miss Kate P. Bennett, Mrs. Mary Louisa Ogden, and Calvin 
5S. Bennett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4806) for the relief of Patrick Foley, of 
Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill.(H. R. 4307) for the relief of the estate of Landon 
L. Lea, of Amite County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4308) for the relief of U. Lunenburger, of 
Natchez, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4809) for the relief of James A. G. Winston— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (R. R. 4310) granting a pension to C. F. A. Kel- 


. logg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4311) granting a pension to Han- | 


nah Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also,..a bill (H. R. 4812) granting a pension to Henry McGlodry— 
to the Committee on Pensions, 


AXXVII——23 
































































RECORD—HOUSE. 






sduded 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4313) granting a pension to Bunyan H. Byrd— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4314) granting an increase of pension to J. F. 
Slade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4815) granting an increase of pension to John 
F. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4316) to correct the military record of Charles 
M. Gordon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 4317) granting a pension to 
Bertha Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 4318) granting a pension 
to David B. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4319) granting an increase of pension to John 
Sexton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4320) granting anincrease of pension to An- 
| drew M. Banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4321) granting an increase of pension to John 
| C, Crimins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4322) granting an increase of pension to 
| Francis M. Hay—to the Cominittee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also,a bill (H. R. 4323) granting an increase of pension td 
| Mary Wurtz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4324) grant- 
ing a pension to William W. Jackson—to the Committee on In- 
| valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 4825) granting an increase of 
pension to John Amer Sills—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4326) granting an increase of pension ‘to 
Wilfred C. McCardell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also,a bill (H. R. 4327) granting an increase of pension to A. F. 
| Salisbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4328) granting an increase of pension to 
Mabel H. Lazear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4329) granting a pension to Alice Hagan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4330) granting a pension to Catherine Tully— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4331).to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Samuel A. Motter—to the Committee on Military 
| Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4832) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Oldtown, Allegany County, Md.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4333) for the relief of the trustees of the 
United Brethren Church of Boonsboro, Md.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4334) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Frederick County, Md.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4335) for the relief of the trustees of the Ger- 
man Reformed Church of Middletown, Md.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4336) for the relief of La Grange Lodge, No. 
36, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, Boonsboro, Md.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4337) for the relief of Andrew H. Reinhart— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4338) for the relief of Polly Jackson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4339) for the relief of William A. Wroe—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4340) for the relief of Martha J. Wroe—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4341) for the relief of the estate of George 
Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4842) for the relief of the estate of Jacob 
Richard, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4343) for the relief of the trustees of the 
| Methodist Episcopal Church of Boonsboro, Md.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4344) for the relief of Vincenzo Gerardi, of 
Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 
| Also,a bill (H. R. 4845) for the relief of Andrew Jackson 

Mondy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H.R. 4846) for the relief of Rowan White—to the 
| Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4347) for the relief of Mrs. Inez Shorb White— 
| to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4348) for the relief of George E. W. Shar- 
| retts—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4349) for the relief of Charles R. Hooper—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4350) for the relief of Charles W. Geddes— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 4351) granting an increase of 
pension to James C. Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 4352) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. H. Westbrook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4353) granting an increase of pension to 
George Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4354) granting an inicrease of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Wendell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4855) granting a pension to Martha Day—to | 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4356) granting a pension to John T. Oburn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4357) granting a pension to Emaline Cox—to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4358) to remove the charge of desertion from | 


the record of Zadoc J. Overby—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
SlOnNS, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4359) granting an increase of pension to John 
Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 4860) for the relief of Ellen Mans- 
field and Mattie Mansfield—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.4361) for the relief of the heirs of Erdman 
Bodenschatz, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4862) for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- | 
deceased—to the Committee on | 


sentatives of John W. Hancock, 
War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 4363) to correct the military 
record of Leander Frost, alias James Benston—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4864) granting an increase of pension toJohn 


Gary, alias John Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4365) granting a pension to Barney L. 
Brookins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4866) granting a pension to Wilhelmina Sie- | 


fert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4367) granting a pension to Henry Miller— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4368) granting a.pension to Martin Uehlein— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aliso,a bill (H. R. 4369) granting an increase of pension to Au- 
gust Strick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4370) granting an increase of pension to H. 
P. Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4371) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam K. Fowle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHOBER: A bill (H. R. 4872) granting a pension to 
Ferdinand Esau—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 4873) granting an increase | 


of pension to Patrick Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
SilOns. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4874) granting an increase of pension to Al- 


bert N. Raymond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4875) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
H. Houghton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 4376) granting an increase of | 


pension to William OU. Mallorie—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4377) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. McCormick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4378) granting an increase of pension to John 
McKeever—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4379) granting an increase of pension to | 


Alexander Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4380) granting 
an increase of pension to David R. Pringle—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4381) granting an increase of pension to Mil- 
ton Strattan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4382) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Kinsel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4383) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John A. White and grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4384) for the relief of George H. Warren— | 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 4385) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 4386) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Berger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4387) granting a pension to Moses G. Coates— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4888) to correct the military record of Dan- 
ie] Burns—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 4389) granting an increase 
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| - pension to William H. Lear—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 
| By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4390) granting 
| an increase of pension to Francis W.Seeley—to the Committee on 
| Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4391) granting an increase of pension to 

Nicholas Schwemler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4892) granting a pension to Abbie E. Web- 
| ster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4393) granting a pension to Patrick Daw- 
| son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4394) granting a pension to Sarah E. Tripp— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4395) granting a pension to Fanny M. Lowe— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4396) granting a pension to Aguste Albrecht— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4397) granting a pension to Putnam F. Gage— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also,a bill (H. R. 4398) granting a pension to Ellen A. Wilson— 
| to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4399) granting a pension to Adam Fritz—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4400) for the relief of Harriet D. Newson— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4401) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Edward 
Simonton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4402) for the relief of Jean Louis Legare— 
| to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4403) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
| ing against Reese Peoples—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4404) to remove the charge of desertion 
| against Henry H. Martens—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4405) to correct the military record of 
Carl W. Albrecht—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 4406) to place Francis W. Seeley on the re- 
tired list of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

| By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 4407) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to defray the expenses of 
| contestant in the contest entitled ‘‘ Koonce against Grady ’’—to 
| the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4408) for the relief of John T, Rochelle—to 
| the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 4409) for the relief of Franklin Foy—to the 
| Committee on War Claims. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 4410) for the relief of R. N. White—to the 
| Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4411) for the relief of Calvin G. Perkins—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4412) for the relief of the estate of John 
Stewart—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4413) for the relief of William T. Perry—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4414) for the relief of the estate of B. L. Rob- 
inson—to the Committee on Wer Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4415) for the relief of the heirs of Edward 
Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4416) for the relief of the estate of Rayford 
Brewington. deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4417) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph R. 
| Bell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4418) for the relief of Joshua D. Haskett—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4419) for the relief of Elizabeth T. Flowers 
and Sarah E. Bridges—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4420) for the relief of the heirs of Nancy 
Wood—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4421) for the relief of the estate of James A. 
Suydam, deceased, late of Craven County, N. C.—to the Commit- 
| tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4422) for the relief of the heirs of Sarah 
Hartley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4423) for the relief of Eleanor B. Cayton—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4424) for the relief of O. H. Perry, admin- 
istrator of the estate of George W. Perry, late of the county of 
Craven, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4425) for the relief of William H. Bucklin— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4426) for the relief of the First Baptist 
Church, of Newbern, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4427) for the relief of the heirs of John H. 
Richardson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4428) for the relief of the heirs of D. W. 
Morton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4429) for the relief of James M. Eoward, 
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administrator of Thomas S. Howard, deceased—to the Committee By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 4481) for the relief of the suf- 
on War Claims. ferers by the wreck of the United States revenue cutter Gallatin 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4430) for the relief of Joseph B. Banks—to | off the coast of Massachusetts—to the Committee on Claims, 


the Committee on War Claims 





Also, a bill (H. R. 4481) for the relief of D. 8. Barrus and PETITIONS, ETC. 
others—to the Committee on War Claims. Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4482) for the relief of Henry R. Bryan, of | were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
Craven County, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. | By Mr. ACHESON: Resolution of the board of directors of the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4433) for the relief of Richard Berry—to the | Grain and Flour Exchange of Pittsburg, Pa., favoring enlarge- 
Committee on War Claims. . | ment of power of Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Com- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4434) for the relief of Edward W. Scott—to | mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
the Committee on War Claims. ‘ ‘ | Also, resolution of Trades League of Philadelphia, relative to a 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4435) for the relief of the heirs of C. H. Foy— | 35-foot channel for the Delaware River, port of Philadelphia—to 
to the Committee on War Claims. _ _ . | the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4436) for the relief of W. P. Lane, adminis-| By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Pennsyl- 
trator of W. K. Lane—to the Committee on War Claims. vania Shoe Manufacturers’ Association, relative to a 35-foot chan- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4437) for the relief of the heirs of Nathan D. | nel for the Delaware River, port of Philadelphia—to the Com- 
Adams—to the Committee on War Claims. mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4438) for the relief of George A. Russell, ad-| Also, resolution of the board of directors of the Grain and 
ministrator of Stephen Chadwick—to the Committee on War Flour Exchange of Pittsburg, Pa.. favoring enlargement of power 
Claims. | of Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Inter- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4439) for the relief of Mary N. Bryan, of | state and Foreign Commerce. 

Craven County, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Papers to accompany bill granting an 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4440) for the relief of I. F. Hill, executor of | increase of pension to Caleb Arnett—to the Committee on Invalid 
W. E. Hill, of Duplin County, N. C.—to the Committee on War | Pensions. 


Claims. . as | By Mr. BUTLER of Missouri: Address on behalf of the people 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4441) for the relief of the estate of William | of the various States, asking legislation denying the use of the 
C. Lewis—to the Committee on War Claims. mails to fraudulent insurance. companies—to the Committee on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4442) for the relief of William Foy and H.B. | the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Lane, executor of Mrs. H. B. Lane, of North Carolina—to.the | Aigo, letter of William C. Bartel, secretary of Typographia 


Committee on War Claims. | No. 3, of St. Louis, Mo., inclosing copies of and urging the pas- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4443) for the relief of the estate of George S. | sage of eight-hour bill and anti-injunction bill—to the Committee 
De Bruhl, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. on Labor. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4444) for the relief of John D. Hawkins,| Also, resolution of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., 
executor of Jonathan Hawkins—to the Committee on War | urging the Secretary of War to cause plans and estimates to be 





Claims. | made for the improvement of the Mississippi River at St. Louis, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4445) for the relief of David J. Middleton— | Mo.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
to the Committee on War Claims. | By Mr. CANNON: Petition of C. E. Ritchie and other citizens 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4446) for the relief of the heirs of Needham | of Illinois, protesting against the passage of parcels-post bill—to 
B. White—to the Committee on War Claims. | the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4447) forthe relief of James F. White—tothe| By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of Lew Gove Post, No. 100, 
Committee on War Claims. Manhattan, Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4448) for the relief of the heirs of Nancy | favoring passage of service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Burfield, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 4449) granting an increase | By Mr. CROWLEY: Papers toaccompany bill to pension James 
of pension. to William Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
sions. By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of board of directors of Grain 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4450) granting an increase of pension to James | and Flour Exchange of Pittsburg, Pa., relative to the enlarge- 
Brown-—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 'ment of power of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4451) granting a pension to Arminda Mar- Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
ble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. HITT: Petition of business men of Davis, I11., protesting 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4452) granting a pension to Laura A. Bau- | against passage of parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the 
ghey--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. WARNOCE: A bill (H. R. 4453) to correct the military | By Mr. KETCHAM: Resolution of John W. Watson Post, No. 
record of Joseph P. Leiter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 514, Grand Army of the Republic, Catskill, N. Y., favoring pas- 
By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 4454) granting an increase of | sage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
pension to Andrew Krauer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | sions. 
sions, By Mr. KLINE: Resolution of Pennsylvania Shoe Manufac- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4455) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | turers’ Association, relative toa 35-foot channel for the Delaware 
liam Hamm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. River, port of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4456) to remove the charge of desertion | Harbors. 
against John C. Partlow—to the Committee on Military Affairs. , Also, resolution of Grain and Flour Exchange of Pittsburg, Pa., 
By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 4457) granting | favoring enlargement of power of Interstate Commerce Commis- 
an increase of pension to Mary E. Meldrum—to the Committee | sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. KNAPP: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 2155, grant- 
By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 4458) granting a pension | ing an increase of pension to C. W. Bechstedt—to the Committee 
to John M. Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4459) granting | By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
@ pension to Catherine W. Stoops—to the Committee on Pensions, | 2196—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4460) granting an By Mr. MORRELL: Resolution of the board of directors of the 
increase of pension to Samuel E. Lookingbill—to the Committee | Grain and Flour Exchange of Pittsburg, Pa., favoring enlarge- 


on Invalid Pensions. | ment of power of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4461) granting an increase of pension to | Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Fredrick Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. OLMSTED: Resolution of board of directors of the 
Also, a_ bill (H. R. 4462) granting an increase of pension to Grain and Flour Exchange of Pittsburg, Pa., favoring enlarge- 
John N. Mathews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | ment of power of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4463) granting an increase of pension to | Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Martin Schubert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. OVERSTREET: Papers to accompany bill granting an 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 4464) granting an increase of pension to Gran- | increase of pension to Mary Wurtz—to the Committee on Invalid 
ville E. Stout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4465) granting an increase of pension toSny- | Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
der H. Osborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | to Francis M. Hay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4466) granting a pension to William R. Bur- By Mr. PAYNE: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 3959—to the 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4467) granting a pension to Caleb Ellis—to | By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of the heirs of Mary Ann King, de- 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


ceased, late of Montgomery County, Md., praying reference of 
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war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. PORTER: Resolution of Pennsylvania Shoe Manufac- 
turers’ Association, relative to a 35-foot channel for the Delaware 
sate port of Philadelphia—toe the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the board of directors of the Grain and Flour 


Exchange of Pittsburg, Pa., favoring enlargement of power of | 


Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of F. G. Lorens and 


other citizens of Center City, Minn., protesting against passage | 


of parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


Also, petition of Typographical Union No. 432, of Stillwater, | 


Minn., in favor of an eight-hour bill and anti-injunction bill—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of W. J. and A. Hedenthrom and other citizens 
of Lindstrom, Minn.. protesting against passage of parcels-post 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WARNER: Petition of citizens of Monticello and Mans- 
field, Platt County, Ill., praying for an antipolygamy amendment 
to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Charley Lee Post, No. 561, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Herrick, Department of Illinois, urging passage of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
THurRSDAY, November 19, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington. 

Mr. Knute NELSON, a Senator from the State of Minnesota, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. PENROSE, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved,if there be no objection. It is approved. 

GRAZING IN FOREST RESERVES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
draft of a proposed bill to control grazing in forest reserves; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 6, 
International Hod Carriers and Building Laborers’ Union, of 
Sayre, Pa., and a petition of Local Union No. 8874, American 
Federation of Labor, of Shenandoah, Pa.. praying for the passage 
of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 6, Inter- 
national Hod Carriers and Building Laborers’ Union, of Sayre, 
Pa., and a petition of Local Union No. 8874, American Federation 
of Labor, of Shenandoah, Pa., praying for the passage of the so- 
called Hoar anti-injunction bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Lincoln Post, No. 140, Depart- 


ment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of Shamokin, | 


Pa., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Welcome Council, No. 134, Junior 
Order of United American Mechanics, of Pittsburg, Pa.. praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing an educational test for 
immigrants to thiscountry; which was referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 


He also presented a petition of the Pennsylvania Shoe Manu- | 
facturers’ Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., and a petition of the | 
Business and Professional Club of Philadelphia, Pa., praying that | 


an appropriation be made to provide a 35-foot channel in the 
Delaware River from Philadelphia to the sea; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented petitions of sundry citi- 
zens of Auburn, of the congregation of the Christian Church of 


Waitsburg, and of the Alloha Club, of Tacoma, all in the State of | 
Washington, praying for an investigation of the charges made and | 


filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 


which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. | 


He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 325, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Spokane, Wash., remonstrating 
against any reduction of the tariff on cigars, tobacco, etc., im- 
ported from Cuba; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 
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| He also presented a petition of Reynolds Post, Department of 
| Washington, Grand Army of the Republic, of Blaine, Wash., 
| and a petition of J. B. Steedman Post, No. 24. Department of 
| Washington, Grand Army of the Republic, of Whatcom, Wash., 
| praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of Local Union No. 48, 
International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, of Ashland, N. H., 
and a petition of the Building Trades Council of Manchester, 
N. H., praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 438, Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Paper Makers, of Ashland, N. H.,and a 
| petition of the Building Trades Council of Manchester, N. H., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented petitions of M. G. Evenson, of St. 
Peter; of Scofield Post, No. 121, Department of Minnesota, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Zumbrota: of John A. Logan Regi- 
| ment, No. 2, Union Veterans Union, of St. Paul; of James Bry- 

ant Post, No. 119, Department of Minnesota, Grand Army of the 

Republic, of Minneapolis; of Mitchell Post, No. 63, Department 

of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, of Madelia, and of 
| Frank P. Blair Post, No. 82, Department of Minnesota, Grand 

Army of the Republic, of Ortonville, all in the State of Minne- 
| sota, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
| were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union and the congregation of the Western Avenue Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, of Minneapolis; of the Woman’s Christian 

| Temperance Union of Lamberton: of the Woman’s Christian 
| Temperance Union of Wabasso; of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Wabasso; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Minneapolis; of the congregation of the 
Presbyterian Church of Euclid; of the Epworth League of Lam- 
berton; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Etna; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Clarkfield, and 
of the Woman’s Club of Northfield, all in the State of Minnesota, 
praying foran investigation of the charges made and filed against 

Hon. REED Smoor7, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 

referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Sacramento, Cal., praying for the establishment of an 
additional judicial district in that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 192, Amal- 
gamated Association of Street Railway Employees, of Oakland, 
Cal., praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 192, Amal- 
gamated Association of Street Railway Employees, of Oakland, 
Cal., praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the General George A. Custer 
Council, No. 22, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Oak- 
land, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict im- 
migration; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Unions of San Jose and Los “Angeles, Cal., praying for an 

| investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referre1 to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a memorial of the national executive 
committee of the: National German-American Alliance, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Montclair: of 
| the congregation of the Calvary Presbyterian Church, of Camden; 
of the congregation of the Rosedale Baptist Church, of Camden; 
of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Ocean 
Grove; of the Charity Organization Society of Bayonne; of the 
| congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Bayonne; 

of Bayonne Council, No. 119, Junior Order United American Me- 
| chanics; of the congregation of Prospect Street Presbyterian 
Church, of Trenton, and of the congregation of the Bethany Baptist 
Church, of Camden, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for 
an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. ReEp 
SMmoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of the Local Union 
No. 19, American Federation of Labor, of Fort Wayne, Ind., and 
a petition of Local Union No. 10106, American Federation of 
Labor, of Stonebluff, Ind., praying for the passage of the so-called 
eight-hour bill; which were referred to the Committee on Educa- 
‘ tion and Labor. 
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He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 19, American 
Federation of Labor, of Fort Wayne, Ind., and a petition of 
Local Union No. 10106, American Federation of Labor, of Stone- 
bluff, Ind., praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti- 
injunction bill; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a letter addressed to me, in the 
nature of a petition, favoring the extension of patent numbered | 
339781. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McCREARY presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Baptist Church of Monticello, Ky., praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMoor, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee cn Privileges and Elections, 

Mr. SPOONER presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Methodist Church of Horicon, of the congregation of the Evan- 
gelical Church of Horvicon, of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Chippewa Falls, of the Woman’s Christian 
‘Temperance Union of Chippewa Falls, and of the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Sharon, all in the State of 
Wisconsin, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the board of directors 
of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to encourage shipowning and ship- 
building in the United States by rebating a portion of the import 
duties on merchandise carried by American vessels; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 657, Brother- 
hood of Carpenters and..Joiners, of Sheboygan, Wis., praying for 
the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Eau Claire, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Vernon, of the congregation of the First Baptist Church | 
of Eau Claire, of the Christian Endeavor Society of Horicon, of 
the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Horicon, of the 
congregation of the German Lutheran Church of Chippewa Falls, 
and of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church ii Chieeews 
Falls, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for an investigation 
of the charges. made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Black- 
stone, Mass., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon» Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and | 
Elections. 

He also presented the petition of Elza Lawrence, of Otway, | 
N. C.. praying that he be reimbursed on account of certain dis- | 
abilities incurred in the Government service; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAILEY presented a petition of the Woman’s Missionary 
Society of San Antonio, Tex., and a petition of the congregation | 
of the Madison Square Presbyterian Church, of San Antonio, | 
Tex., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed | 
against Hon. Rerp Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; | 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. | 

PAPERS ON POLYGAMY. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a compilation of papers relating 
to polygamy. I move that the papers be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PAPER ON AMERICAN SHIPPING. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a brief paper on the subject of | 
American shipping. I move that the paper be printed as a 
document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 1390) to limit the effects 
of the regulations of commerce between the several States and | 
with foreign countries in certain cases; which was read twice by | 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

















Pensions: 


A bill (S. 1891) granting an increase of pension to Geneveive 
Ludlow; 


a bill.48S. 1392) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
ughes; 
A bill (S. 1398) granting an increase of pension to Moses Hill; 
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A bill (S. 1394) granting an increase of pension to Lewis M. 
Webster; 

A bill (8. 1395) granting a pension to Mary Louisa McGilvary; 

A bill (S. 1396) granting an increase of pension to Emma Rob- 
bins; and 

A bill (S. 1397) granting a pension to Lucy M. Ferman. 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (S.,1398) to correct the military record of Oliver C. Rouse; 

A bill (S. 1399) to amend section 1225 of Revised Statutes, so as 
to provide for detail of retired officers of the Army and Navy to 
assist in military instruction in schools; 

A bill (S. 1400) to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 
itary record of John Esseltine; and 

A bill (S. 1401) for the relief of George E. Rogers. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 1402) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Paul; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 1403) for the promotion and 
retirement of noncommissioned officers of the United States Ma- 
rine Corps; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1404) to provide for site and public 
building at Meadville, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1405) for the relief of David S. 
Gordon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He alsointroduced the following bills; which were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (8S. 1406) for the relief of Mrs. Jane W. Mason; 

A bill (S. 1407) for the relief of John W. Gummo; and 

A bill (S. 1408) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to try, adjudicate, and determine the claim of Clayton G. Landis, 
administrator of David B. Landis, deceased. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1409) granting an increase of pension to Edmund R. 
Newhard; 


A bill (S. 1410) granting a pension to Jackson D. Siner; 


A bill (S. 1411) granting a pension to Nicholas Simon: 

A bill (S. 1412) granting a pension to Isabella C. Swisher; 

A bill (S. 1413) granting a pension to Louisa D. Miler; 

A bill (S. 1414) granting a pension to Jane E. Morr's: 

A bill (S. 1415) granting a pension to Mary J. Williams; 

A bill (S. 1416) granting a pension to Peter A. Poorman; 

A bill (S. 1417) granting a pension to Edith B. Wilkins; and 


A bill (S. 1418) granting an increase of pension to Aaron H. 
Le Van (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. WARREN. On behalf of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Mi.LARD], who is detained by illness, I introduce sundry bills. 

The bill (S. 1419) to fix the salary of the collector of customs at 
Omaha, Nebr., was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The bill (S. 1420) granting an increase of pension to Gustavus 
S. Young was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1421) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Houghton was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

The bill (S. 1422) for the relief of the Omaha National Pank was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 1423) granting.an increase 


_ of pension to Samuel F. Murry; which was read twice byits title, 


and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1424) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Barney H. Stickney; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred tothe Committee on 


| Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1425) for the relief of Eleonora G. 
Goldsborough; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 1426) to prevent the dese- 
cration of the American flag; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1427) to establish a permanent 
military camp ground in the vicinity of Camp Douglas, in Juneau 
County, Wis.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1428) granting an increase of pension to George Pen- 


nington; 
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: A bill (5.1429) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth C. 
-aquin: 
‘ A bill (S.1430) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
S088; 
bill (S. 1431) granting an increase of pension to Martin Rod- 
man; 
m A _ (S. 1432) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
2urcn;: 

A bill (S. 1488) granting a pension to Ellen Hicks; 

A bill (8.1434) granting an increase of pension to Edwin Matt- 

A bill (5.1435) granting an increase of pension to Ira Boying- 
ton; 

A bill (S. 1486) granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 
Wentworth; and 
- A bint (S. 1487) granting an increase of pension to Clarence E. 

3 ullai qa. 

Mr. NELSON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee | 
on Claims: 

A bill (8. 1488) to authorize the restatement, readjustment, 
settlement,and payment of dues to army officers in certain cases; 

A bill (S. 1489) for the relief of Andrew A. Kelly; 

A bill (S. 1440) for the relief of Mrs. P. J. Getty, administra- 
trix: and 

A bill (8. 1441) to reopen and adjust the account for service of 
Lient. Col. W. A. Jones, Corps of Engineers. 

Mr. NELSON imtroduced a bill (S. 1442) for the relief of Sarah 
K. McLean; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1448) toamend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to extend the free-delivery system of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, and for other purposes,”’ approved January 8, 1887; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1444) for the relief of Frank C. 
Darling; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1445) for the relief of A. M. Dar- 
ling, administrator; which wasread twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1446) granting a pension to James Allen (with an ac- 
companying paper); 

A bill (S. 1447) granting a pension to Maria Taylor; 

A bill (S. 1448) granting a pension to Laura Shaver: 

A bill (S. 1449) granting a pension to John McSorley; 

A bill (S. 1450) granting an imcrease of pension to Eliza Jane 
Cameron: 

A bill (S. 1451) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. William 
T. Gord: 

A bill (S. 1452) granting an increase of pension to Mahala Fork- | 
ner; and 

A bill (S. 1453) granting an increase of pension to Frank M. 
Schell. ; 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1454) for the relief of John Perry, administrator de 
bonis non of Mary Scott, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1455) for the relief of the legal representatives of Leo | 
L. Johnson; | 

A bill (S. 1456) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the case of James H. Dennis; 

A bill (S. 1457) for the relief of William Points; 

A bill (S. 1458) for the relief of Hiram Wilhite; 

A hill (S. 1459) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Warren Mitchell, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1460) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
William R. Boice, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1461) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Richard M. Robinson, deceased: 

A bill (S. 1462) for the relief of the legal representative of 
Robert D. Salmon, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1468) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John G. Holloway, deceased, and others; 

A bill (S. 1464) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John C. Reed and Julia A. Reed, deceased; 

A bill (8.1465) for the relief of the drafted men of Pendleton 
and other counties, in the State of Kentucky; 

A bill (S. 1466) for the relief of the trustees of the Emory 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, and of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church, Washington district, Baltimore Conference; 

_ A bill (S. 1467) for the relief of J. 8S. Neal; 
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A bill (S. 1468) for the relief of the Bardstown and Louisville 
Turnpike Com , and others; 

A bill (8.1469) for the relief of Alex. Kennedy; 

A bill (S. 1470) for the relief of Belle M. Robards; 

A bill (8.1471) for the reference of the claims of certain volun- 
teer soldiers to the Court of Claims; 

A bill (S. 1472) for ‘the relief of the Russeliville and Logan 
County Agricultural and Mechanical Association of the State of 
Kentucky; 

A bill (S. 1478) for the relief of Sidney R. Smith; 

- A awe: 1474) for the relief of the estate of W. M. O'Hara, 
eceased; 

A bill (8S. 1475) for the relief of John W. Lewis, late captain, 
Fourth Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers, and others; and 

A bill (S. 1476) for the relief of Susan B. Chambers. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (8S. 1477) to carry out the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Sidney R. Smith 
& Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1478) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Leroy R. Hawthorn; which was read twice by its title. 


| and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1479) granting an increase of pension to James 
Shaffer; 

A bill (S. 1480) granting a pension to Maud Altmeyer (with ac- 
companying papers); and 

A bill (8S. 1481) granting an increase of pension to Joshua Par- 
ton (with pocemaearans papers). 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (8. 1482) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay James L. Ander- 
son the sum of $798.28; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. This is a bill authorizing the Secretary of 


the Treasury to pay an officer in the Philippine Islands for the 


loss of baggage, etc., when transferred from one post td another 
under orders. I present papers insupport of the claim, and move 
that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Philippimes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1488) relative to the fees of at- 
torneys in cases before the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (8. 1484) granting an increase 
of pension to Royal E. Dake; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. MCENERY introduced ‘a bill (8. 1485) for the relief of 
Eugene Augustin Bourcy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1486) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of the late firm of Lapéne & Ferré; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (8. 1487) creating an ac- 


| ditional land office in the State of North Dakota; which was read 


twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced:a bill (8. 1488) granting an increase of 
pension to Enoch Stahler; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1489) granting a pension to Sophia 
Hutchins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1490) to authorize the sale of a part 
of what is known as the Red Lake Indian Reservation, in the State 
of Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1491) granting an increase 
of pension to James A. Hoover; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 1492) for the relief of the 
widow and children of Daniel McDonough, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referrei to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1493) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Thomas W. Ferree; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1494) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Edward Colvin; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (8. 1495) nting an increase of pen- 


sion to Jonathan D. Harrington; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1496) supplemental to 
the act of February 9, 1821, incorporating the Columbian ollege 
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in the District of Columbia, and the acts amendatory thereof; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. $ 4 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1497) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Walter F. Chase; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. _ f 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1498) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Winslow P. Eayrs; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1499) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth A. Collins; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1500) granting a pension to Charles 
Lander; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 1501) for the 
relief of James F. McIndoe; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1502) granting a pension to | 
Eli B. Clark: which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 13) 
providing for the purchase of marble busts of Hon. Justin S. Mor- 
rill and Hon. D. W. Voorhees, late United States Senators from 
the States of Vermont and Indiana, respectively, to be placed in 
the Congressional Library; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 14) provid- | 
ing for the transfer of certain military rolls and records from the | 
Interior and other Departments to the War Department; which | 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 





THE ARMY CANTEEN, 


On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, it was 


Ordered, That Senate Document No. 51, Fifty-seventh Congress, second 
session, relating to the army canteen, be reprinted for the use of the Senate 
and deposited in the Senate document room. 


SOLDIERS’ ROLL OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. PENROSE. I submit a resolution and ask for its present | 
consideration, if there is no objection. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate is hereby directed to 
place on a special roll the names of all messengers now on his list of ooeess 
who are employed about the doors, committee rooms, or elevators of the Senu- 
ate, whose army record, wounds, and disabilities and service in the Senate 
justly entitle them to favorable consideration, to be known and desi ted 
as “The soldiers’ roll of the Senate,” and to continue such persons in such 
positions and employment until cause for their removal have been re- 
ported to and approved by the Senate and their removal directed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- | 
vania asks for the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will allow it to be read | 
again. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. HALE. It is a very important resolution, and it ought to 
be thoroughly examined by some one. I think it ought to go 
over or it should be referred to some committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
resolution goes over under the rule. 

Mr. PENROSE. There are papers accompanying the resolu- 
tion, which I shall not ask to have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The accompanying papers 
will lie on the table with the resolution. 


HARBOR OF COLD SPRING INLET, NEW JERSEY. 


Mr. DRYDEN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the Senate YS. House of Representatives oueseing , That the 
ry of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and direc to cause a | 
survey to be made and estimates to be submitted of the cost of dredging and 
otherwise improving the harbor of Cold Spring Inlet, Cape May County, N.J., 
80 as to meet the demands of commerce. 


FRENCH COMBATANTS IN REVOLUTIONARY WAR. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
book recently published and issued by the French Government, entitled 
“ Combattants mcoais de la Guerre Americaine, 1778-1783" be translated, 
and that there be printed and bound copies of the translation, of which 

shall be © use of the Senate, and for the use of the House of 


| 
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Mr. FRYE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and di to cause a 
survey to be made of Portland Harbor, 6, to include Fore River above 
Portland Bridge and the entrance to Back Cove, with a view to widening and 
y agony bd channels at those localities, and to submit plans and estimates 
for such improvements, 


PROPOSED GRAVING DOCK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate . resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 

MALLORY, as follows: 
_ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate whether or not it is desirable, in the interest of the Navy, 
that the Government of the United States should construct and own a grav- 
ing dock, of capacity sufficient to dock the largest battle ships of the Navy,at 
some pore on the coast of the United States, on the Gulf of Mexico, and if in 
his judgment the same is desirable to also inform the Senate at what port 
on said coast such dock should be located, and the probable cost of the same 
when completed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty-five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. and (at 1 o'clock 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, November 
20, 1903, at 12 o'clock m, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate November 17, 1903. 
POSTMASTERS, 
ARKANSAS. 


Jonathan Neal to be postmaster at Van Buren, in the county of 

Crawford and State of Arkansas. 
IOWA. 

Annie L. Tabor to be postmaster at Independence, in the county 
of Buchanan and State of Iowa. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate November 19, 1902. 

CONSULS-GENERAL. 

Church Howe, of Nebraska, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Antwerp, Belgium. 

Frank Steinhart, of Pennsylvania, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Habana, Cuba. 

Ethelbert Watts, of Pennsylvania, to be consul-general of the 
United States at St. Petersburg, Russia. 

CONSULS, 

George B. Anderson, of the District of Columbia, to be consul 
of the United States at Guadeloupe, West Indies. 

Walter C. Hamm, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at Hull, England. 

Henry Abert Johnson, of the District of Columbia, to be con- 
sul of the United States at Valencia, Spain. 

James Verner Long, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 


| States at Patras, Greece. 


William J. Pike, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 


| States at Zittau, Saxony. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


John Russell, of Mississippi, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Lucien J. Ker, of the District of Columbia, to be a second as- 
sistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States. 

James A. Burns, of the District of Columbia, to be a second 
assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Asst. Surg. Leslie L. Lumsden, of Virginia, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice of the United States, to rank as such from March 14, 1903. 

Asst. Surg. Lundsford D. Fricks, of Maryland, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice of the United States, to rank as such from August 2, 1903. 

Asst. Surg. Victor G. Heiser, of Pennsylvania, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice of the United States, to rank as such from August 3, 1903. 

Asst. Surg. William C. Hobdy, of Kentucky, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice of the United States, to rank as such from August 15, 1903. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 


Francis A. Ashford, of the District of Columbia, to be an as- 
sistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service 
of the United States. 
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Herbert M. Manning, of the District of Columbia, to be an as- | 
sistant surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service | 
of the United States. 

Norman Roberts, of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United | 
States. 





POSTMASTERS. 
COLORADO. 


Arthur F. Brown to be postmaster at Berthoud, in the county 
of Larimer and State of Colorado. 

Robert W. Campbell to be postmaster at Brighton, in the | 
county of Adams and State of Colorado. 

George W. Miller to be postmaster at Hotchkiss, in the county 
of Delta and State of Colorado. | 

Benjamin F. Niesz to be postmaster at Steamboat Springs, in 
the county of Routt and State of Colorado. 

Rolland Oliver to be postmaster at Paonia, in the county of 
Delta and State of Colorado. 

George N. Raymond to be postmaster at Durango, in the county 
of La Plata and State of Colorado. 

Earle H. Reaugh to be postmaster at Alamosa, in the county of 
Conejos and State of Colorado. 

William C. Sloan to be postmaster at Amethyst, in the county 
of Mineral and State of Colorado. 

Frank E. Songer to be postmaster at Crested Butte, in the | 
county of Gunnison and State of Colorado. 

Charles L. Todd to be postmaster at Rifle, in the county Of | 
Garfield and State of Colorado. 

MICHIGAN. | 

F. M. Blatchford to be postmaster at Brighton, in the county 
of Livingston and State of Michigan. 

Edwin L. Clapp to be postmaster at Centerville, in the county | 
of St. Joseph and State of Michigan. 

Thomas E. Dawson to be postmaster at Sanilac Center, in the | 
county of Sanilac and State of Michigan. 

William Glerum to be postmaster at Zeeland, in the county of | 
Ottawa and State of Michigan. 

William Hunter to be postmaster at Capac, in the county of St. | 
Clair and State of Michigan. 

Henry H. Pulver to be postmaster at Laingsburg, in the county | 
of Shiawassee and State of Michigan. 

Carmi R. Smith to be postmaster at Niles, in the county of Ber- 
rien and State of Michigan. 

Abner V. Stevic to be postmaster at Coloma, in the county of 
Berrien and State of Michigan. 

William B. Stiles to be postmaster at Coopersville, in the county | 
of Ottawa and State of Michigan. 








Fred Wade to be postmaster at Saugatuck, in the county of 
Allegan and State of Michigan. 

William Webster to be postmaster at Sault Ste. Marie, late | 
Sault de Ste. Marie, in the county of Chippewa and State of | 
Michigan. 

Joseph Wise to be postmaster at Hubbell, late Southlake Lin- | 
den, in the county of Houghton and State of Michigan. 

NEW JERSEY. 


Robert L. Barber to be postmaster at Camden, in the county | 
of Camden and State of New Jersey. 

Peter W. Brakeley to be postmaster at Dunellen, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey. 

William L. Doremus to be postmaster at Montclair, in the 
county of Essex and State of New Jersey. 

Frank A. Esty to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of | 
Hunterdon and State of New Jersey. 

Herman B. Welker to be postmaster at Orange, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey. 


NEW YORK. 


John S. Burr to be postmaster at Charlotte, in the county of | 
Monroe and State of New York. 

Silas 8. Cartwright to be postmaster at Roxbury, in the county | 
Delaware and State of New York. 

Lucius R. Doty to be postmaster at Catskill, in the county of | 
Greene and State of New York. 

James Freeman to be postmaster at Mumford, in the county of | 
Monroe and State of New York. | 

Frank E. Gaylord to be postmaster at North Collins, in the 
county of Erie and State of New York. 

H. C. Holcomb to be postmaster at Portville, in the county of 
Cattaraugus and State of New York. 

William Hopkins to be postmaster at Ausable Forks, in the | 
county of Essex and State of New York. 

Flora A. Horner to be postmaster at Belmont, in the county of 
Allegany and State of New York. 

Frank H. Johnson to be postmaster at Farmer, in the county of | 
Seneca and state of New York. 
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James E. Johnson to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
St. Lawrence and State of New York. 
James M. Requa to be postmaster at Tarrytown, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York. : 
Norman C. Templeton to be postmaster at Irvington, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York. 

William W. Worden to be postmaster at Saratoga Springs, in 
the county of Saratoga and State of New York. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

Bertha M. Gunderson to be postmaster at Aneta, in the county 
of Nelson and State of North Dakota. 

John E. Jenks to be postmaster at Souris, in the county of Bot- 
tineau and State of North Dakota. 

Charles Leathart to be postmaster at Fairmount, in the county 
of Richland and State of North Dakota. 

William G. Mitchell to be postmaster at Minto, in the county 


| of Walsh and State of North Dakota. 


Edward T. Pierson to be postmaster at Granville, in the county 
of McHenry and State of North Dakota. 

August H. Wahl to be postmaster at Washburn, in the county 
of McLean and State of North Dakota. ; 


OHIO. 


Oliver S. Applegate to be postmaster at Antwerp, in the county 
of Paulding and State of Ohio. 

John Q. A. Campbell to be postmaster at Bellefontaine, in the 
county of Logan and State of Ohio. 

Charles W.Dean to be postmaster at Mingo Junction, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Ohio. 

Charles E. Fenton to be postmaster at Newton Falls, in the 
county of Trumbull and State of Ohio. 

Gustavus A. Gessner to be postmaster at Fremont, in the county 
of Sandusky and State of Ohio. 

Herbert Harrison to be postmaster at Dillonvale, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Ohio. 

Charles H. Huffman to be postmaster at Richwood, in the 
county of Union and State of Ohio. 

Walter M. Kyle to be postmaster at Troy, in the county of 
Miami and State of Ohio. 

Arthur M. Lyon to be postmaster at Struthers, in the county of 
Mahoning and State of Ohio. 

John F. Orr to be postmaster at Xenia, in the county of Greene 


and State of Ohio. 


Lewis M. Riley to be postmaster at Blanchester, in the county 


| of Clinton and State of Ohio. 


Porter Watson to be postmaster at Lowellville, in the county 

of Mahoning and State of Ohio. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

Alexander C. Alton to be postmaster at Fayette City, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania. 

Joseph M. Bloss to be postmaster at Titusville, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Pennsylvania. 

Joseph B. Heister to be postmaster at New Kensington, in the 
county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 

Emma Keat to be postmaster at Pen Argyl, in the county of 
Northampton and State of Pennsylvania. 

Eliza Ketcham to be postmaster at Narberth, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

Jacob E. Long to be postmaster at Bangor, in the county of 
Northampton and State of Pennsylvania. 

Ellwood W. Minster to be postmaster at Bristol, in the county 
of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania. 

George S. Mullin to be postmaster at Hyndman, in the county 
of Bedford and State of Pennsylvania. 

Francis A. Ready to be postmaster at Tarentum, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

Cyrus B. Smith to be postmaster at Wernersville, in the county 
of Berks and State of Pennsylvania. 

Denis O. Sullivan to be postmaster at Devon, in the county of 
Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

Frank S. Tryon to be postmaster at Spartansburg, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania. 

Renwick Rowan to be postmaster at Parnassus, in the county 
of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 

Joseph T. Russell to be postmaster at New Salem, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania. 

James Q. Waters to be postmaster at West Newton, in the 
county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 

John W. Zerbe to be postmaster at Shamokin, in the county of 


Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 


Andrew C. Ziegler to be postmaster at Mars, in the county of 
Butler and State of Pennsylvania. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Samuel T. Poinier to be postmaster at Spartanburg, in the county 


of Spartanburg and State of South Carolina. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuurspDAy, November 19, 1903. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. ParkINsoN, its reading 

clerk. announced that the Senate had passed the following reso- 


lutions; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 


Secretary of War cause an examination and survey to be made for the pur- | 


pose of ascertaining the cost and feasibility of extending a 16-foot channel of 
suitable width from the present channel north of Corner Stake light in an 
easterly direction and north of Shooters Island to Kill van Kull, tostraighten 
and increase the width of waterway at Shooters Island and relieve the con- 
gestion of commerce at ihat point; a!so, a like examination and survey for 
the purpose of ascertaining the cost and feasibility of removing the reef at 
Bergen Point light and deepening to 16 feet and improving and straighten- 
ing the channel between Kill van Kulland Elizabethport, with a plan or plans 
for making such improvements and estimates thereof. 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 16. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and ho is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a 
survey tobe made of Portland Harhor, Maine, to include Fore River above 
Portland Bridge, and the entrance w Back Cove, with a view to widening 
and deepening the channels at those Jovalities, and to submit plans and est1- 
inates for sash improvements. 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 17. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a 
survey to be made and estimates to be submitted of the cost of dredging and 
otherwise improving the harbor of Cold Spring Inlet, Cape May County, N. J., 
so as to meet the demands of commerce. 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, the following resolutions were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appropriate 
committees as indicated below: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War cause an examination and survey to be made for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining the cost and feasibility of extending a 16-foot channel of 
suitable width from the present channel north of Corner Stake light in an 


easterly direction and norih of Shooters Island to Kill van Kull, to straighten | 


and increase the width of waterway at Shooters Island and relieve the con- 
gestion of commerce at that point; also, a like examination and survey for 
the pur eof ascertaining the cost and feasibility of removing the reef at 
Bergen Point light and deepening to 16 feet and improvingand straightening 
the channel between Kill van Kull and Elizabethport, with a plan or plans 
for making such improvements and estimates thereof— : 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 16: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a 


survey to be made of Portland Harbor, Maine, to include Fore River above | 


Portland Bridge, and the entrance to Back Cove, with a view to widening and 
deepening the channels at those localities, and to submit plans and estimates 
for such improvements— 

to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 17: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of Wer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a 
survey to be made gnd estimates to be submitted of the cost of dredging and 
otherwise improving the harbor of Cold Spring Inlet, Cape May County, 
N. J., so as to meet the demands of commerce— 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
CUBAN RECIPROCITY. 


The SPEAKER. In accordance to the resolution adopted here- | 


tofore, the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole 
Horse on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 


the bill H. R. 1921, and the gentleman from New York, Mr. | 


SHERMAN, will take the chair. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr, SHERMAN in 
the chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole | 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of | 
the bill H. R. 1921, the title of which will be announced by the | 


Clerk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a convention between the United 
States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the llth day of December, 1902. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. Broussarp}. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, it would seem an undue 
waste of the time of the House for me to address it at this moment, 
when it is well known that every Member on this floor has already 
— up his mind as to how his vote shall be cast on the pending 

ill. 
_ I can not, however, sit silently by while a rank and ruthless in- 
justice is about to be perpetrated on the State of Louisiana. The 


_pending measure when it becomes law will impose a tax upon 
the people of the State of Louisiana in excess of $2,000,000 an- | 
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nually. That State produces about 300,000-tons of sugar annually, 
and it is proposed by this measure to reduce the tariff upon sugar 
coming into the United States from Cuba by 20 per cent of the 
prevailing rate of duties. Inasmuch as I am instructed by the 
Democratic constituency that has sent me here to cast my vote 
against this proposition, and inasmuch as the Democrats who 
have elected me to this House believe that the reduction of this 
tariff upon Cuban sugar will not accrue to the benefit of the peo- 
ple of the United States nor to the people of Cuba, but will ac- 
crue exclusively to the benefit of the sugar manufacturers of this 
country, and inasmuch as they believe, and I believe, that this 
bill is not along the lines of Democractic reform, I can neither 
permit unchallenged the expression to go forth from Members on 
this side of the House that this is a Democratic measure nor that 
this law will inure to the benefit of the sugar consumers of this 
country or to the Cuban sugar producers. 

That it is nota Democratic measure must be taken to be correct, 
if the history of this legislation is looked into. We know that it 
is essentially an Administration measure. We know that in the 
general recommendation made by the President to the last Con- 
| gress this measure was highly recommended. We know that when 
there was delay by the last Congress about our taking up the mat- 
ter that a special message was sent to Congress by the President 
urging immediate action on the proposition, and we know that 
Congress is now in session, sitting in extraordinary session on a 
sall issued by the President, in order to carry into law this propo- 
sition. 

But, perhaps, this is not sufficient reason to characterize this 
bill as a Republican measure. After careful examination of the 
platforms of both the great parties, I find two expressions of Re- 
| publican approval of this proposition and but one expression on 

this subject in any Democratic platform. 

The Republican platform of 1892 contains the following: 

We point to the success of the Republican policy of reciprocity, under 
which our export trade has vastly increased and new and enlarged markets 
have been opened for the products of our farms and workshops. Weremind 
the people of the bitter opposition of the Democratic party to this practical 
business measure, and claim that, executed by a Republican Administration, 
our present laws will eventually give us control of the trade of the world. 


In the Republican platform of 1896 the following declaration is 
to be found: 

We believe the repeal of the reciprocity arrangements negotiated by the 
last Republican Administration was a national calamity, and we demand 
their renewal and extens‘on on such terms as will equalize our trade with 
other nations, remove the restrictions which now obstruct the sale of Ameri- 
can products in the ports of other countries, and secure enlarged markets 
for the products of our farms, forests, and factories. 

Protection and reciprocity are twin measures of Republican policy and go 
| hand in hand. Democratic rule has recklessly struck down both, and both 
must be reestablished. Protection for what we produce; free admission for 
the necessities of life which we do not produce; reciprocity agreements of 
mutual interests which again open markets for us in return for our open 
markets to others. Protection builds up domestic industry and trads and 
secures our own market for ourselves. Reciprocity builds up foreign trade 
and finds an outlet for our surplus. 


Going over to the Democratic platform of 1892, promulgated 

at Chicago that year, I find the only expression on reciprocity ever 
promulgated by the party. Ishallread that plank of the platform 
bearing on this subject, because I take it that Democrats prefer 
to draw their interpretations of Democratic doctrines from the 
| platform of their party rather than from the statements of gen- 
| tlemen, no matter how high in authority they may be in the 
| party. Section 4 of the platform of 1892 reads as follows: 
Trade interchange on the basis of reciprocal advantages to the countries 
participating is a time-honored doctrine of the Democratic faith; but we de- 
nounce the sham reciprocity which juggles with the people’s desire for 
enlarged foreign markets and freer exchanges by pretending to establish 
closer trade relations for a country whose articles of export are almost ex- 
clusively agricultural products with other countries that are alsoagricultural, 
while erecting a custom-house barrier of prohibitive tariff taxes aga‘nst the 
richest and the countries of the world that stand ready to take our entire 
surplus of products and to exchange therefor commodities which are neces- 
| saries and comforts of life among our own people. 

It will be noticed that this declaration of Democratic doctrine 
not only characterizes the reciprocity of the Republican party as 
sham reciprocity, but defines what sham reciprocity is—as that 
kind of reciprocity establishing ‘‘ closer trade relations for a coun- 
try whose articles of export are almost exclusively agricultural 
products with other countries that are also agricultural.’’ Now, 
it is evident that this treaty falls directly within the scope of that 
definition, for of the $32,000,000 worth of the product of Cuba 
coming into the United States last year, more than $31,000,000 
were raw material and agricultural products. 

In the campaign of that year the campaign book issued by the 
national Democratic campaign committee characterized this spe- 
| cies of reciprocity, which had been approved by the Republican 
platform, as shown above, and condemned by our platform, as 
follows: 

That the system of reciprocity to which the Republicans are now pointing 
with pride was egos two years ago in fraud, was conceived in dissimila- 
tion, was born in falsehood, and is now wrapped in the juggled figures of 
systematic misrepresentation. 
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I am indebted for this excerpt to the courtesy of my friend from | 
Georgia ‘| Mr. Bart Lett], who quoted it from the campaign book 
of 1892 in the great speech delivered by him against Cuban reci- | 
procity April 16, 1902. 

It was upon this issue in 1892, and since, that the people of the 
South, believing in tariff reform, condemned reciprocity in many | 
State and Congressional platforms, from one of which my friend | 
from Texas [Mr. BurGess] read yesterday as juggling with a 
principle to which the Democratic party could not subscribe. I | 
find that my friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] the other day | 
paid high encomium to a former leader of the minority on the 
fioor of this House, Mr. Bartey of Texas. I would like to com- 
mend to him a passage in the speech of this great leader of the 
Democratic party while speaking on the Dingley bill. He said 


in part: 


The Chicago platform does not differ from the former declarations of the 






| 
Democratic party as to the right of the Government to lay taxes. It does, 
owevrer, difier essentially from the platform of 1892 as to the policy of ex- | 
erapting raw materials from taxation. But, sir, the doctrine of free raw | 
inateriais was itself a radieal departure from all Democratic traditions, and 


in departing from it the Chicago convention simply returned to the time- 
ionored principles of our party. Never in all its history, until it fell under 
ange delusion which can only be described as Clevelandism, did the 
‘atic party countenance a proposition to allow the manufacturers of 
intry to buy almost everything they need free from taxation, while 
iving them the benefit of a duty on nearly everything they sell. {Applause.] 
"be first attempt to commit the Democratic party to this pernicious heresy 
was made by Hon. A. S. Hewitt, during the debate on the bill to create a 
tariff commission, in 1882. Mr. Hewitt was then a Democratic Member of 
this House; but he admits that all the Democratic leaders of that time were.| 
opposed to his position. 

I point to this part of Mr. BarLey's speech to show to the gen- | 
tleman and to show to the Democratic Members of this House 
that not only was the platform opposed to reciprocity, the very 
reciprocity which we are discussing now; not only did the cam- 
paign book give it out to Democrats as sound Democratic doctrine 
that such a policy could not be pursued by the Democratic party, 
but Mr. Bai.ey, then the leader of the minority in the House, 
took the position that free raw material was a pernicious heresy 
of the Democratic party and had never been heard of except in 
the convention of 1892. If, therefore, free raw material isa heresy | 
of the Democratic party, under what justification can a Democrat | 
cast his vote to reduce the tartff on raw material without in any 
wise reducing the tariff on manufactured articles? How can a 
Democrat, viewing this bill as a reduction of the tariff on raw 
material, go back upon the declaration of his party on this sub- 
ject? How can he go back on the statements made by the repre- | 
sentatives of the party in the campaign book of that year and on 
the floor of this House? 

But gentlemen quote Mr. Jefferson as favoring reciprocity. 
Now, some one has said that no opinion is stronger than the rea- 
sons upon which it rests. If Mr. Jefferson at any time advocated 
reciprocity, the later doctrine of the Democratic party has con- 
demned it, and what difficulty would confront gentlemen on this 
side of the House who, believing that a tariff for revenue is a cor- 
rect Democratic doctrine, espoused the cause of reciprocity? 
What would such a position lead to? Where would be the differ- 
ence on the tariff between that position and the position occupied 
by gentlemen on the other side who believe in a protective tariff 
and reciprocity? There would then be but this difference be- 
tween the position of the two parties on the tariff: The Republic- 
ans would start by building a high tariff, thus bringing about a 
surplus in the Treasury, and would then reform the tariff by en- | 
acting reciprocal trade relations with other countries, destroying 
this surplus until the amount actually collected through the cus- | 
tom-houses, plus the internal taxes of the country, would bring 
the tariff to one sufficiently large to raise the revenues necessary 
to administer the affairs of the Government. 

The Democratic party, believing in a tariff for revenue, would | 
enact a tariff law the collections from which, added to the inter- 
nal taxes of the country, would meet the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment economically administered, and then, in order to carry 
out this doctrine of reciprocity, just to the extent that reciprocal 
trade relations were established between this Government and a 
foreign country the rate of tariff on goods coming from other 
countries would have to be raised by so much as the treaty 
of reciprocity with the country establishing such trade relations 
with this country would be reduced, and with each subsequent 
reciprocity treaty a like course would have to be pursued until 
the rate on goods coming from countries not in reciprocal trade 
relations with this Government reached the same total as those 
ultimately fixed by the Republican y in pursuing its policy, 
so that eventually there will be no difference between the position 
of the Democratic party and the Republican party on the ques- 
tion of tariff except as to the method adopted to ultimately reach 
the same point. 

One party would start by building high rates and reducing them 
by reciprocity treaties; the other would start by building rates 
just sufficient to administer the Government and then raising 
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them as treaties were consummated between this country and other 
countries. To make more clear this position let us assume that 
the Democratic instead of the Republican party had been in power 
in 1897, and that a bill in place of the Dingley bill had been fash- 
ioned by the Democratic party, the establishment of the proposed 
trade relation between this Government and the island of Cuba 


| would necessarily reduce the revenue and create a deficit in the 


Treasury. But as no one on this side of the House advocates the 


| administering of the affairs of the Government on a credit basis, 


it would immediately become the duty of this Congress, after 
ratifying this treaty between Cuba and the United States, to cor- 
respondingly raise the rates on all articles imported into this 
country from other countries than Cuba, so as to raise additional 


| revenues, and in doing that raise the tariff in the exact proportion 
| with the reduction of revenues brought about by the reciprocity 


treaty with Cuba. 
As between the two positions, tariff for revenue and reciprocity 
on the one side and protection and reciprocity on the other side, 


| the Republican idea would at least have the virtue of stability, 
| the other would be an ever-shifting process, dangerous to trade 
| and to continued party success. The other proposition which I 


desire to discuss is: Who will derive the benefit of this 20 per cent 
reduction? The matter is so plain to my mind that the trust will 
get the benefit of this reduction that I can not conceive by what 
method of argument gentlemen can present any other view. In 


| the first place, in the last Congress when this bill passed this 


House, taking off the differential on sugar, that differential by 
which the sugar trust subsists, the bill went to the Senate, and 
there it remained in committee and did not come out of the com- 
mittee at all during that session. What was the power that held 


| it in that committee? Was it the Cuban planter, who was at that 


time said to be suffering in Cuba? No; for the Cuban planters 
did not produce one single pound of refined sugar. Not only do 
they preduce no refired sugar for export from their country, but 
theyactually import refined sugar from the United States to Cuba 
for their consumption. They could not and did not complain be- 
cause the differential was stricken off. 

Was it the beet-sugar producer who complained? No; because 
all of the representatives of States growing beet sugar on this 
floor voted to take off the differential. Was it the Louisiana cane- 


|sugar growers who protested against it? Not they; for their 


representatives voted to take off the differential. Where was the 
power that held this bill in the Senate committee? Everyone 
familiar with the subject knows that the trust held up the bill. 

Did the President, finding the differential had been taken off in 
the House, and advocating reciprocity because, as he contended, 
of the poverty of the Cuban planter, aware of the fact that Cuba 
produced no refined sugar, and that the taking off of the differen- 
tial could in no wise affect the production of Cuban sugars brought 
in this country, send a message to the Senate, as he had done in 
the House, urging the immediate passage of the bill? He did not. 
The taking off of the differential was the destruction of the sugar 
trust. The passage of the Cuban reciprocity bill with the reten- 
tion of the differential was in the interest of the sugar trust. So 
that the old lines drawn by the President to give this additional 
bonus to the trust had to be abandoned, for the trust would not 
permit a reduction of the tariff rates on sugar if at the same time 
the differential was taken off of the sugars of the world. That 
course, therefore, had to be abandoned. Meanwhile the Senate, 
through a committee, commenced an investigation of this matter 
to ascertain what connection, if any, the sugar trust had with the 
move for the reduction of the tariff on Cuban sugars. 

It is due to the splendid work of Senator TELLER that a direct 
connection was established between the sugar trust and the move- 
ment to reduce the tariff on Cuban sugars. It was through the 
efforts of Senator TELLER that it was ascertained that literature 
sent out in the interest of this movement had been paid for by the 
trust. And while Mr. Havemeyer, president of the American 
Sugar Refining Company, had declared before that committee 
his indifference to the passage of this measure, yet Mr. Thurber, 

resident of the United States Export Association, was forced 

y Senator TELLER to the admission that the sugar trust had con- 
tributed at least $2,500 toward conducting the campaign in behalf 
of the reduction of the tariff on Cuban sugars. A friend of mine, 
referring to this matter, called this measure a reciprocity treaty 
between Havemeyer, of the American Sugar Refining Company, 
and Thurber, of the United States Export Association. And I be- 
lieve that characterization of the ag aw to be correct. 

Immediately, however, upon the differential being taken off 
in the House, the President of the United States, in usurpation of 
powers which belonged to this House, entered into a treaty of reci- 
procity with the Government of Cuba, a treaty by which he con- 
templated to bring about the same result that had been sought 
to be brought about in this House, reducing the tariff on Cuban 
sugars and maintaining the differential, and then he convened 
Congress in extra session in order to adopt this proposition. 
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Now, will not the sugar trust get the entire benefit from this, 
and will the sugar planters of Cuba derive a single cent of profit 
out of this proposition? I contend that the sugar trust will get 
the entire benefit and that the Cuban planters will not get a cent 
of it, and I will explain the reason why I think so, and I will pro- 
duce the facts upon which I make this statement. : 

We in Louisiana are compelled, just as the Cuban planter is com- 

lied, to sell all of our product tothesugar trust. The American 
Pager Refining Company has a refinery in New Orleans. We sell 
our sugar to the American Sugar Refining Company. When we 
come to New Orleans to our market we are met with this condition 
of affairs. The trust says to us: ‘‘ The price of sugar in New York 
is, say, 3} cents. We will give you for your sugar, on the New 
Orleans market, 3} cents, less three-sixteenths of a cent a pound.”’ 
When we ask them why they deduct three-sixteenths of a cent a 

und from the New York price they say the freight to New York 
is three-sixteenths of acentapound. When we tell them that our 
sugars do not go out of Louisiana; that they have their refinery 
right at hand; that they refine their sugar at that point, and that 
New Orleans is a distributing point, and that therefore they do 
not have to pay any freight charges to New York on our raw 
sugar, they say they know that as well as we do, but they say to 
us: “If you do not care to sell your sugars to us in the city of 
New Orleans, then move it to New York, pay the freight rate, 
and there you will get the New York price on your sugar.” 
There being nothing to gain by this but delay, we sell in New 
Orleans, and thus they deprive us of the three-sixteenths of a cent 
a pound on every pound of sugar produced in Louisiana. 
ing the sole purchasers of this raw oe if they have the 
power thus to mulct us in three-sixteenths of a cent a pound be- 
cause the freight rate to New York is three-sixteenths of a cent 
pound, thenif you reduce your tariff 20 per cent on Cuban sugar, 
and they exert the same influence and the same power and tell the 
Cuban planter that they will pay them the price of their raw sugar, 
which is the cost of producing it, with a small margin of profit, 
plus the tariff upon the sugar entering New York, less the 20 per 
cent reduction which has been made in the tariff, or they can zo 
elsewhere with their sugar, what can the Cuban sugar producers 
do? Where can they go? Where is there any other market for 
them? Will they not, like the Louisiana planter, be compelled to 
turn their sugar over to the American Sugar Refining Company, 
the American Sugar Refining Company taking possession of the 
20 per cent reduction and placing it ip their treasury, thus trans- 
ferring the money, which now goes into the Treasury of the United 
States from the present tariff on Cuban sugar, into the treasury of 
the American Sugar Refining Company? Is there any answer to 
that proposition? 

The other day I asked the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
McCLELLAN] a question which he said he would not answer just 
at that time, but that he would answer later on. I do not know 
whether or not the gentleman from New York is now on the floor. 
I have read his speech carefully and I find in it no answer to the 
question which I put to him. The question which I asked him 
was this: 

Will the gentleman explain to the House how it is that three days ago 
prime yellow clarified (unrefined) sugar was quoted at 33, while last year 
on the same day it was 333, or a difference of 3} points against the American 
producer, while refined sugar on the same day last year was quoted at 4.21 
and this year at 4.50? In er words, why is it that refined s has gained 
29 points since Congress met, and prime yellow clarified, the best grade 
of unrefined sugar, has lost 3} points, a difference of just 32} points, the exact 
amount fixed by the pending reciprocity bill? 

In order to explain fully the purport of this question and the 
facts which I sought to elicit from the gentleman from New York, 
I had better make an explanation of the differential. The present 
tariff rate on sugar imported into this country is a sliding-scale 
rate sofar as raw sugar is concerned. The rate is for sugars test- 
ing 75° of the polariscope, 0.95 of a cent per pound, and for each 
additional de of the polariscope 0.035 of a cent per pound. 
Now, under that scale sugars testing 100 would pay 1.824, or 
$1.82; per 100 pounds, while refined sugar pays 1.95, or $1.95 

r 100 ds. So that, theoretically speaking, the differential 
is Only 12} points, or 124 cents per 100 pounds. But all sugar 
above 96 test is classed as refined sugar, and 96 test sugar pays a 
rate of a amounting to 1.61, or $1.61 per 100 pounds. So that 
immediately after passing the 96 test sugars pay 1.95, or $1.95 per 
100 pounds. Therefore the real differential is not 12} points, but 
34 points; and that is the differential legislated primarily for the 


interest of the sugar trust, though in some degree it enhances the. 


uced sugar. 

It would necessarily follow, if, as contended by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. McC.E..ay], there is only one market at 
the same time in this country for all kinds of sugar, the differ- 
ence between the price on raw sugar and refined sugar should at 
no time be more than 34 points, or 34 cents per 100 pounds, and 
the price of each should travel in parallel lines. But,as a matter 
of fact, such is not the case. Taking the question propounded 


value of American prod 





| to him, we find that last year, on the 15th of November, prime 


yellow clarified sold for 333. This year, on the same day, it sold 

for 33}, or a difference of practically 3} points. But on the same 

day last year refined sugar sold for 4.21, and on that day this year 

for 4.50, a difference of 29 points. So that the producer on the 

15th of November was practically 3} points behind last year’s 
| market on the same day, because it was known that Cuban reci- 
procity would not be successful in the Congress, while the con- 
sumer was being charged 29 points more for refined sugar. And 
adding the loss to the producer, 3}, to the loss to the consumer, 
29 points, we find a difference of 324 points clear gain to the trust 
on the market value of the difference between raw and refined 
sugars. 

Now, all sugars coming from Cuba last year were of an average 
testof 94. But 94 sugars pay 1.61, and assuming the present crop 
of Cuba to test 94, which is more than probable, 20 per cent re- 
duction on the tariff on that test, or 24 per cent reduction on 1.61, 
equals 324 points. So that on the 15th of November the trust, 
with the full knowledge that this measure would become law, 
and knowing that the Louisiana sugar producer was on the mar- 
ket with his crop, deducted the 32} points in anticipation of the 

passage of this bill. And between the Louisiana producer and 
the American consumer the American Sugar Trust is now appro- 
priating the 324 points contemplated by this bill. If they charge 
this against us to-day, will they not charge it against the Cuban 
crop when it commences to reach the ports of the United States 
next month? 

But since November 15, when the question was asked the gen- 
tleman from New York on McCLeLuLaN], on this morning the 
secretary of the New Orleans Sugar Exchange, now in Washing- 
ton, is in receipt of a telegram, which I hold in my hand, signed 
by the president of that exchange, which reads as follows: 

- 348 puree price prime yellows to-day. Refiners here buying basis3,,, for 
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Gentlemen will note prime yellow is quoted at 3}%, but that the 
refiners are buying 96 test at 3/;, evidencing what I have just 
recited, the forced reduction of the price of our sugar, because 
we disposed of it on the New Orleans instead of the New York 
market. But this telegram conveys more than that. Since No- 
vember 15 our sugars have dropped from 33} to 3;; (which is . 
equivalent to 3}4); 3}4 from 334 shows a drop of x5, or a differ- 
ence of plus 24 points. So that, not content with taking 29 points 
from the American consumer at this time, we are losing by the 
simple agitation of this question here, on the Louisiana crop, 24 
points over last year’s price. 

In the face of these demonstrations can any gentleman further 
argue that the trust will not get the 20 per cent reduction con- 
templated by this bill? These bandits of modern American com- 
merce preying upon the American people by devices of stealth of 
action and tricks of cunning are as affectual in accomplishing 
their purpose as their prototypes of more ancient times accom- 
plished theirs by personal exposure, physical risk, and misdirected 
courage. 

Shall it be said that this Congress, realizing the full effect of 
this measure—shall it be said that the Democratic Members of 
this Congress, realizing as they did in the last Congress that this 
gigantic monster is prepared to swallow up the substance of the 
people, will deliberately cast their vote to again enlarge the field 
of the differential? For I contend that, in view of these demon- 
strations, the proof of which I have just furnished the House, 
the 20 per cent reduction on Cuban sugars means an additional 
| differential in favor of the trust. 

The Democratic party, opposed to trusts, should never align 
| itself to a proposition intending to give larger scope, greater op- 
portunity, and more powerful leverage to extort from thé people 
of this country additional tribute to this awful concern. 

That the effort will be made on the part of the Democrats be- 
fore we take a vote on this bill to take off the differential is well 
known to this conntry; that this effort will be unavailing is well 
known to the Democrats on this floor. Failing in that, failing in 
the effort to relieve the people from the unjust taxation imposed 
upon them by the sugar trust, realizing that the effect of this leg- 
islation will be to add a further differential in favor of the trust, 
almost equivalent to the differential which it now unduly re- 
ceives, will any Democrat lend his efforts, cast his vote, or use 
his influence to bring about the perpetration of this outrage upon 
| the sugar ind y of this country, knowing full well that no citi- 
zen will be benefited by that action, that no Cuban planter will 
derive any a of the profits of this reduction, but that in its en- 
tirety, as though lifting bodily that amount of money from the 
Treasury of the United States and transferring it into the coffers 
of this corporation, the trust will receive every cent of it? If that 
be not true, then why has not the last bill with the differential 
off become law? If that be not true, then why was the American 
Sugar Refinery lending its efforts and inflnence toward carrying 
through Congress this legislation? Why has it had its lobbyists 
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in the corridors of this building, and why is it engaged at this 
moment in taxing the Louisiana sugar planter even in advance of 
the passage of this measure? 


this matter that the trust will get the benefit of this reduction. 
Gentlemen on this floor have contended otherwise. There cer- 
tainly is a way by which this matter can be adjusted to the satis- 
faction of all parties concerned. We are willing to stand the test 
of our contention. Why not make a provision in this bill that if 
at any time it should be proven that the trust does receive the 
benefit of this reduction, then it shall be the duty of the Presi- 
dent to abrogate this treaty with Cuba? Cleariy, if the Cuban 
people do not get the benefit of the reduction they will be inter- 
ested in proving that fact. Clearly, if the sugar trust extorts 
from them this 20 per cent, which they believe they will receive, 
they will not hesitate to make the fact public. Clearly, if the 
Louisiana planter sees the price of his commodity reduced because 
of this legislation, and the trust receives the profits accruing 
from it, he will not be interested in concealing the facts, and the 
facts which I have given above would soon be substantiated, so 
that the President of the United States would be compelled to 
give recognition of the fact that this legislation inured exclusively 
to the benefit of the sugar trust; and I do not believe that, should 
such a condition arise, the President of the United States would 
either neglect or delay to carry out the behest of Congress if pre- 
sented to him in the manner which I have described. 

No harm can grow out of such a proposition. Or, if the trust 
does not get the profits, then the provision in the bill would be 
harmless. But if, on the other hand, the trust should get the 
benefit of it, I take it that no man on this floor—certainly no 
Democrat on this floor—would want to see a continuation of con- 
ditions whereby at least one of the trusts of this country was a 
direct beneficiary of legislation in the framing of which they had 
participated. Is not this a fair proposition? Can any one urge a 
reason against the adoption of such a proposition? Oh, I know 
that my Democratic friends will say that the rules under which 
this bill is being considered precludes the possibility of an amend- 
ment, but if they can find a way to submit a proposition to take 
off the differential, why can they not couple with that proposi- 
tion the one which I now submit? True there would be as little 
opportunity of securing the passage of this amendment as there 
is of passing the one taking off the differential, but it would have 
served as a warning on the country that in the participation of 
Members on this side of the Chamber in this legislation they are 
at least free from any desire, which I know is true, to legislate 
any additional favors upon an institution now overburdened with 
favors growing out of past legislation. 

Such a proposition as I have indicated is thoroughly within the 
power of the House to include in this proposition. Such a course 
of action on the part of Congress has at least two precedents to 
goby. The countervailing duty fixed in the Dingley law is along 
the lines of this suggestion, and the suspension of articles placed 
on the free list by the McKinley law and the imposition by proc- 
lamation of a stated duty on such articles, which included sugar, 
hides, etc., was a provision in the McKinley bill. In the case of 
Field v. Clark (143 U. 8S. Reports, p. 649) the Supreme Court 
held that that species of legislation was perfectly constitutional. 
After going over innumerable authorities, Judge Harlan, as the 
organ of the court, concludes as follows: 


That Congress can not delegate legislative power to the President isa prin- 
ciple universally recognized as vital to the integrity and maintenance of the 
—s of government ordained by the Constitution. The act of October 1, 
1890, in the particular under consideration, is not inconsistent with that prin- 
ciple. It does not, in any real sense, invest the President with the power of 
legislation. For the purpose of securing reciprocal trade with countries pro- 
ducing and exporting sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, Congress itself 
determined that the provisions of the act of October 1, 1890, permitting the 
free introduction of such articles, should be suspended as toany country pro- 
ducing and exporting them that imposed exactions and duties on the agri- 
cultural and other products of the United States, which the President deemed, 
that is, which he found to be, reciprocally unequal and unreasonable. Con- 
gress itself prescribed, in advance, the duties to be levied, collected, and paid 
on sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, or hides, produced by or exported from such 
designated country, while the suspension lasted. Nothing involving the ex- 
eae or a operation of such legislation was left to.the determina- 

ion of the President. The words, “he may deem,” in the third section, of 
course, implied that the President would examine the commercial - 
tions of other countries producing and exporting sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, 
and hides, and form a judgment as to whether they were reciprocally equal 
and reasonable, or the contrary, in their effect upon American products. 
But when he ascertained the fact that duties and exactions, reciprocally un- 
uai and unreasonable, were imposed upon the agricultural or other prod- 
ucts of the United States by a Tz) roducing and exporting sugar, mo- 
lasses, coffee, tea, or hides, it became duty to issue a proclamation declar- 
ing the suspension, as to that country, which Congress had determined should 
occur. He no discretion in the mises except in t to the dura- 
tion of the suspension so ordered. t that related only to the enforcement 
of the policy established Sa. 

As the suspension was absolutely required when the President ascertained 
the existence of a particular fact, it can not be said that in ascertaining that 
fact and in issuing his proclamation in obedience to the legislative will he 
exercised the function of making laws. ve power was exercised 
when Congress declared that the suspension should take effect upon a named 
contingency. What the President was required to do was simply in execu- 
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tion of the act of Congress. It was not themakingof law. He was the mere 
agent of the lawmaking department to ascertain and declare the event upon 
which its expressed will was to take effect. It wasa part of the law itself as 


re oa | it left the hands of Congress that the provisions, full and complete in them- 
We in Louisiana have always contended from the inception of 


selves, permitting the free introduction of sugars, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides from particular countries should be suspended in a given contingency, 
and that in case of such suspensions certain duties should be imposed. 

“The true distinction,” as Judge Ranney, speaking for the supreme court 
of Ohio, has well said, “is between the delegation of power to make the law, 


| which necessarily involves a discretion as to what it shall be, and conferring 
| authority or discretion as to its execution, to be exercised under and in pur- 
| suance of the law. The first can not be done; to the latter no valid objection 
| can be made.” (Cincinnati, Wilmington, etc., Railroad v. Commissioners, 1 


Ohio Stat., 88.) 

In Moore v. City of Reading (21 Pa. Stat., 188, 202) the language of the 
court was: 

“Half the statutes on our books are in the alternative, Gepending =p the 
discretion of some person or persons to whom is confided the duty of deter- 
mining whether the proper occasion exists for executing them. But it can 
not be said that the exercise of such discretion is the making of the law.” 

So in Locke's Appeal (72 Pa. Stat., 491, 498): 

“To assert that a law is less than a law because it is made to depend ona 
future event or act is to rob the legislature of the power to act wisely for the 

public welfare whenever a law is passed relating to a state of affairs not yet 
Reveloped or to things future or impossible to fully know.” 

The proper distinction, the court said, was this: 

“The yoo" can not weg its power to make a law, but it can make 
a law to delegate a power to determine some fact or state of things upon 
which the law makes or intends to make its own action depend. To deny 
this would be to stop the wheels of government. There are many things 
upon which wise and useful legislation must depend which can not be known 
to the lawmaking power, and must, therefore, be a subject of inquiry and 
determination outside of the halls of legislation.” 

What has been said is equally eee to the objection that the third 
section of the act invests the President with treaty-making power. 

The court is of opinion that the third section of the act of October 1, 1890, 


is not liable to the objection that it transfers ve and treaty-making 
power to the President. Evenif it were, it would not by any means follow 
that other parts of the act, those which directly imposed duties upon articles 
imported, would be inoperative. But we need not in this connection enter 
upon the consideration of that question. 


The President of the United States in negotiating this treaty 
usurped a prerogative of this body, violated a constitutional pro- 
vision placing exclusively in the power of this body bills affecting 
the revenue of the Government; and it will not do for gentlemen 
to contend that this is not so, because in the bill itself appears a 
provision declaring that this action on our part shall not be con- 
strued as a surrender of the right of this body to originate bills 
affecting the revenue. 

How harlequinesque this position! This House, realizing that 
it is being despoiled of one of its constitutional privileges, sub- 
mits it—nay, assists in the despoiling, and contents itself with a 
mild protest that this submission, that this assistance shall not 
be construed as a submission and an assistance. What absurd 
folly! Is this House, under the Republican policy of centraliza- 
tion of power into one hand, ready to abdicate its most sacred 
rights? Is this House ready to subscribe with a mild form of pro- 
test to being thus despoiled of this power? Is this House prepared 
to abrogate in the future its power to legislate and regulate tariff 
schedules, revenue-producing laws, everything affecting the rev- 
enue, to the President of the United States and submit to it, agree 
to play the second fiddle in the exercise of a power exclusively in- 
trusted to it by the Constitution of the United States? And, to 
make this matter worse, while with the one hand it surrenders 
this power to the President, on the other hand it usurps the power 
which belongs exclusively to the upper House of Congress. 

Note the purpose of this bill—to carry into effect a treaty. 
Under the Constitution the right to make treaties is in the execu- 
tive branch of the Government, subject to the approval by ratifica- 
tion of the upper House of Congress, and here this unconstitutional 
method of bringing about this legislation, which should have 
originated in the House, originates in the Executive, and from the 
Executive in the form adopted, the consent of the upper House 
alone being necessary. Due to the usurpation by the President 
of the powers of the House, we are led from one ridiculous position 
to another, and we find under that method of procedure that it 
becomes necessary for this House to usurp constitutional rights 
which exclusively belong to the upper House. 

I have sought, as fully as the time allotted me would permit, 
to present two of the many objections to this bill. Having pre- 
sented them as clearly as I can, I an willing to submit the matter 
to the determination of this House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman,I thought the other day that 
the gentleman from Mississippi indulged in scant courtesy to the 
‘*blanket Indians who were striving to get back to the reserva- 
tion,’’ when he taunted them with what I thought he called de- 
sertion from their allies. [Laughter.] I suppose I am one of 
those blanket Indians. Atallevents I am seeking the reservation. 
{Laughter.] But I am notentitled to the taunt of the gentleman 
of having deserted my allies. The gentleman will remember that 
on last Saturday night the Democrats in this House indulged in 
a caucus, and we are told that in that caucus they hurried to an- 
nounce to the world that whether the amendment they desired to 
this bill was attached to it or not they would vote for the bill. 
In view of that action, and that is the earliest action that any 
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party could have taken, I would like to know where the taunt of 
desertion belongs. ’ ; 
Mr. Chairman, I have intimated that I intend to vote for this 
bill, and yet I confess I do it with reluctance. I doit because the 
large majority of my associates seem to think that it is necessary, 
because the Administration very heartily approves of it, because 
the last Republican State convention of the State of Iowa declared 
in favor of it. Therefore I intend to vote for it, but I am not 
satisfied with the reasoning indulged in by gentlemen in support 
of it. Iam not one of those who believe that we owe anything to 
Cuba. I did not know that it was contended, or it could have 


been contended, a little more than one hundred years ago, after | 
the colonies had received much of assistance from the French | 


monarchy, after our liberation, after the establishment of our 
Government, that because the French armies and French fleets 
were instrumental in securing our independence therefore we 
were entitled to great liberality in trade conventions with France. 
I know of no reason why we are indebted or why we owe anything 
to the Republic of Cuba. We have done much for them. We 


have spent three or four hundred millions of treasure, we have | 


sacrificed many lives, in order that that little nationality might 
be relieved from oppression. 

I believe in the doctrine of reciprocity, but I believe in Repub- 
lican reciprocity. I believe in the reciprocity of McKinley, and I 
want now to say that that most estimable character has, in my 


judgment, been traduced and slandered by many men who have | 
undertaken to repeat or to give signification to the last speech he | 


ever uttered. 


There is nothing in that speech from beginning to end that dif- | 


fers one iota from the well-established doctrines of the Republican 
party upon this question of reciprocity, namely, that the articles 
that are to be the subject of reciprocal arrangement and are to 
have advantages in our markets are to be the noncompetitive arti- 
cles that will not interfere with our labor or with our industries. 
Let me read the concluding sentence in that speech on this sub- 
ject, and it ought to quiet these gentlemen who are assiduous in 
their efforts to make it appear that William McKinley had re- 
canted something in regard to his tariff views, that he had taken 
a back track, that he was on the way to Democratic free trade. 
The sentence of most importance in his speech is this: 


We should take from our customers such of their products as we can use | 


without harm to our industries and our labor. 

That is what William McKinley said. What is there in that 
that gives encouragement to men who claim that the competitive 
article, the article that does harm to our industries or does harm 
to our labor, is to be the subject of reciprocal agreement? 

Mr. Chairman, I believe in the system of protection as taught 
by the Republican party, and as illustrated by it in its legislation. 
And right here I want to say that in my judgment there is no 


Republican who claims that there is sanctity or sacredness in | 


schedules, that they are written for all time, that they are to be 
permanent and unchanged. The Republican party has eight 
times entirely modified and changed the tariff and revised it. 
The tariff has been revised four times since I became a Member 
of this House—three times by the Republican party and once by 
the Democratic party. We recognize that changed conditions 
make changes in tariff rates essential, but we do cling to the pro- 
tective principle, and I am glad to know that we can point to re- 
sults. Mr. Chairman, we have had tariff regulations from the 
earliest days of the Republic. 

For seventy-two years our tariffs were in the main written along 


the lines of Democratic policy—for seventy-two years. Itistruewe | 
had a protective tariff, so called, in 1816, another in 1828, and | 


another in 1842, but they were short-lived and were not protective 
as we understand that word now. They were along the lines, I 
say, of Democratic free trade, refusing protection to the labor or 
encouragement to the industries of the people of the United 
States. During those seventy-two years there were fifteen years 
where the balance of trade with foreign nations was in favor of 
the people of the United States, and the total of those balances in 
our favor were $157,000,000. During fifty-seven years the bal- 
ances were against us, and the aggregate of those balances were 
$1.270,000,000. 


When one stops to philosophize with regard to what this means, | 


it is a matter of great concern that the balances should be so large 
against us, for it means that it became necessary that we by the 
export of our gold and our silver and our portable wealth should 
lose this immense sum of twelve hundred and seventy millions of 
dollars of our business capital, that would be so useful in our trade 
and commerce, and that our trade and commerce was thus cur- 
tailed by this useless and unnecessary exportation of our gold and 
silver and portable wealth. Our stocks, our bonds, State, national, 
and municipal, were carried abroad and we not only lost this cap- 
ital, or the use of this capital, but we were constantly being drained 
of the sums necessary to pay the dividends and th 

stocks and bonds, We were thus constantly made poorer. 


e interests on: 


When gold was discovered in California there were one hundred 
and fifty millions of gold that played its part in the circulating 
medium of the United States. During the first thirteen years 
after that discovery, and up to 1860, there was dug from the mines 
of California $800,000,000, making a total of nine hundred and 
fifty millions of gold that ought to have been in the United States 
in 1860. Asa matter of fact, there were but two hundred millions. 
Seven hundred and fifty millions of our gold had been exported 
from the United States to pay the balances that were due to for- 
eign manufacturers because of the faulty systems of the Demo- 
cratic party under the tariff of 1846 and the tariff of 1857. 

That is the statement of the account, and we had in the United 
States in 1860 but four hundred and seven millions of circulating 
medium. The wealth of the United States at that time was six- 
teen billions of dollars. Eight generations of men had labored 
from the time of the settlement at Jamestown. eight generations 
of men had lived and died, and they had been able to accumulate 
in two hundred and fifty years as surplus only sixteen billions of 
| dollars. Then we changed our policies. Instead of engaging 
simply in trade we began to make things, to create wealth, to en- 
| courage our own labor here, and at the end of forty years a little 
| more than one generation of men had created eighty-six billions of 
| wealth. [Applause on the Republican side.] They had added 

as their contribution to this wonderful amount seventy billions 
| to the sixteen billions of the eight generations that had preceded 
them. 

We began new policies then in 1860, and we have gone on per- 
| fecting and making better and better and better the tariff laws of 

the United States, until the nearest possible approach to perfection 

in that direction was reached in this body a little more than six 

years ago. What aresome of the results of that? Think. What 

has been accomplished in a little more than six years? The bal- 
| ance of trade in our favor since the Dingley law went into effect 
| has been thirty-two hundred and twenty-four millions of dollars. 
| [Applause on the Republican side.] In seventy-two years of 
| Democratic policies—practical free-trade policies—during the only 

years in which there were balances in our favor they amounted to 
| one hundred and fifty seven million, but in the grand aggregate 
| the sum against us was one billion and one hundred and odd mil 
| lions of dollars—more than a billion of dollars against us; while 
| in six years of time along our policies, under our legislation, the 
| balances in our favor have been thirty-two hundred and twenty- 
| four millions of dollars. 

Instead of sending our portable wealth abroad to pay these bal- 
| ances the whole world is contributing to our wealth by sending 
| their precious metalsand their portable wealth to swell our riches. 
| We have now in the United States, instead of a beggarly two hun- 
| dred millions that were here when the Republican party took 
control of affairs, twelve hundred and seventy millions of gold. 
Instead of there being four hundred and seven millions of circula- 
tion we have now twenty-seven hundred and thirteen millions of 
circulation. In 1860 the manufactured products of the United 
States amounted to $1,750,000,000; in 1902 they amounted to 
$13,000,000,000. Under Republican policies these changes have 
come about. 
| Inthe old time, if a work of internal improvement was pro- 
jected, the first thing to be done was to send envoys abroad to 
see whether the money could be borrowed, and we were one of 
the debtor nations, so it was said, and we often heard that taunt 
used that the United States was a debtor nation. Ah, the Repub- 
lican party has changed all that. This is no longer a debtor 
nation. Men come here to borrow by the score of millions our 
gold. All of our great enterprises are now being financed at 
home. We have an abundance of money, we have an abundance 
of credit, we have an abundance of capital. These are some 
of the reasons why I am wedded to the Dingley tariff law and 
why Iam unwilling that there should be assaults upon it, insidious 
or otherwise. I am one of those who, at least for the time being, 
is content to let well enough alone and refuse to go into new and 
untried experiments. [Applause on the Republican side. | 
| But, Mr. Chairman, these considerations, vast as they are, are 
| but inconsiderable in comparison to the infinite good that comes 
| to the people that have the wisdom to adopt a protective policy. 
Governments are instituted for the purpose of ameliorating the 
| condition of men, of bringing more of happiness into the human 

heart, more of content into human families, and when we con- 
| sider what this policy of the Republican party has accomplished 
in this direction in the elevation of the labor of the country, in 
making happy conditions for the labor of the country, it is incon- 
ceivable to my mind that gentlemen should cayil or sneer at our 
policies. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Willthe gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from New Jersey? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will be excused from yielding to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey. 


| 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. HEPBURN. 
called into being in order to stand in front of an assault upon the 
dignity of labor. The Democratic party at that time was insist- 
ing that in a new State about to be created we should establish 


or recognize the doctrine that capital might own labor; that one | 
man might own another man; that one man might sell another | 


man and his wife and child, and that one man could drive with 
the lash of a master a man to unrequited labor. The Democratic 

arty was insistent in establishing that doctrine over the State of 
‘ansas, and the Republican party was called into being to resist 
that assault on humanity. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
It has been true, Mr. Chairman, to that firstimpulse. From that 
time of organization up to the present moment it has been the 
friend of labor. Every great measure that it has conceived or 
has carried into complete execution has had for its purpose, first 
and fundamental, the uplift of humanity, the betterment of man- 
kind, the infusing of more of happiness into the homes of America. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

I could go through the whole list of great achievements that 
this party has conceived and executed, and every one of them can 
be shown to have that direct purpose. I remember that a little 
while ago we were told that there were 3,000,000 men out of 
employment, men wandering through the streets and along the 
highways and byways, begging for places to work. I believe 
those stories were true. Mr. Chairman, do you remember the 
time when those stories were located? 
at a time when the Democratic party were trying anew the estab- 
lishment of their policies of antiprotection. I can readily see 
how that might be. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENOR] yesterday showed 


us how it was that before the enactment of the law, before any | 
overt act had been accomplished by the Democratic party, the | 


mere existence of that party with the power to do evil, the very 
fact that it appeared as a menance, was sufficient to destroy that 
confidence in business that is absolutely essential to prosperity, 
and especially to the complete employment of our people. We 
saw the effect of it later on in this great multitude of idle men 
that were then called tramps. Do you hear anything of that now? 
There is labor in every part of this country for every man who 
wants a place to work. [Applause on the Republican side. | 
there is a compensating wage for every man who will perform a 
day’s labor. And it is in this direction, more than any other, 
that the wisdom of the Republican party is manifest and the 
beneficence of its policies is exhibited. 


to the people of the United States. There are twenty millions of 
men, women, and youths who are breadwinners in the United 
States. These men, women, and youths must have places in this 
labor field of ours. It is absolutely necessary if our institutions 


are to endure, if this Government of ours is to be perpetuated, if | 


our social order is to be maintained. There must be made from 
year to year places in this labor field where every man who wants 
a place to work can find it, and a compensating wage. These 
men are the repositories of political power. 
theirs. Those who distributed political power within the United 
States did it with absolute impartiality and equality. One man 
has the same measure of political power that any other has. 


ing than others, but when it comes to the exercise of political 
power by the voter each one is given the same modicum; no less, 
no more. So that all political power—the power that makes con- 
stitutions and unmakes them, that writes laws and repeals them, 
that gives elements of value to property and takes them away— 
is in the hands of the laboring people of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, have you ever thought how many of the ele- 


ments of value, of property, are the gift of legislation, coming | 


directly from legislation? Why, the mere element of value, of 
ownership beyond immediate personal 
the law. The savage owns that which he seizes and holds. 
lays down the object of his fancy and another seizes it and it is 
his. It is law, it is society, that lengthens the tenure of possession 
beyond the mere grasp of him who claims to own. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will my friend from Iowa permit a ques- 


tion? 
Mr. HEPBURN. No; your friend from Iowa will not, I thank 


you. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido not want to be offensive; I only want 
to be emphatic. So it is with many other elements of value. The 
value that comes to property from just and equitable taxation is 


of immense importance. Where the right to tax attaches it is 
without limitation, and it depends upon society entirely that there 
is a freedom from confiscation or approximate confiscation. So 
it is with the right to bequeath, which is a gift of society. So- 
ciety can take it away. 
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Mr. Chairman, the Republican party was | 


| 100 per cent. 


Tt was from 1893 to 1896,, 


And | 


| I support this protective policy of the Republican party. 
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Now, I do not believe that there will ever, under any circum- 
stances, at any time, be violence in revolution in thiscountry. Ido 
not believe that. There will be no guillotines, such as Paris saw. 


| There will be no streets running with blood, such as were familiar 


scenes in 1793—nothing of that kind. When a revolution comes 
here because of discontent with our economic situation, it will be 
the quiet revolution of the ballot, and the assault will be directed 
against property and against these elements of the value of pro 

erty that all recognize to be within the power of the ballot. We 
put an inheritance tax on our war-revenue bill a few years ago 
amounting to 15 per cent in some cases. We could have made it 
We could have made it an escheat if we had seen 
fit. Ah, but some might say the Constitution would intervene. 
Who make constitutions in the United States? The men who 


cast the ballots. 

Iam not an alarmist. I am not a pessimist. I look to the 
bright side of life always. It is the hopeful features of the future 
that attract me, and yet I can not but believe that if I could not 
make a living in response to my endeavors as an honest laboring 
man—if I could not make that living for myself and my family, un- 
der laws and constitutions as they are, I would use the power that 
I had to produce changes that would be more beneficial to me, 
and I would look to the possibilities of simpler and easier methods 
of the distribution of surplus wealth. And so I believe my intel- 
ligent fellow-citizens will, if the time ever comes when, under 
the policies of the Government, we look to the support of people 
beyond the seas rather than to the interest and happiness of our 
own people—when, under the policies of Government, we look to 
the maintenance and enlargement of the labor fields of Europe 
rather than the labor fields of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield ten minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. HEPBURN. When that time comes then we may expect 
trouble; but under the policy of the United States, directed by the 
Republican party, this labor fieldis being enlarged, this labor field 
is made ample, the wage is compensating, there is comfort in the 
home, and there is no reason why so long as these policies obtain 


| you or I should take pessimistic views of the future. 


So I think, Mr. Chairman, I am right in the conclusion that I 
announced. Thatis not because we have now an abundant circu- 
lation, it is not because the balance of trade is in our favor, it is 
not because the people of other nations are sending their gold and 
their portable wealth to us in compensation for that which they 
buy from us, it is not for these reasons, but it is because the labor 


| field of the United States is enlarged, because employment is more 
Mr. Chairman, this matter of labor is of very great importance | i 


certain, because the wage is more surely compensating, because 


| the homes are homes of plenty, and because contentment with our 


institutions finds lodgment in the hearts of all of our people that 


[Loud 
applause on the Republican side. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, the Cuban reciprocity bill, now 


| under consideration in this House, is a step in the right direction, 
They have it. It is | 


and I shall vote for it for that reason. 
Let me say at the outset that I am in favor of reciprocity—not 
halfway reciprocity, not pretended reciprocity, but true, real 


| reciprocity; Democratic reciprocity, that will accomplish some- 
Some may have more of influence, some may have more of stand- 


thing for the consumer; reciprocity that will mean something to 
our manufacturers; reciprocity that will continue to develop and 
build up our growing trade in a greater commercial way with all 
our neighbors on the Western Hemisphere and give us a more 
commanding trade position of a reciprocal character with Canada, 
Mexico, the West Indies, and the Central and South American 
States. We need the raw material and we want the products of 
these countries. They want our manufactured goods. True and 
honest reciprocity with them will benefit our manufacturers, help 


| our consumers, and be of inestimable advantage to those countries 
ossession, is the gift of | 
He | 


and their industriousinhabitants. ‘‘ Live and let live’’ should be 
our national motto regarding trade and commerce. 

Reciprocity along these lines is true tariff reform, a bright har- 
binger of better commercial days, a firm step forward in the right 
direction, and the knitting together in closer ties of political 
friendship and more amicable trade relations of all the people in 
North and South America. 

Let me say now that this bill is not perfect. It does not go far 
enough to meet my sanguine e tations. I indulged the hope 
of better things from the Republicans in this House, and believed 
that they would rise to the occasion, comply with the wishes of 
the great majority of the American people, meet the Cubans half- 
way, and deal fairly and honestly and justly with Cuba, so that 
true reciprocal trade relations would for all time be firmly estab- 
lished between the two Republics. 

It is a matter, in my opinion, to be regretted, Mr. Chairman, 
that this bill can not now be amended and perfected by the 
real friends of reciprocity in this House who want to help Cuba 
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onward and upward, and at the same time benefit our manufactur- 
ers and consumers. But the political oligarchy that controls the 
proceedings in the House of Representatives has decreed other- 
wise, and we are compelled to take this bill with all its imperfec- 
tions, with all its limitations, and with all its meager concessions, 
just as it is. 4 
’ At the very beginning of this discussion the Committee on 
Rules, composed of three Republican Members of this House, | 
brought in a cast-iron gag rule, which the majority adopted | 
supinely and obsequiously, notwithstanding the earnest protest | 
of every Demo¢rat here assembled. The adoption of this rule | 
makes it impossible for us to offer an amendment to this measure, 
and at the end of a few days’ debate forces us to vote for or 
against the bill just as it came from the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. We are prevented from perfecting the bill. We are | 
shut off from offering a single amendment. Any motion is 
quickly ruled ‘‘ out of order,’’ and we must take the bill or leave 
it, just as a few Republicans on the coramittee which reported it 
desire. 

Such a proceeding is a travesty on intelligent legislation, violates | 
all parliamentary precedent, and makes a farce of the popular | 
branch of the lawmaking power | 

I protest against this tyrannical rule. It makes the Members of | 
this House mere automatons, legislation here a laughingstock, | 
and representative government a stumbling-block. We have 388 | 
Members in this House, and 385 of them by virtue of these gag 
rules are simply figureheads. We sit here day in and day out 
simply to vote now and then ‘*‘ yea”’ or “‘nay.’”’ Weare the play- 
things of a legislative triumvirate. This Committee on Rules, 
composed of the Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL], and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], prac- | 
tically runs the House. These three Members are omnipotent— 
we propose and they dispose. That is about all there is to-day to 
the historic House of Representatives. We might as well stay 
home and delegate to the Committee on Rules the little privilege | 
we have left, to cast our votes. The House of Representatives is | 
no longer a deliberative body. It is the creature of this legisla- | 
tive triumvirate. We have no chance to construct legislation; | 
no opportunity to perfect contemplated laws. If we have ability | 
and desire to initiate and have considered legislation demanded | 
by our constituents and the people generally, we can not do so. | 
A minority Member has to-day no opportunity in this House, and | 
a majority Member very little. No other parliamentary body in | 
the world would tolerate the gag-act proceedings of the three Re- | 
publican Members of the anomalous Committee on Rules. Its | 
a disgrace to our manhood, an insult to our intelligence, an as- 
sault on our legislative rights, a blow to parliamentary govern- | 
ment, and a perversion of the Constitution. How much longer 
shall we submit to it? How much longer shall this triumvirate | 
continue? For one,Iam tired of it. I cry out against it, and say 
it must be stopped. It can be stopped if we assert our rights and 
have the courage to maintain them. 

Now, sir, I say this and I mean it—I shall continue to say it | 
just so long as the Republican gag rule is enforced. I wanted to 
offer several amendments to this bill. In the first place, I wished | 
to amend the bill by reducing the tariff tax one-half on all goods, 
wares, and merchandise going into Cuba from this country or 
coming into this country from Cuba. This bill proposes areduc- | 
tion of 20 per cent of existing tariff taxes. Iam in favor of a 50 
per cent reduction. That would be little enough, and it would 
do some good and mean realreciprocity. Here is an opportunity 
to secure genuine reciprocity. I want to offer this amendment 
making the tariff-tax reduction 50 per cent instead of 20 per cent, 
as proposed in the bill, but the Republicans refuse to permit 
me to doit. Why? Because they fear it might be agreed to, and | 
that, forsooth, would hurt some sheltered monopoly intrenched 
behind their high protective-tariff walls. How much longer will 
the American people be deceived by Republican hypocrisy regard- 
ing the tariff-made trusts? 

_In the second place, I intended to propose an amendment to the 
bill, striking out the differential and eliminating the color restric- | 
tion now in the present law on sugar imported into this country 
from Cuba. If this were done, there would be no shelter to monop- 
oly, competition in the manufacture of sugar would be free and un- 
trammeled, and the price of sugar to the consumer materially re- 
duced. Sugar is one of the necessaries of life. Its price is one 
of the great items of household expenses to every family in the 
land, There is a tariff tax of about $7 a barrel on sugar under 
the resent law. This tax isa hunger tax. It is a Republican 
tariff tax. The consumer paysit. It should berepealed. There 
should be no tax on sugar. if this tax were taken off, the price 
of sugar in this country to the consumer would be reduced about 
one-half—quite an item of expense to every household. Here is 








an opportunity to give cheaper sugar to the consumers of our 
country, but the Republicans oppose it and decline to permit us 
to offer the amendment for fear it will be adopted. You are 
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afraid to go on record on this question. What a spectacle! The 
Democratic party is in favor of reducing taxes on the necessaries 
of life. The Republican ty is opposed to all tariff-tax reduc- 
tion, even where the tariff shelters monopoly. No tinkering with 
the tariff is the mandate of the Republican party even where 
trust-made goods are sold by tariff-protected industries cheaper 
in foreign countries than at home. The tariff is a tax on con- 
oe pe and the consumer pays the tax. This high protective 
tariff question, which robs the many for the benefit of the few, 
is one of the leading issues between the Democratic and Repub- 
lican parties, and will be submitted to the people in the next na- 
tional campaign for their decision. 

Another amendment, sir, I proposed to offer to this bill is to the 
effect that all goods, wares, and merchandise going into Cuba 
from the United States, or coming into this country from Cuba, 
shall be carried in American or Cuban ships—built in Cuba or the 
United States, carrying the American or the Cuban flag, and 
manned by Cuban or American sailors. If this amendment 
were adopted it would do something to aid the restoration of 
the American merchant marine. Republican policies have 
driven American ships and the American flag from the high 
seas, 

Here is an opportunity, to some extent, to restore the flag to 
the ocean, but the Republicans refuse to permit me to offer the 
amendment. Why? Because the Republican Members would 
not dare to go on record in this House against restoring the 
American flag and American ships to the high seas. What a 
spectacle of commercial selfishness, monopolistic greed, and po- 
litical shortsightedness the Republican party in this House pre- 
sents to-day! The Republican Members of the House do not dare 
to go on record against these suggested amendments. They seek 
refuge in the gag rule of the legislative triumvirate, which pro- 
tects them from going on record, and makes legislation in this 
House a sham and a farce. The Republicans arein the majority 
here. They are responsible to the people for this condition of 
affairs. The minority Members are precluded from offering a 
single amendment. We arecompelled to vote for or against this 
bill just as it comes from the committee. It is an outrage, and I 
protest against it. 

Notwithstanding the fact, Mr. Chairman, that I am prevented 
from offering the amendments I have referred to, it is my inten- 
tion to vote for this bill on the theory that half a loaf is better 
than no bread, and that a step in the right direction is better than 
standing still. I believe that reciprocal commerce between this 
country and Cuba and Canada and our immediate neighbors in 
Central and South America should be as free and untrammeled 
as possible, consistent with the needs of revenue for economical 
governmental administration, and with a view of not disturbing 
honest industry or legitimate effort among our own producers 
and manufacturers. I trust the day is nct far distant when 
we shall have reciprocity with the Dominion of Canada, with 
Mexico, with the West Indies, and with all the Central and South 
American Republics. We should make it to the interest of these 
countries to trade with us, and the self-interest established by 
reciprocal trade will ever constitute the strongest tie of lasting 
friendship, of permanent peace, and of material prosperity for all 
concerned. 

Last spring, Mr. Chairman, I visited Cuba, and was greatly 
impressed by all I saw during my sojourn there. It is a genial 
land of sunshine and shadow—a veritable wonderland—rich in 
natural resources beyond the dreams of avarice. It is a great 
field for the man who wants to get onand succeed. No one need 
ever be hungry in Cuba. Her climate is ideal; her skies more 
beautiful than Italy’s; her days an everlasting summer’s dream; 
her air the most healthful in the world; her people generous, 
courteous, and hospitable; her valleys the garden of the Lord; 
her landscape so beautiful no painter can picture it and no poet ad- 
equately describe it. Cuba is the land of perpetual flowers, of 
stately royal palms, the Bohemia of the dreamer, generous in trop- 
ical fruits, the home for the painter and the poet, the paradise of 
all the islands of the sea—one long, harmonious, brilliant, inde- 
scribable mental melody. It will soon become the greatest win- 
ter resort in the world. As Mr. James Gordon Bennett said to 
me in Habana, in beauty, climate, and scenery, Cuba far sur- 
passes the Riviera or any other part of the Mediterranean. Iwas 
impressed most favorably by everything I saw in Cuba. The 
climate so dreamy and so salubrious; the indescribable beauty of 
the magnificent scenery—odoriferous forever and a day with en- 
chanting and entrancing perfumes; her vast undeveloped re- 
sources; the richness of the soil; her quaint towns and cities and 
villages resplendent in subdued colors of pale pink and lemon 
yellow and baby blue—remindful of the Orient—and full in every 
place with historical reminiscences bringing to memory myriads 
of patriotic thoughts and to recollection hundreds of heroic deeds 
from the days of Columbus to the present time. And then the 
quiet—the peaceableness of her people, so law-abiding and so 
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different from the helter-skelter turmoil, the nervous hurry, and 
the everlasting rush of the people of higher latitudes. 

The Cubans have many problems to work out as the youngest 
Republic in the world, but destiny is with them and they will 
solve all difficulties of self-government successfully. 
fears for the Republic of Cuba. It has taken its place among the 
nations of the earth, and success, happiness, contentment, and 
prosperity will ever follow its bright new flag; and the island 
country will as the years come and go become greater and grander 
and more glorious—a gladsome demonstration that the Cubans 
are capable of self-government and have the ability to work out 
unaided and alone their own future. 

Tomas Estrada Palma is making a splendid President of Cuba. 
He is the right man in the right place. His administration is 


giving general satisfaction among all the people throughout the | 


island, and under his sagacious and patriotic guidance the Cuban 
Republic is moving along successfully and harmoniously. Great 
credit is due President Palma. 
into history as one of her greatest, Executives. 
lute confidence of everyone, and is doing an enormous work with 
a quiet heroism that commands respect and speaks more eloquently 
than words for Cuba's radiant future. 

The Cubans welcome capital from the States to invest there and 
encourage in every way in their power northern progress and 
energy and enterprise. They know it is to their advantage. 
They realize its benefits. They see what Mr. Van Horne has ac- 
complished in two years for their country. He has opened up 
Cuba’s possibilities with a wand of magic, built and equipped a 
modern railroad from the west to the east, made Habana and San- 
tiago walk hand in hand—sister provinces—added millions and 
millions of untold wealth to her values, made possible thousands 
and thousands of new homes and new towns, annihilated distance 
and made the Cubans, from one end of the island to the other, 
united and one. He has done and is doing a wonderful work for 
Cuba. No one who has not been there can fully conceive it. But 
the far-seeing Cubans fully appreciate it. Mr. Van Horne is to- 
day Cuba’s pioneer of progress, the advance agent of her coming 
higher civilization, the helper of humanity, the guide of the com- 
ing generations, who blazes the trail through the primeval forests 
that happiness may follow his handiwork. 

Mr. Chairman, let me reiterate what I have frequently said be- 
fore on this floor, that I am now, always have been, and always 
will be the friend of Cuba. The Recorp will show that ever 
since I have been a Member of this House I have done all in my 
power for the Cuban people. I am glad the Cuban Republic has 
taken her place among the nations of the earth. May success, 
happiness, prosperity, and domestic tranquillity abide with her 
forever. 

The time is at hand, nevertheless, when we must live up to our 
sacred obligations to Cuba. We granted her the freedom and 
the independence promised. We have launched this young Re- 
public upon the ocean of nations, and said to all the world, Cuba 
is free and independent. 
creation—a daughter of the great Republic—and any interference 
with her will be an act unfriendly to the United States. 

But that is not all. Wemust grant her immediate trade relief. 
In a commercial way she isat our mercy. This is not her fault— 
it is our fault. 
Cuba to market her products in other countries; they must be sold 
here, and they can not be sold in this country at present except at a 
loss, unless our tariff law is repealed or modified. This must be 
done at once—it should have been done months ago. The situa- 
tion is serious and admits no further delay. The people want 
Congress to act, and our honor demands the immediate enact- 
ment of a liberal reciprocity law. We must keep our word—our 
faith is pledged. 

The Republican party is responsible for this deplorable com- 
mercial condition, The Republican party, wedded to its high 


protective-tariff policy, would rather see the commercial destruc- | 


tion of Cuba than consent to reduce its present system of out- 
rageous high-tariff taxes. 

When the Congress adopted the so-called Platt amendment, 
which Lam glad I voted against, and which, in my judgment, never 
should have been adopted, it took an unfair advantage of Cuba; 
but when the amendment finally became a law the Cubans ac- 


cepted it in good faith, and at our request wrote it into their con- | 


stitution. By virtue of that amendment Cubais commercially at 
our mercy to-day and unable to make treaties of a commercial 
character with other nations. 


country and sold without a loss. 

So, sir, I shall vote for this bill because I am in favor of doing 
something now for Cuba. Iwant to see Cuba ee I will 
vote for any measure to reduce the — tariff duties between 
this country and Cuba. In my judgment we should have free 


I have no | 


He is Cuba’s first, and will go | 
He has the abso- | 


We must say to every nation she is our | 


Congress has made it practically impossible for | 
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trade with Cuba. It would be beneficial to us and advantageous 
to the Cubans. It would help the people of both countries, com- 
mercially, financially, and politically. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
BENNY] is recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. BENNY. Mr. Chairman, in the course of his hour’s talk 
yesterday the gentleman from Ohio—he who a day or two ago an- 
nounced, in effect, his determination to defend the Administra- 
tion against every attack made upon this floor, and who thus vol- 
untarily assumed a burden which may prove too much for even 
his willing shoulders, unless this Administration speedily discon- 
| tinues its ceaseless hunt for trouble—read what we were led to be- 
| lieve was a complete newspaper news item. I happened ‘at the 
moment to have a copy of the same item in my pocket. It is 
| taken from the New York American of November 16, 1903, and is 

as follows: 


BERLIN, November 15. 

The Frankfurter Zeitung’s Constantinople correspondent says the Penn- 
sylvania Steel Company has been awarded the contract for 20,000 tons of 
steel rails for the Mecca Railway, in competition with the Krupps and sev- 
eral other German and Belgian establishments. 

Right here the gentleman from Ohio stopped, indicating that 
that was the end of the item. He neglected—purposely, of 
course—to read the remainder of it, consisting of only four lines, 
in these words: 

« The price is $22.88 per ton delivered at Beirut. 

The price of steel railsin the United States is $28 per ton, which is the 
highest average price in ten years. 

Why did he leave out these last four lines? Simply because he 
thought it better to withhold from the public gaze this additional 
evidence that the tariff-fattened steel trust can and does afford to 
manufacture its product in this country, ship it thousands of 
miles away, pay the freight upon the shipment, and then sell it in 
that far-off land at more than $5 per ton below the price it exacts 
from its next-door neighbor in the United States. And when I 
asked him if the article from which he read also contained these 
omitted words, he stood with the article still in his hands. He 
knew well that the omitted words were there. He was caught, 
and knew he was, and knew that we knew it, but even then he 
declined to answer the question in the one word that would have 
answered it completely and truthfully: ‘* Yes.’’ But, looking 
round for a way in which he could jokingly turn the brunt of the 
situation aside, and failing to find it, he laboriously answered, 
‘*That is right, |suppose.’’ Whata monumental conclusion, and 
what tremendous reasoning power he must have exerted in arriv- 
ing at it! 

And while still in the fervor naturally following this mental 
| effort the gentleman asked me this question: 

Now, if the gentleman gets the floor at some point of time, not necessarily 
in this debate, but at any time ne this Congress, will he tell mein an 
official manner how much harm has been done to the people of the United 
States by breaking into that monopoly of the Krupps on the other side of the 
— and selling steel rails even at a price lower than they can be afforded 

The gentleman assumes that what he calls the Krupp monopol 
was broken into by the steel monopoly of the United States sell- 
ing these steel rails at a price so low that no profit was made 
therefrom. 

What a farce! The American trust sold these rails at $22.88 
per ton delivered at Beirut. Deducting $5 estimated freight rate 
per ton and the price to the trust is then $17.88 per ton. Is that 
** less than they can be afforded for?” Has not Mr. Charles M. 
Schwab himself, the president of the steel trust, put the cost of 
production of steel rails at less than $12 per ton in the United 
States and about $19 per ton in England? 

In the United States Steel Corporation's financial statement of 
1903, as contained in Moody’s Manual of Corporation Securities | 
for 1903, at page 1706, we find that this one corporation for the 
year 1902.produced 1,920,786 tons of steel rails; that its total pro- 
duction of all articles was 8,197,232 tons in the same year, while 
its net earnings during that year were $133,308,763,72. 

Does the gentleman from Ohio believe this Pennsylvania steel 
company is selling 20,000 tons of steel rails at a loss? Was it by 
selling their more than 8,000,000 tons total output at a loss that 
the United States Steel Corporation made net earnings last year 
| of above $133,000,000—more than $16 per ton? 

Is it not fair to assume that Mr. Schwab’s figures are correct? 
If so, then this sale of steel rails to be delivered at Beirut carries 
| a profit of about $11 per ton, less the freight charges to that Syrian 


Under the circumstances it seems | port. If we estimate that freight charge, as before, at $5 per ton, 
to me that it is now incumbent on this Government to grant trade | there still remains a net 
relief to Cuba, so that her products can be admitted into this | the output of steel rails 


— of $6 per ton, which, based upon 
y the United States Steel Corporation 
| for last year, would yield that company an annual profit on steel 
| rails alone of $11,524,716. 

| I stated yesterday that the harm done to the American pur- 
| chaser of these steel rails is the difference between $22.88 apa $28 
‘perton. Thatis toolow. Since the trust here sold those rails at 








1903. 
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$22.88 per ton delivered at Beirut we should deduct from that 


the $5 per ton estimated freight charge to be paid by the trust, 
which leaves $17.88 per ton as the net price to the trust. Ameri- 
can consumers are paying for the same material $28 per ton, a 
difference of $10.12 a ton in favor of the purchaser in foreign 
lands. At that rate, and estimating the consumption of steel rail 
in the United States this year at the total output of these rails for 
1902 in this country, viz, 2,872,909 tons, the ‘* harm ”’ this year to 
American consumers of that particular product will amount to 
$29,073,839.08. The ‘‘harm’” to American consumers of other 
products, handled in the same way by other trusts, is beyond 
computation. Does the gentleman from Ohio mean that break- 
ing into the Krupp monopoly on the other side of the water by 
the American trust has benefited the people there? If so, will he 
not admit that by removing the duty upon steel rails of $7.84 per 
ton and assisting in the ‘‘ breaking into’’ the steel trust here our 
own people would be benefited? 

Are we to infer from the gentleman’s remarks that extortion 
in this country is not wrong if practiced on the railroads that 
purchase steel rails? The Democratic position is that, without 
regard to whom it is practiced on, extortion is always wrong, 
and when permi and encouraged by our laws is a political 
crime. The Republican party fosters these combinations and 
enables them to force from our ple an exorbitant price for 
their articles of daily need, a a much in excess of that at 
which these same articles are sold by these same combinations in 
the various foreign markets of the world. 

This does not refer to steel rails alone, but to many articles and 
at varying percentages of difference in their home and export 
prices, some of which are contained in the following table: 








Export and home prices. 
Per cent 
Article and description. Export price.| Home price. {of differ- 
ence. 
Acetylene-gas generator, Colt, 10 
light Te ee ak ies uabdeed each... $40.00 $55.00 87 
Ammunition caps: 
so wsameii r 1,000... 1.08 1.49 43 
Central fire, .82 long, Colt ..do.... 6.48 9.00 40 
Rim fire,.23 long ..........- do...- 2.16 8.00 a 
Primed shells, .22 short. .... do.... -72 1.53 112 
Axle grease, snow flake (gallon 
SP kitielhiahactnaboused ozen . . 4.50 5.40 20 
Borax, city refined ........... pound.. - 02} - O74 210 
Carbide, lump ........220 22-2. ton... 55.00 70.00 27 
Chucks: 
Skinner’s standard drill, No. 100 . 8.09 4.90 58 
Skinner's independent lathe, F, 
I net icin eiaeten ind each... 15. 88 24.00 61 
Union Manufacturing Co., inde- 
pendent, No. 18, 10-inch...each.. 10.20 16.60 63 
Union Manufacturing Co., face- 
plate jaws, No. 48, 8-inch, 4 set -. 28. 52 89.00 66 
Coffee and spice mills, Enterprise, 
ek Ns ae ot wou 40 and 2p.ct. | 2% to 30 R ct. 20 
Fruit presses, Enterprise, No. 46 ..... 8. 82 1.00 
wee oe tack 2. 40 8.28 Pe 
jan » 1f-inch ...... gross... . , 
Dork loon, tne SS RD 1.68 2.24 85 
Yankee roller, 1j-inch, XC breast 33 
i ciinttnchsatndéncegitioniatcencah 1.00 1.37 87 
eine cocce<ccos 100 pounds..| 2.00 to 2.50 8.974) 58 to 98 
Meat choppers: 
Enterprise, No. 5..........- each -75 1.04 89 
n i, 2 BO cevssaecnd do.... 1.14 1.56 37 
Enterprise, No. 22 .......... do.... 1.51 2.08 38 
nterprise, No. 82 .......... do.... 2.25 8.12 88 
Nails, cut, 20d. to 60d ....100 pounds... 1.80 2.06 13 
Nails, wire, base price.......... do.... 1.30 2.05 58 
Oil-well su — Te a es 
0, B ary al tala each .. 225. 00 275. 00 18 
Playing cards, United States Playing 
ino incaginpnenes gross... 12. 35 25. 65 108 
Powder: 
Duck, in can .............. pound BY : 45 20 
, in 25-pound kegs. -.-- do... 24 - 30 
rifle, in 25-pound kegs, 
Se und. lh 16 87 
Seeders, raisins and grapes, Enter- 
Ee tie alline ancekenoocte 40and 5 p.ct. | 2% to 30 p.ct. 30 
Rakes, malleable-iron shanks: 
SING pdb aunthdsercusnvend dozen 1.18 1.50 27 
SG oaet Kinnicinee soveud do.. 1.28 1.60 25 
A. i. cadevenede Piece 1.39 1.7% 26 
A a as ol do.... 1.50 1.85 23 
Sadirons, BB, in cases_.___.__ pound... 2} to 33 3} to4 25 
Ba stuffers, Enterprise ........- 40 and 2p.ct. | 25 to 2 and 7} 20 
Saws, m & Sons: 
inch, gauge 18 ........ foot... 21 oh 62 
10-inch, gauge 18 ........ do... 1.25 1.54 2B 
tchers’— 
a 7, @-inch ........... doz... 8.50 10. 20 
No. 12, 24-inch........... do.... 14. 82 18. 04 22 
No. 16, 24-inch........... do... 11.97 14. 57 22 
No. 107, 24-inch.......... do... 10. 88 12.30 18 
Domestic, No.1 ............. each... 18. 25 20.00 59 
Domestic, No.4 or 9......... OB, <i 17.48 25. 00 43 
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Export and home prices—Continued 





Per cent 
Article and description. Export price. | Home price. | of differ- 
ence. 
a Ta aa | 
r, sock, strap ........ ozen . 88 to 6.52 7.50 to 8.40 29 
Rowland, plain back....-.... do. 5.12 to 5.88 | %: 75 to 7.00 29 
Thomas, c.8. b. st’s ........-- do....| 419t04.95| 5.40 to 6.30 29 
Tin plates, Bessemer..__ 100 pounds... 3.19 4.19 81 
Typewriters, Remington and oth- 
ll ospomnatiateaecendenncoodne each..| 55.00 to 65.00 100.00 | 54 to 8 
Wire, barb: | 
Galvanized..........- 100 ‘pounds... 2.25 2.90 | 29 
Painted or varnished. --...- do.... 1.86 2. 60 | 40 
Wire, plain, fencing, varnished .do- ..- 1.35 2.00 | 48 
Wire, plain galvanized: 
GOTPS 0085s. bods cccccs do.. 1.54 2.70 | 15 
COND BP BO Bi sencede socnnens do.. 1. 62 2.97 | 83 
Eh han cnnommapacdiiel do.. 1,76 3.10 | 76 
Gauge 18 to 14. .............. do. 1.81 3.37 85 
Gauge 15 to 16............... do...-. 2.08 3.78 81 
Ga RE ncn 2.46 4.05 65 
i ti A AR a Minne 2. 63 | 4.32 64 
Rubber, insulated -................ 25 p.ct. off for | 
export. 
Steel armor, for cables...pound.. 3.75 4.15 1 
Wire rope: 
1 inch circumference. ...100 feet. 72 2. 60 | 261 
Galvanized, 2} inches circumfer- | 
ED titis ortentieaosme 100 feet. 8.12 | 9.70 | 211 


a Cheaper in Russia than in United States. 


The gentleman from Ohio asks, ‘‘ Who cares what they get, 
then, for steel rails (in foreign markets).’’ Nobody here need 
care very much about how much or how little any trust gets in 
foreign markets for anything it produces here, except for the 
pleasure Americans feel in the success of Americans abroad; but 
when we see these trusts selling at a profit in foreign lands the 
things produced by them in the United States at very much lower 
prices than they sell these same articles here for it istime we stop 
and ask, ‘‘ Why and how is this done?’’ And when we find that 
the Republican party has so manipulated our laws as to permit 
the people of this land to be robbed by this system of extortion 
it is our duty to call attention to it, and to do what we can to 


= 
e gentleman observes— 

This is the first time I have ever heard a Democrat solicitous about rail- 
roads in the purchase of steel rails. 

Let him not be alarmed. We do not propose to encroach upon 
the hunting preserves of his party. Our position is that a rail- 
road company is just like any other corporation. It should be 
treated fairly and compelled in turn to treat the people fairly. In 
opposition to the position assumed by him for his party, we do 
not believe that a railroad company in the United States, or any 
other company or person, should be robbed, with the assistance 
of our laws or by the laxity, or worse, of officials chosen to execute 
those laws, even by a stronger robber. We consider that the 
railroad companies should be prevented from assisting any con- 
cern—the Standard Oil Company, for instance—in injuring or 
even putting a rival out of business by giving such concern a 
preferential freight rate, and I for one believe in removing from 
the power of the railroad companies and other corporations the 
courts of our States and of the United States, so that no sugges- 
tion by the men who control these companies to the appointing 
power in State or nation can result in the attorney of the com- 
pany being elevated to the bench, and I believe, further, that the 
railroad companies of the land ought not to be permitted to take 
the part in politics that some of them do. When our friend on 
the other side and the politicians of his party join us in that there 
will be no further necessity for Republican protection to the fugi- 
tive ex-governor against the efforts of the State of Kentucky to 
compel his return to his own State to stand trial for the crime of 


| murder by assassination. 


The real important point in the news item which the gentleman 
read in garbled form is the evidence again presented tothe people 
that Republican favoritism to certain infant industries, that have 
grown so big and strong on the tariff milk of Republican kind- 
ness that they now make a pastime of chastising their parent and 
our whole citizenship, has resulted in decreasing the price of their 


| production to the foreigner, while relatively, and in many in- 


stances specifically, increasing the price to the home consumer. 

But the gentleman from Ohio retorts: 

I will say to the gentleman that to-day there stands upon the books of the 
various steel-rail manufacturers of this country (and I have the evidence of 
it here in my hand) orders for more steel rails than ever were put upon the 
books of the manufacturers of rails in this country during all the adminis- 
trations of the Democratic party in the United States put together. 

_ And in the face of this statement of his as to this tremendous 
increase of business on hand, the Ohio patriarch has the audacity 
to suggest that the steel trust still hunts for unprofitable contracts 
for the delivery of steel rails on the other side of the world for 
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a than $6 per ton below the price for which they sell at New 
ork. 

Most wonderful suggestion of the country’s prosperity by the 
gentleman! Follow it out logically a iittle Fastinon, *s Hane 
fields in these United States were favored last year by the sun and 
the rain of heaven, so that with an increased acreage planted more 
food stuffs were raised than in any year of any ocratic Ad- 
ministration. Then all credit to the Republican party! More 
deaths in the United States last year than im any other year of our 
country’s existence. Down with Democracy! And in this fair 
land last year there were more men and maidens joined in wed- 
lock, and more babies born into the world to make it better, 
brighter, and happier, than in any year under Democratic rule. 
Should not the credit for that be given to the Republican party, 
and to the great man of race-suicide fame now at the head of it? 

Oh, ye men of the majority who have ae to yourselves 
all credit for every good thing which has happened in our country, 
forget your self-conceit long enough to give some credit where 
that credit is due, and to take home to yourselves once again the 
beautiful words of the old Doxology— 

Praise God from whom all blessings flow, 
Praise Him all creatures here below, 


Praise Him ye heavenly host, 
Praise Father, Son, and Holy Ghost. 


Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, like the distinguished gentle- 
man from lowa [Mr. HepBuRN] who has just addressed the com- 
mittee, I, too, am a protectionist, and in my advocacy of the pend- 
Sea I abate not one jot or tittle from my devotion to that 
car 


I 

gentleman from Iowa spoke of the relations of the i 
party to labor in the days gone by. In truth, Mr. Chairman, it 
can be said that the blican party in its history has gone 
through three periods with reference to labor. The first was the 
enfranchisement of labor on our own soil and under our own 
fiag. The second was the protection of that labor thus enfran- 
chised from the underpaid and underfed labor of other countries 
in the world, and the third bringing about such conditions that 
that enfranchised and protected labor can go forth and capture 
the unlimited markets of the world. 


WHAT IS PROTECTION? 


Mr. Chairman, it is well for us on this side of the House, at the 
very outset, to determine what is the proper definition of protec- 
tion. It is a well-known principle of logic that there can be no 
discussion between two persons on opposite sides of a controversy 
unless they stand upon some common ground, unless they come 
to some agreement as to the meaning of terms. What, therefore, 
is a protective tariff? Fordefinitionsare always fundamental. As 
I conceive it, the protective tariff of Lincoln and of Blaine and of 
McKinley means that we shall place a tariff on all those products 
of other countries coming into our country the like of which we 
either do or can produce in sufficient quantities to supply the 
home demand. 

But, says one of my friends from Michigan, can we not with 
proper encouragement produce enough sugar to supply the home 

emand? We most surely can, Mr. Chairman, and that would 
bring sugar within the definition that I have above given. What 
justification, then, is there for any Republican believing in the fun- 
damental principle of protection, as I have defined it, voting for this 
reduction of 20 per cent? Only this: That the sugar schedule is 
60 high that this 20 per cent reduction on Cuban sugar alone will 
not injuriously affect that great industry in this country. That, 
and that alone, is my justification for supporting this measure, 
for if I believed that this 20 per cent reduction on Cuban 
would for one moment injuriously affect any ind in 
Republic it should have neither my voice nor my vote. I believe 
in the fundamental — of protection to American industries, 
as enforced by the Republican party for forty years. 


THIS LEGISLATION WILL NOT INJURE AMERICAN PRODUCER. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, what reason have I for believing that this 
20 per cent reduction on Cuban sugar will not injuriously affect 
the production of sugar in the United States? First, because the 
introduction of that sugar at that rate will not lower the price of 
that commodity in the United States, and if it does not lower the 
ST es 

examining the hearings before the Committee on Ways and 
Means in the last Congress with reference to this subject, much 
valuable information can be obtained, and I find among other 
things the eee of Mr. Oxnard before that committee to be 
very appropriate. I read from that testimony: 

Mr. MoCugu.an. If the duty on raw sugar is reduced between Cuba and 


the United States, what will be the effect w the price of refined sugar? 
Mr. OXNARD. Will you state what reduction? 
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Mr. McCLELLAN. We will state free raw sugar. 
Mr. OXNARD. J will be imperceptible. ml ‘ 


* 
all; McCLEenuaNn. Then a reduction of less than that would affect the price 


Mr. OxnAaRD. I said I did not think it would affect it hardly any to the con- 
sumer; I do not believe it would. 
Mr. McCLEuLan. Say there was a reduction of 50 per cent, would that 


practically have an’ 
Mr. OXEARD. Not to the consumer, in my opinion. 
Mr. Mercaur. We allowed Hawaiian sugar to come in free in 1876, did we 


Mr. OXNARD. Bi) 
Mr. MercaLe. 


sir. 
that result in a reduction of the price to the consumer? 
Mr. OxNARD. No. 


. METCALF. received the benefit? 

Mr. OxNARD. The refiners and the Hawaiian planters, but exactly in what 
ents they it I do not know; but the consumer got absolutely no 

efit of the reduction of raw sugar from the Hawaiian 

Of course, if the consumer in this country got the benefit of 
this reduction it could not possibly result in any benefit to the 
Cuban planter; but it can not possibly lower the price to the con- 
sumer, and can not, therefore, affect the producer. 

Doctor Wiley gave his testimony im the hearings before the 
Ways and Means Committee. He says: 


I myself have long been a believer in lower and yet remuncrative prices 
for sugar, and have stated that the amount of r produced in Porto Rico, 
the Philippines, and Cuba in 1899-1900 could be in uced duty free without 

r to our own industry. * * * Asaprophet,I have loo forward to 
when thecost of making refined sugar would not be quite 8 cents a 
this country, when, with fair profits to farmers, makers,and 

tory, it would go on the consumer's table at less than 4 cents a pound. 


In that same hearing Doctor Wiley refers approvingly to his 
testimony before the Industrial Commission, in which he said: 
. j=. Gases: Hew about the Philippine Islands as a place for the sugar 
ecu Wruzy. I know Sean ea 


Doctor Winky. Absolutely none. When Spanish war commenced and 
my friends commenced to write to me these despai letters that we were 
going to be ruin ad bz Sreesnaer, } never for a moment had any fear. If we 
to-day were to admit absolutely free from duty every pound of sugar made 


in Porto Rico and Cuba and the con it would not affect the progress 


of our sugar-beet industry in this co 

We will consume in the United States this year a ly 
2,500,000 tons of sugar, not more than 950,000 tons of which will 
come to us from Cuba. The priceof this staple commodity is fixed 
at Hamburg, because Germany is its greatest producer and ex- 
porter. Every student of economics understands, therefore, that 
a 20 per cent reduction on the amount we import from Cuba can 
not possibly affect the price in this land; and if it does not lower 
the price it can not affect the producer. 

And so we are warranted in believing that this introduction of 
Cuban sugar at a reduction of 20 per cent would not injuriously 
affect the sugar-producing industry in this mblic, because it 
would not lower the price of sugar in this Republic. 

But what else? I believe that Cubansugar can not successfull 
compete with beet s in either Chicago or Kansas City, whic 
are the principal markets for beet sugar in this country; and if I 
had time I would read from the hearings of the Ways and Means 
Committee evidence which seems to me absolutely conclusive on 
this fundamental proposition. 

The cost of 100 pounds of Cuban sugar f. o. b. at Habana is 
$2. The freight to New York is 9 cents per 100 pounds. The 
duty, after a 20 per cent reduction—the duty being 1.685 now— 
would be 1.348. The cost of refining is known by all to be 0.625 
for every hundred pounds, without any profit to the refiner. The 
freight to Chicago is 29 cents a hundred. So that to land 100 
pounds of Cuban sugar nee refined in the market in Chicago 
would cost exactly $4.35 a hundred, and to land it in Kansas Ci 
the freight from New York to Kansas City being 364 cents, 
cost $4.42 ahundred. Now,I might go on and read the testimony 
of various gentlemen who are interested in the production of beet 
sugar in the United States to show that under no circumstances 
can it cost that much to place American beet sugar in competi- 
tion with this Cuban sugar in the market of Chicago or in the 
market at Kansas City; but the evidence of a few on this point 
will suffice. I may say, before quoting, that I have not been able 
to obtain later reliable data upon this question, but I assume that 
the conditions are at least as favorable for the American producer 
now as when these statements were made a year ago. 

N. H. Stewart, president of the Kalamazoo Beet Sugar Company, 
when before the committee, made the following statements: 


Coming to the cost of manufacturing sugar in Mi it costs $5.20 for 1 
ton of beets; $1.06, cost of sw ome ton of beets; $1.51, cost of labor for en- 
tire year per ton of bests; 3 , cost of repairs an See ton of 
beets; 91 cents, cost of interest, nee, and taxes per ton beets; 6.3 
cents, cost of selling sugar per ton of beets. This makes a total cost per ton 
of beets of $9.833; total cost per 100 pounds of refined sugar, $4.682. 

The above estimate includes 5 per cent interest on the total capital in- 
vested and 7 per cent annual depreciation on the value of the t. Leav- 
ing out these two items, the cost of manufacturing each 100 
sugar is reduced $0.671, or to $4.011. 


To this sum should be added. 13 cents a hundred pounds, the 
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freight charge from Kalamazoo to Chicago, so that it would cost 
the Michigan producer of beet sugar $4.141 to land 100 pounds of 
his product in the Ctaae ae Ses ag it would cost $4.35 for 
the Cuban planter to do the same thing. 
W. L. Churchill, president of the Bay City Beet Sugar Com- 
ee had learned a littl 
1901, ) 
. our coding year, with, wos = in the. Ginhesnnnten aon mWe 
t out of that into the A B C class. Then we produced sugar for $3.96 per 
| a et pounds. I want you to bear in mind all the time that the farmer 
comes in and is a great factor in this matter. We paid the farmer $2.51 for 


in the beet as he delivered it to our bins. 
rhe at om a little anxious to know how you came out the next 


7S. URCHILL. Iam frank to say, gentlemen, that I have not a full, de- 
tailed statement that I can make to you in regard to this year; but I can assure 
you that we will make sugar this year at a cost of not to exceed $3.60 or $3.75 


dred nds. 
PoTte CAIRN. You think it will be between those figures? 


Mr. CHURCHILL. Yes. 


Assuming that the freight rate is 13 cents a hundred, it would 
cost that company not to exceed $4.05 to lay down 100 pounds of 
its product in the Chicago market, as against $4.35 for the Cuban 

lanter, a difference in favor of the home product of 30 cents a 
conduels a difference t enough to lift the Michi grower 
above the a of harm from his dusky competitor. 

Francis K. Carey, president of the National S Manufac- 
turing Company, of Sugar City, Colo., gives the freight rate from 


Su City to Kansas City and common points as 25 cents per 100, 
oat fe cost of producing beet sugar in Colorado as follows: 
our sugar cost us all the wa 


My me is that during the first campaign 
from 7 to 9 cents, according to what you w for depreciation, what you ca 
betterments, and what you call opating expenses, and whether you do or 
do not allow interest on thecost of the investment. I think that for the first 
two campaigns we will manufacture between nine and ten million pounds of 
sugar, at an average cost of abou. 5} cents a pound. 

hen we get through our third campaign, I think the total sugar manu- 
factured for the three years will not have cost us over 4cents. In 
this last calculation Iam estimating on the future; but I am anxious to make 
it plain that I believe the cost of sugar in Colorado under normal conditions, 
which we’ sooner or later have surrounding our factory, ought not to be 
over 3 cents a pound,and Iam not afraid to say that I will some day manu- 
facture it for less than that sum. If I had not thought so, I would not have 
invested my own money or the money of A in the industry in Colo- 
rado. Inother words, I think Co 0 is natural place to produce sugar 
for consumption in America. It is not a case of meng manana grown 
under glass.” If Iam mistaken in my belief that sugar can ofr tet in Colo- 
rado for 3 cents or less, I am free to admit that I have no stan before this 
committee and have no right to ask for the protection of my industry. 


COST OF MAKING BEET SUGAR IN UTAH. 


Thomas R. Cutler, president of the Utah Sugar Company, shows 
that the beet-sugar industry of Utah has nothing to fear from 


Cuban competition. He gives theaverage cost to his company of 
refined beet sugar for five years as follows: 1897, $4.51 per hun- 
dred; 1898, $4.46; 1899, $3.55; 1900, $3.55; 1901, $3.42. © aver- 


age cost of producing sugar for these five 
hundred, and the average selling price has 
clear profit of $1.90 per hundred. 

These figures show conclusively that there need be no fear on the 
part of the American sugar grower that his industry will be in- 
a by this legislation, but, rather, with the assurance given 

im by the provisions of this act that no further reduction in the 
tariff on sugar will be made for five years, he may feel encouraged 
to prosecute his work with renewed vigor and renewed hope. 

1 commend to students of this subject the careful study of the 
hearings before the Ways and Means Committee on this proposi- 
tion, and also the exhaustive and convincing h of Hon. 
CurstEerR I. Lonac—now a Senator from Kansas, then a member 
of the Ways and Means Committee—when the same subject was 
before the House in the last Congress. 

And so my justification for voting for this measure, Mr. Chair- 
man, is the fact that it can not injuriously affect the production 
of beet sugar in the United States. For,as my friend the honor- 
able chairman of the committee [Mr. Paynr] has remarked, and 
as Mr. (now Senator) Lone of Kansas remarked, and as Mr. 
(now Senator) Dover of Iowa remarked, the sugar schedule 
was placed comparatively high in the Dingley law in order to af- 
ford trading stock in the future for reciprocity purposes; and so 
I believe, and I believe most profoundly, that the importation of 
this amount of sugar at a 20 per cent reduction can not in any 
wise affect the production of sugar in the United States. If I 
thought it would, it should not have my vote, because I stand by 
the ancient faith of the Republican party, protection, as outlined 
in all of the platforms of that great organization. . 

Furthermore, it may be said, in passing from this branch of the 
subject, that even after the proposed reduction of 20 = cent the 
rate on sugar will still be about 65 per cent, which is higher than 
the tariff rate on any other import save alone tobacco, the aver- 
age rate on all importations being a little under 49 per cent, so 


that there is no cause for undue th t of th . 
sage of this bill. rm at the prospect of the pas 


— was $3.86 per 
n $5.76 net, or a 
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WHAT IS RECIPROCITY? 
Mr. Chairman, much has been said recently in regard to reci- 
procity in competitive products. I do not believe there is‘such a 


thing as reciprocity in competitive products. In my opinion, 
reciprocity in competitive products means free trade. If there be 
any reciprocity it must be, in effect, an exchange of unlike prod- 
ucts under the most favorable conditions. Let us take, for in- 
stance, a very homely illustration. Suppose my honorable friend 
from Missouri [Mr. CLark] manufactures nails and I am en- 


gaged in manufacturing the same product. As between us there 
can be no reciprocity, there must nothing but keen competi- 
tion. But if the gentleman is engaged in producing sugar and I 


am engaged in manufacturing nails, there might be some reci- 
procity between us; there might be some reciprocal agreement 
made between us. But reciprocity must be in unlike products. 
I do not believe in the idea of reciprocity in competitive products, 
because reciprocity in competitive products, in its last analysis 
and carried to its logical conclusion, must mean free trade, noth- 
ing more and nothing less. 

My friend from Iowa has already called attention to the fact 
ae McKinley has been misquoted. Let us see what McKinley 
said: 

By sensible trade arrangements, which will not interrupt our home pro 
duction, we shali extend the outlets for our increasing surplus. 


Which will not interrupt home production! That, tomy mind, 
precludes utterly the idea of reciprocity in competitive products, 
unless, as in this instance, the schedule is sufficiently high to en- 
able us to make the reduction without seriously affecting the home 
product, and unless the schedule is sufficiently high for that pur- 
pose there can be no legitimate reciprocity. 

What else did he say? 

_We should take from our customers such of their products as we can use 
without harm to our industries and labor. 

Can that mean competition? Can that mean reciprocity in com- 
petitive products? I can not believe it. 

And so, speaking for myself, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of 
the committee, I want it understood once for all that voting for 
this reciprocity agreement does not bind me, nor shall I consider 
it obligatory upon me in the future, to vote for any reciprocity 
agreement in competitive products because of these words of the 
great McKinley. I believe in reciprocity where we can have reci- 
procity in coffee or in tea, or in those things the like of which we 
do not produce in this country, and can not with sufficient encour- 
agement produce in this country; but if we can produce them in 
this country we ought to. If wecan raise them in this country we 
ought to. e ought to do our own work. [Applause on the Re- 

ublican — That is the fundamental principle of protection. 
en I am in favor of passing this bill because it in no wise inter- 
feres with the protective tariff. I am in favor of passing it be- 
cause it does not affect injuriously a solitary American industry. 
I am in favor of it because it will enable us to secure a trade with 
Cuba of from one hundred and fifty million to two hundred mil- 
lion dollars per year. I am in favor of it because it will do full 
justice to a struggling people. I am in favor of it because I be- 
lieve that our moral obligation—taking away the commercial and 
the industrial idea connected with it and putting it upon high 
ethical grounds—I believe that our moral obligation is such that 
we are in conscience and in duty bound to pass this bill. 


NOT A ONE-SIDED MEASURE. 


What has Cuba to offer in exchange for this proposed reduction? 
As the chairman of the committee has so well said, ‘‘ This is not 
a one-sided proposition, but, instead, a real reciprocal agree- 

”> 

I shall not go into detail in this regard, but content myself by 
inserting a table showing the trade between this country and 
Cuba before reciprocity with that island was established by the 
McKinley bill, while it was in operation, and after its repeal by the ~ 
Democratic party. 

Imports into the United States from Cuba. 
[Years ending June 30.] 

















Principal articles. 1890. | 1893. | 1896 | 1901 

Total (all articles).......- $53,801,591 |$78, 706,506 '$40,017,730 | $48, 422, 088 
RS TRIE, | 85, 420, 594 | 60,637, 631 | 24,102,885 | 26, 373, 690 
NN i656 cas | 8,679,076 | 1,081,034 128, 474 991,176 
Leaf tobacoo .................... 7,106,233 | 8,940,058 | 10,613, 468 9, 834, 849 
Cigars, cigarettes, etc _......... 8, 967,955 | 2,766,502 | 2,078,275 2,301, 949 
Fruits and nuts................. 1,795,886 | 2,389,523 | 1,178,904 911, 561 
oe 89, 049 67, 042 40, 265 31, 002 
Hides and skins................. |} 988,627) 279,153 184, 281 19, 765 
Wood, unmanufactured........ 515,020 | 1,071,593 530, 942 810, 326 
NT ST RE 566, 417 641,943 521, 310 573, 414 
OUR cca cd 27,492 25, 992 | 7, 628 19, 162 
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Exports from the United States to Cuba. 
[Years ending June 30.] 


Principal articles. 


Cars, carriages, etc 

Coal 

Cotton manufactures 

Leather, and manufactures of - 
Paper, and manufactures of -_. 
Wood, and manufactures of -..-. 


,779 895 
1,208,476 | 1,881,005 

A careful study of this table will show that reciprocity with 
Cuba then caused our export trade to that island to almost double. 
Why will it not do so now? That it caused our imports from 
that island to advance $25,000,000 then. Why will it not do so 
now? F 

Our total trade with her in 1890, both imports and exports, 

, amounted to $66,886,006. Under the beneficent influence of Mc- 
Kinley reciprocity, such as is proposed in the pending measure, it 
sprang to $102,864,204, an increase of $35,978,198. When the 
blighting hand of Democracy was laid upon the McKinley law 
and our reciprocity agreement with Cuba destroyed, our trade 
with her decreased from $102,864,204, in 1893, to $47,548,610, in 
1896, or a reduction of $55,305,594. 

What reason have gentlemen for asserting that reciprocity 
with Cuba will not work so well again? Why should we not by 
this means secure control of the entire trade of that island? Why 
should we not bind these people to us by commercial ties? By 
the Platt amendment we assumed much of responsibility for the 
future conduct of that island, and we should honestly endeavor 
to make our aims her aims, our hopes her hopes, and so weld the 
two nations together that our duty shall be the more easily dis- 
charged, 

LET THE TARIFF ALONE. 

But, say our Democratic friends, shall we never revise the tariff, 
Mr. Chairman, that question is not legitimately before us now, 
but, unfortunately, our Democratic friends have not been discuss- 
ing the pending measure. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SULZER], who has just taken his seat, complained because he had 
listened to this discussion for four days and had heard nothing 
about the bill before the House. Thatis true. But who com- 
pelled this discussion? The Democrats, not the Republicans, com- 
pelled it. We were willing three days ago to take a vote on this 
proposition, but they wanted to debate and they wanted to discuss 
and they wanted to harangue for the purpose of confusing, of be- 
fogging, of throwing dust. They wanted to talk about free trade, 
to talk about a revision of the tariff, and all that sort of thing. 
Well, shall we revise the tariff now? Mr. Chairman, is there any 
reason why it should be done at this particular time? No. We 
are doing well, the best any nation ever did in all the history of 
the world. Let us keep on doing well under the same old idea. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] We are to-day the most 
——— people on the face of the earth, and I shall not recite 

acts and figures, because we know that in and of ourselves. Let 
as — on letting well enough alone. 

Ah, but my friend from Mississippi [Mr. WiL.1ams] said that 
we worshi tariff schedules, that we had made the schedules 
of the McKinley bill a fetich before which we bowed down and 
worshiped, and that we did homage to all the various schedules. 
Not at all. How can we improve the present bill? Iadmit that it 
has many inconsistencies and many incongruities, and some of its 
schedules might be changed. But how can we get a better bill? 
Where is there a better bill? Why, in the mind of the gentleman 
from Mississippi. But, unfortunately, the tariff bill which exists 
in his mind has no force extraterritorially. 

Why, the gentleman from New York has a tariff bill in hismind, 
and the gentleman from Connecticut, from the same committee, 
has a tariff bill in his, but the two gentlemen do not agree. Now, 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WiILLIAMs] has a perfect 
tariff bill in his mind, and the gentleman from Louisiana {Mr. 
RoBERTSON], from the same committee, has a perfect tariff bill in 
his mind, but neither one agrees with the other. There are 386 
men in this House, each one of whom has a tariff bill in his own 
mind, but when you oy a tariff.bill on paper and make it legisla- 
tion, that is an entirely different proposition. Everybody knows 
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that knows anything about legislation that it is a system of give 
and take, and that every tariff bill that has ever been enacted 
into law during our history is nothing more than a series of com- 
promises, and so, with 386 men, with their clashing interests and 
conflicting claims, coming to make a tariff bill, it would be just 
as full of inconsistencies and incongsuities and iniquities as the 
ont system, and in making a transfer from this bill to that 

ill we must of necessity scatter something of terror and dismay, 
we must of necessity injure some institutions, we must of neces- 
sity close some factories, we must of necessity unnerve some 
arms, to some extent we must paralyze the confidence of capital, 
and the Republican party does not intend todo thatnow. [Loud 
applause on the Republican side. ] 

But why should we do it? Why, our Democratic friends soon 
after Mr. McKinley was elected President came to us with a sneer 
and said, ‘‘ Where is this boasted prosperity of yours?”” Andif we 
had only succeeded in giving a measure of prosperity they would 
still be sneering at us; but by and by the sneer changed into 
alarm, and to-day the Democratic party is terrified at the gigantic 
proportions of this prosperity. Why, they say we are getting too 
rich, building up too much of wealth, making tremendous aggre- 
gations of capital in the United States, and gigantic combinations 
of wealth that far outshine the fabled wealth of Ormus and of 
Ind. It is so big they are scared at it. But_ay friends were only 
frightened by a shadow, and because it is big we must not be 
scared, because it is only a shadow. 

Now, they propose to revise the tariff because they say that it is 
injurious and builds up these tremendous combinations of capital, 
and because they are strong, and are great and are wealthy. 
Well. if a revision of the tariff would affect those great interests, 
powerful and wealthy and strong, and their strength and power 
and wealth would be affected, what must of necessity be the ef- 
fect of a change of the tariff upon the ten thousand smaller in- 
terests that are not so strong and powerful and wealthy in this 
nation of ours? It must of necessity crush them all, and thus 
blot out the only competition these great interests have to meet 
within the confines of our nation. Is notthattrue? Andso there 
is no reason why we should revise the tariff at this time. Let it 
alone. Weare doing well under it; we are the most marvelous 
nation in the history of the world to-day. We are standing upon 
the magnificent summit of prosperity, and the only thing on earth 
that throws its shadow athwart the future of this mighty nation 
of ours is the Democratic party. That is all. [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side. ] 

I was much amused yesterday at the efforts of my glib-tongued 
friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] to show that Mr. Foster had 
made up his mind to issue bonds because of the financial condi- 
tion of the United States at the time when Harrison went out 
and Cleveland went in. There was something of accusation and 
denial and crimination and recrimination in that discussion, but 
it seemed to me it amounted to nothing. I do not know whether 
the Secretary prepared to issue bonds or not. I do not know 
whether he prepared plates or not, nor do I care. 

What I do know is this. Mr. Chairman, that after Grover 
Cleveland was elected President of the United States there came 
a change over this country. Everybody knows that. Every- 
body knows that the merchants quit buying, because they did 
not know what the price of products would be the next day. 
Everybody knows that the factories quit running, because the 
manufacturer did not know what the price of his wares would be 
the next a: And everybody knows that the wheels stood still. 
Everybody knows that these great hives of industry were deserted 
and that the great smokestacks stood above them like tombstones 
above our ruined prosperity. Everybody knows that countless 
thousands of laborers tram the highways of the nation out of 
money and out of food, and that they marched to Washington in 
Coxey armies in order to ask for relief. Everybody knows that 
soup houses were erected in e@ry city and village of the land to 
feed the people turned out of doors by this policy. 

Everybody knows that we began importing more than we ex- 
ported, and that the balance of trade was against us, and that the 
yellow tide of gold flowed from our shores to Europe in order to 
make up that balance of trade. Everybody knows that the end- 
less chain was instituted that drew the gold out of the Treasury 
in order to pay the current expenses of the Government, leaving 
us bankrupt and with a deficit on our hands. Everybody knows 
that whatever Mr. Foster may or may not have done, it is quite 
sure that Mr. Cleveland did issue bonds; that he did plunge us into 
debt $262,000,000; that he did mortgage the present and pledge the 
future in order to try the very policy these gentlemen would now 
adopt. Whoever heard of an endless chain under a Republican 
Administration? It is the product alone of incompetent Democ- 
racy. [Applause on the ublican side. ] 

And, Mr. Chairman, we know that in 1892 we stood on the 
summit of prosperity, and we know that a year later we were 
floundering in the quagmires of despair. 
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What caused that mighty upheaval? Why, sir, the only change 

that occurred was in the tariff policy of the country. We had 
the same farms and the same farmers; we had the same labor 
and the same capital; we had the same inexhaustible resources, 
and yet at the one time we were never so properous and at the 
other time we were never so depressed. What didit? The tariff 
poe} of the Democratic party. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 
" We all know too, sir, that in 1896 we were still camping on the 
lowlands of despair, but that in 1897 the fogs had lifted, the 
clouds had disappeared, and we found ourselves marching up the 
mountain steeps toward the sunlight and toward the most mar- 
velous era of our history. What did it? 

Why, the only thing that happened between those two periods 
of depression and prosperity was the election of a Republican 
President. That is enough to know. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] And the people who went to school during the free- 
trade period of Mr. Cleveland, the people who sat on the sharp 
side of arail and ate Democratic soup, know too much to get into 
that scrape again as long as they have sense enough to stay out of 
an insane asylum. [Laughter on the Republican side. 

What is the ideal condition of acountry? Why, Mr. Chairman, 
the ideal condition of a country is, first,a sound money. The 
money must be safe and sane and sound. It can not be made the 
ship of gamblers, the tool of speculators. It must be good every 
day and everywhere and must be worth 100 cents in every money 
market of the world. 

The a party has given you that condition. What is 
the second condition of a nation’s prosperity? Thesteady employ- 
ment of its laboring people at remunerative wages. Ah, has labor 
ever been so steadily employed as to-day? Have wages ever been 
so high as to-day? And my friend —_ well when he said that 
this tariff question was a question of labor, for itis. From skin 
to core and from core back to skin it is a question of labor; and 
this steady employment we have given the laboring people and 
these high wages we have given them, and it has enabled them 
to make the glorious civilization of to-day. Why? Why, you 
can not talk to me about moral progress or intellectual advance- 
ment on the part of a man whose nose is kept to the grindstone 
from year’s end to year’s end earning a pittance, every dollar of 
which must be spent in the shape of clothing for his back or food 
for his stomach. 

No, there must be something more than that. There must be 
comfort in the home and hope in the heart. And to do this he 
must have an extra dollar. And it is the extra dollar we are giv- 
ing the laboring people to-day that make us what weare. It isthe 
extra dollar he is not compelled to spend that goes into the 
house. It is the extra dollar that has dotted the country all over 
with peaceful and happy homes, the very bulwark of our civili- 
zation. It is the extra dollar that puts the carpet on the floor 
and hangs the picture on the wall. It is the extra dollar that 
puts the piano in the corner of the room. It is the extra dollar 
that clothes the little boy. Itis the extra dollar that puts the 
book under the arm of the little girl and sends her down to the 
schoolhouse built by the extra dollar, in order that she may be- 
come a useful woman. It is the extra dollar he puts into insur- 
ance to make provision for his loved ones after the strong arm 
has been unnerved and is forever stilled. Itis the extra dollar 
that he puts into the great benevolent and fraternal societies that 
makes possible the glory of this civilization. It is the extra dollar 
that has called forth the marvelous bud and blossom of our great 
civilization, and whenever you strike down the tariff you strike 
down the ability of our people to earn the extra dollar, you bring 

them into merciless competition with people who have no extra 
dollars, and you strike a blow at the very vitals of our American 
civilization. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

The Republican party has given you the second requisite to 
poe . The third isa market for our surplus. o matter 

ow much we make, if we can not sell it stagnation results. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from New Jersey? 

Mr. WATSON. No; I do not want to hear from the gentle- 
man from New Jersey. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

= BUGHES of New Jersey. Will the gentleman answer a 
question 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. WATSON. We have given you the first two prerequisites 
to national prosperity, and the third is at hand. We propose by 
the very terms of this bill to open up Cuba to the products of our 
factories and of our farms. We propose to open up Guam and the 
Hawaiian Islands and the Philippine Islands, and then upon these, 
as stepping stones divinely placed, Uncle Sam, with giant strides, 
will march across the world’s imperial sea and knock over yonder 
at the door of the Orient. When that is open to him one-third of 


’ % 


all the people of this world will be seen standing there with open 
hands and outstretched arms ready to receive the products of our 
factories and our farms; and not only that, but, please God, to 
seize the golden truths symbolized by every star upon the span- 
gled flag of the free. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

We have given to this country a market, and we propose that 
that market shall be extended; and thus, with sound money, and 
with open factories, and with abundant markets, our prosperity 
is assured. What if some schedules are not what they ought to 
be? What if there are some irregularities and incongruities? 
Look at the tremendous progress we have made under this bill. 
Let us let it alone. It is good enough for the present and it will 
be good enough for a few years yet tocome. [Applause on the 
Republican side. } 

But, Mr. Chairman, what is the attitude of the Democratic 
party upon this bill, in so far as the Democratic party can be 
said to have an attitude on this or on any other subject? What 
isit? Well, the honorable gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Ros- 
en is a member of the committee, and he says this about 

e bill: 


It seems to me that this kind of reciprocity is absolutely impossible under 


a Democratic tariff. 

This bill is impossible under a Democratic idea. Is RoBERTSON 
a Democrat? Idonot know. Do you? I do not know what it 
takes to constitute a Democrat, and so I do not know whether he 
fills the full measure of Democracy or not. 

And then the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Cooprr], another 
member of the Ways and Means Committee, has an opinion. 
What does he say? 

It inaugurates the policy of reciprocity, which, as now advocated by the 
Republican perty, is as undemocratic as a tariff for protection, and which 
has been aptly called the * handmaiden of protection.” 

Is COOPER a Democrat? I do not know. Do you? Andthen, 
when the Ways and Means Committee met last year it had a 
man on it by the name of NEWLANDs, who is nowa United States 
Senator from Nevada. He has received a deserved promotion- 
What did he say about it? 

Nor should the tariff reformer be misled by the suggestion of reciprocity. 
Reciprocity does not mean free trade. It means the extension of the policy 
of protection to other countries. 

Is NEWLANDS a Democrat? I do not know. Doyou? Now, 
some of these gentlemen assume that position, but what about 
the other fellows? Why, the honorable leader of the minority, 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WiLLiams], had this to say 
the other day on the fioor of the House: 

The Democratic party does recognize that the pending bill isa Democratic 
measure in every principle. 

Now, I put ROBERTSON and COOPER over against WILLIAMS, 
and you may tell me, if you can, what the Democratic party 
really thinks about this proposition. [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican side.] Why, they say they are going to vote forit. Cer- 
tainly, and so are we. And yet, with an inconsistency which is 
characteristically Democratic, they proposed to introduce amend- 
ments to it here which they knew would kill it. They said they 
did not want to kill it by introducing the amendments. They 
acknowledged that the amendments would kill it, and at law we 
all know that every man is conclusively presumed to intend all 
the natural consequences of hisact. They knew that the amend- 
ments would kill it. They disclaimed any idea of killing the 
bill, and yet they wanted to introduce an amendment which 
would have had that effect. There is more Democratic consis- 
tency. 

Ah, but the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. WILLIAMs] said that 
this isa Democratic measure. Why,thinkofit. These Democrats 
absolutely pledge themselves in this bill against voting for any 
reduction on one solitary pound of sugar from any country in all 
the world for the next five years, and yet they claim that is a free- 
trade proposition. They absolutely pledge themselves not to vote 
for any reduction on any sugar from any country for five years, 
and yet they say that is an approach to freetrade. Well, if that 
isan approach to free trade the Republicanscan stand four square 
with them on the proposition and be well pleased with the result. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, what is the attitude of the Democracy on 
this question? Does anybody know? What difference does it 
make what their attitude is? Whatever their attitude is to-day 
they me 4 change it to-morrow, for if there is anything absolutely 
sure in this world it is that the Democratic party has started out 
in the present campaign, not with principle in view, buat with 
the idea of winning. That is all they want to do, and all they 
ask is, ‘‘ Give us somebody to win with. No matter what prin- 
ciples he professes, it does not matter what platform he stands 
upon, with whom can we win?”’ 

PROSPERITY DUE TO REPUBLICAN PRINCIPLES. 

Why, my friend from Iowa spoke of the marvelous progress of 
this country for the last forty years. I would like to goa little 
more into detail on this proposition. My Democratic friends, 
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what have you done in order to warrant the people of this conn- 
try in giving you control of the Government? What greatact of 
this country that has added glory to the or prosperity to our 
people has ever sprung from the sterile brain of Democracy? 
What one in the last forty years? Can you nameit? Why, the 
Republican party took charge of this country in 1860. We have 
had charge of it continuously ever since except four years from 
1893 to 1897. Absolutely every act that has made this country 
great and grand has sprung from the luminous genius of Repub- 
lican statesmanship. The only act that was passed under Mr. 
Cleveland was the tariff act that scattered terror and dismay 
everywhere and left us dismantled and broken. Is notthat true? 
Why, my friends, that was the only national act that was passed 
under Mr. Cleveland. Did that conduce to national prosperity? 
Did it not rather retard our development many years? All the 
acts that ever conduced to this tremendous prosperity have come 
alone from the Republican party, and shall I go further into details 
about it? Why,as my friend has already said, our wealth then 
was $16,000,000,000. Now it is $95,000,000,000. 

Our Democratic friends used to say to us that we did not give 
them enough money with which to do the business of this coun- 
try. What is the truth in regard to that? In 1860 the gold in 
circulation was $228,000,000; now it is $630,000,000. Then the 
silver in circulation was none, and now it is $164,000,000. Then 
there was tot a single gold certificate: to-day there are $379,000,- 
000. ‘Then there were no silver certificates; now there are '$455,- 
000,000. Then the total circulation was $435,000,000; to-day the 
circulation is $2,376,000,000, and every dollar worth a hundred 
cents in every money market in the world. Then the per capita 
circulation was $13.85; nowit is $29.57. Then we had no national 
banks in the country; now we have 4,939. Then, of course, we 
had no national-bank capital; now we have $743,000,000 of that 
capital. Then loans and discounts werenone; now $3,415,000,000. 
Then the bank clearings were $7,231,000,000; now they are $76,- 
000,000,000. Then the deposits of national banks were none; now 
$3,200,000,000. Then the deposits in savings banks were $149,- 
277,000; now they are $2,750,000,000. Then the total deposits 
were none; now §$9,258,000,000; placing us easily the first among 
all the nations of this world as to our present financial condition 
and our industrial prosperity. 

Then the total receipts for all purposes were $109,000,000, now 
$1,097,000,000. Then the total imports were $353,000,000; now they 
are $1,025,000,000, an increase of imports of $736,000,000. ‘The 
total exports then were $334,000,000 and last year were $1,420,000,- 
000, or an increase of $1,087,000,000. ‘The excess of imports over 
exports then were $20,000,000. The excess now of exports over 
imports is $395,000,000. That is the difference from the time we 
tock charge of this country. There were twenty millions more 
imports than exports, and last year we sent out $396,000,000 more 
than we received, and the yellow tide of gold is rolling into this 
country to pay the balance of trade in our favor. These are the 
ae = Pern legislation. [Loud applause on the Repub- 

can side. 

How about manufacturing? Then thenumber of establishments 
were 140,400, now 512,300. Then the number of hands employed 
was 1,311,000, now 5,719,000. Then the wages:and salaries paid 
amounted to $378,800,000; now they amount to $2,735,400,000. 
Then the products were $1,880,000,000; now they are $13,200,- 
000,000, which is greater than the combined output of any other 
three nations in the world, and places us proudly first among 
the manufacturing nations of the world. ile they were paid 
wages and salaries of $378,000,000 then, and now $2,735,000,000, I 
call attention to this further fact, that then the per capita wages 
paid to the men was $288, while now it is $474, one-half greater 
a} average forall of Europe. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

Is not this a record of which we can be proud? Is it not a 
record of which we may justly boast? And over against that the 
Democratic party sets itself up and wants to destroy the very 
agency which has made possible this marvelous prosperity that is 
to-day the wonder and admiration of the world. 


INCOMPETENT DEMOCRACY. 


Well, what will our Democratic friends doaboutit? Mr. Chair- 
man, their prophets say that they propose to take charge of this 
nation next time. — you do it. My Democratic friends 
after the control of the pe YOR e+ me Fea 
after a train. It does a great deal of barking and ing, an 
when it gets to it it does notknow what todo withit. [Laughter.] 
So with these gentlemen, if they had charge of this Government 
to-day what would they do with it? What policy would en- 
force? Would they be in favor of free trade or would they be in 
favor of reciprocity or a tariff for revenue only? What would 
the Democratic party do? Does anybody know? Has that party 
to-day any principles? Can anybody tell? , even in the 
House there seems to be a clash of authority and leadership, 


for after Mr. WiLuiaMs, the gentleman from Mississippi, the 
leader, has his say, it becomes necessary for the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Dz ARMonD] to express his opinion on the same 
proposition. Have you noticed that? 

We hope on this side that brethren over there will dwell together 
in amity and unity. I had h that when the gentleman from 
Missouri returned this time, after an absence during the summer 
communing with Nature, that he would have come back with the 
singing of birds and the langhter of brooks in his voice, and in his 
speech there might have been reflected something of the overarch- 
ing sky and the shimmering stars, but it is the same gentleman 
from Missouri as of yore, hesying the destruction of the Re- 
public and the overthrow of the Government. [Laughter.] But 
ah, somehow or other, the thing manages to get along; some- 
how the old ship keeps driving to the front;.somehow or other 
the Republican party keeps its hand on the helm, and somehow 
or other we are going to land in port after a while where even the 
Democratic party can notdisturbus. [Laughter and applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

But if they have no measures, how about men? The other day 
I was amused by reading in the Washington Post some inter- 
views with distinguished Democrats. Listentothem. They are 
full of instruction as to Democratic purposes: 


Mr. GARBER, of Ohio. Iam very much impressed with the article pub- 
lished in the Post this morning, dated Montgomery, Ala., wherein Mr. Hood, 
editor of the Montgomery Jo put his views forth in a remarkably 


urnal, has 
clear and sensible Finds) The Ohio ‘Democrat, be he radical or conservative 


(if there be two kin would not support Mr. Cleveland, either for the 
nomination or at the election. They wanta man who has regularity as the 
rimary requisite. I have heard many kindly expressions with reference 
Senator GorMAN, while Judge Parker has many friends. Mr. HEARST 
also occupies a warm place in the hearts of Ohio Democrats. 

Who is this man Cleveland? He is the only man they have 
been able to elect President of the United States since James 
Buchanan. For three successive campaigns they followed him, 
they apotheosized him, they deified him, they put him on the 
chief pedestal in the joss house, and they swung censers in his 
presence and sung daily, ‘‘O Grover, holy, holy, holy art thou.” 
{Great laughter and applause on the Republicanside.] And yet 
here rises a Democrat to say that they would not support him, 
either at the convention or at the election. 

Mr. Baker, of New York. It can not be said that sentiment in Brooklyn 
has crystallized in favor of any particular candidate. It is hoped to secure 
a candidate who will be imbued with the doctrines of true Democracy— 

What a citizen he would be, wouldn’t he? to be imbued with 
all the doctrines of Democracy! [Laughter on the Republican 
side.] He would be a Pandora’s box, wouldn't he? if opened up 
to public view [laughter on the Republican side]— 
and one who, if elected, will not betray his party. Itwould beimpossible at 
this time to say who the Democrats of my ict favor for the nomination. 
The man who meets their approval, however, must bea man of strong and 
decided convictions. No eolacless candidate will be satisfactory. 

Now,I wonder whom he means. Why,isit not a fact thatthe 
Democrats bave been wandering up and down the country look- 
ing for somebody to run for President who has no views on any 
proposition in the-world? [Laughter.] And is it nota fact that 
they are attempting to nominate Judge Parker, of New York, 
solely because nobody knows what he thinks on any question; 
nobody knows what he thinks on the tariff question, or what he 
thinks on the expansion question, or any other question before 
the American people to-day? [Laughter on the Republican side. 
Is not that true? Is notthat true? Theytake it for granted, an 
they are right, that if a Democrat has a record at all, it is a bad 
record. [Laughter on the Republican side. } 

But listen to Mr. UNpERWoop of Alabama. 

It isa safe tion that the Alabama delegation in the next national 
convention will be uninstructed as to Presidential choice. The sentiment is 
in favor of some strong eastern man who would be acceptable to the West. 
[Laughter on the Republican side. | 

There never was anything like the Democratic party. 

When such a man is found— 


Swing your telescope around the horizon and sweep the earth 
and find your man! 


When such a man is found the South will give him hearty support— 


They are looking for the fellow, regardless of what he believes 
or what the platform isto be; that makes no difference. [Laugh- 
ter on the Republican: side. } 

When such a man is found, the South will give him hearty support, and 
he will be elected. [Laughter on the Republican side.| The South is par- 
ticularly anxious to — hter onthe Republican si — defeat Theo- 
dore Roosevelt. Personally, 1 favor Mr. Olney, of Massachusetts; but I am 
a eqeatiens itis demonstrated is most acceptable to both the Hast and 

© ; 


Then comes my friend Sms. from Tennessee, with the frankest 
statement of Democratic desires, aspirations, and hopes of any 
man; and what does Mr. Sms say? 


The majority of Tennessee Democrats appear to favor the nomination of 
Judge Parker, of New York, but the sentiment is not a decided one. 
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It is only an appearance. : = aed 
They believe Judge Parker would make a mg candi , ba some 
ant that man nominated. Tennessee Demo- 
noe = win. fEanather on the Republican side.] 

There, gentlemen, is the Democratic platform. Thatis the sum 
and substance of it all. It does not m any difference what a 
man believes. It does notmake any difference what the platform 
is upon which he stands, if he can win. And is therea man here 
who doubts that if these Democrats thought that they could re- 
habilitate and regalvanize William Jennings Bryan and win with 
him on a platform of 16 to 1 that they would adopt that platform 
and nominate the man and go into the campaign with him? Is 
not that so? Why, of course it is. That is the history of this 

for the last forty years. 

Ah, how differently situated are we! Every time I go into a 


Republican convention I am inspired by the pictured senta- 
tions of the great men who have been our leaders in the days gone 
by—Lincoln, the emancipator, always present in every ublican 
convention; Grant, the silent, unconquered hero, and Garfield, 


and Blaine, and McKinley, the gentlest memory of our day. 
Those are the men who have made this country, and in making it 
they have been compelled to walk over the prostrate form of the 
Democratic a year inand yearout. Those are the men whose 
pictures we hang up and who inspire the youth of this country 
with patriotism and with hope. 

Now, when the Democrats have a convention, whose picture 
will they hang up? [Laughter on the Republican side.}| Will 
they hang up the picture of Grover Cleveland? Why, these gen- 
tlemen here say they would not vote for him at a convention or 
at an election—this very man, the only one they have been able 
to elect President of the United States. What a marvelous met- 
amorphosis in the Democraticmind. Would they hang up the pic- 
ture of William Jennings Bryan, the ‘‘peerless leader?”’ [Laughter 
on the Republican side.} Twice they followed him in memorable 
campaigns; one the most marvelous in the history of modern 


times. Why don’t they follow him now? If 16 to 1 was right 
then, isn’t it right now? If Bryan was the deified appearance on 
earth of the angelic principle then, isn’t he so yet? How has he 


changed? How has thecountry changed? How has the situation 
changed? Ah, in only this, that they found they could not win 
with Bryan. Will they —— his picture? No. Whose pic- 
ture will they hang up? Well, they will have to fall clear back 
on Jackson and Jefferson. Whenever.the Democratic party runs 
out of anybody modern they fall back on Jackson and Jefferson. 
But it will be remembered, my friends, that Jefferson was gold 
bug of the most pronounced type. It will be remembered that 
Andrew Jackson came to bea protectionist of the most pronounced 
type, and it will be remembered that the views of these great men 
on these fundamental questions now before the country corre- 
sponded no more with the whimsies of modern Democracy than 
do the stately and transcendent stanzas of David’s psalms or the 
majestic sweep of Shakespeare’s loftiest strains correspond with 
the wheezy rag-time rendition by a back-alley aggregation of 
** Johnnie, get your gun.”” [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

And so we are all right for the coming campaign. Why, the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] has got it figured out 
already. Of course we will go on through with the formality of 
an election, but when all is said and done, the people will be sat- 
isfied with what the Republican party has done in this great 
country of ours. That is our platform—What we have done. 

As Conkling said about Grant, the Republican party is great in 
the arduous greatness of things done. And so, my friends, with 
these leaders, with these principles, with this platform, in solid 
— unbroken phalanx, we shall move on in the future as 
we have in the past, leading our — on up to greater and 
nobler heights; and when that shall have been done, when the 
future triumph shall have been achieved, it will be because the 
Republican party has always been true to the sublime idea of 
protection to American industries—to American capital and to 
American labor, I thank you. [Prolonged applause on the Re- 
publican side. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dr Ar- 
MOND] is recognized for ten minutes. [Prolonged applause on the 
Democratic side. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, but one thing is lacking to 
complete this scene. If the average, re tative grammar- 
school boy of Indiana were here in the he would congratu- 
late himself with pride and pleasure upon the fact that a _—_ 
deal of the matter of his schoolboy orations, and almost all of the 
manner of them, had been copied and reproduced by the eloquent 
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ee om from Indiana [Mr. Watson] who has just taken his 


Mr. 
ing the 
ven from their 
should 


ughter. } 
, Several © acme An a the other side, includ- 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], have 
point of view many convincing reasons why 


vote against this bill, and then with the usual incon- 
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sistency which characterizes many of them, especially upon this 
question, they have declared meekly and amiably that they in- 
tend to vote for it. Their logic is bad or their action is inexcus- 
able—perhaps it is a question as to which is worst. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], asked to unfold 
the righteousness of the proceeding when the sieel trust sells steel 
rails to Germany for $22 a ton and ‘‘ holds up’’ the American for 
$28 for the same quantity and quality of the same article, told 
about how the merchant in October and November sells for 50 
cents each articles the duplicates of which brought $1 in May and 
June. 





From this happy illustration of the point of the arzument for 
refusing to revise the tariff,so long as the steel trust and the other 
like trusts, from their own blissful experience, shall continue to 
pronounce it good, we might conclude that there are summer and 


winter weights and fashions in steel rails,as in bonnets, and that 
when the steel trust sells steel rails in Germany at $22 and in the 
United States at $28, the rails sold abroad at the reduced price 
are remnants, shop-worn, and sold out of season, as summer rails 
in winter, or winter rails in summer, while the American buys 
smooth, fresh, bright, unwrinkled rails, strictly in season and 
very fashionable. But even credulity fails to further the delu- 
sion when this gentleman, so apt in explaining the inexplicable, 
fails, neglects, and refuses, though duly invited to the perform- 
ance, to say just why there should not be any revision of a schedule 
which shelters a trust and enables it to exact $28 fora tonof steel 
rails which it makes ata cost of $12. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEpsurRN] told us that away 
back a hundred years ago, or fifty years ago, or twenty-five years 
ago, the American people did not produce so much, did not export 
so much, had not accumulated so much as now; therefore do not 
think of revising the tariff which we have now, but did not have 
in the unhappy past! This argument is a simple one, and I crave 
the gentleman’s pardon while I remark that it is not altogether 
new. But I cast no reproaches upon the argument because it is 
ancient; on the contrary, I would respect its gray hairs, wherein all 
its respectability nestles. It isthe argument of coincidences, and 
if one can but be content with it one may establish anything by it. 

During the life of the Dingley tariff law we freed Cuba and 
loaded up with the Philippines; therefore the Dingley tariff law 
did it. In all the years of our national life, before the trusts gave 
us the Dingley tariff law, we neither freed Cuba nor loaded up 
with the Philippines; therefore we could neither push Spain off of 
Cuba nor pull the Philippines over onto ourselycs without the 
Dingley tariff law. 

Of course evil-minded persons might employ this handy argu- 
ment of coincidences for evil purposes. For instance, they might 
say there are more consumptives in the land now than there were 
in the earlier periods of our national life, and that therefore the 
Dingley law produced tuberculosis. They might assert that there 
are more children in the United States to-day than there were 
when the Walker tariff was in operation, and that therefore the 
Dingley tariff has been our salvation from the peril of race suicide. 
a list of helpful illustrations could be extended almost without 

imit. 

It is also true that a devoted student of our country’s history 
might construct from the materials at hand a curious theory to 
the effect that we Americans are much more numerous now than 
we were some decades earlier in the sweep of time, and that well- 
tilled fields produce more grain, and horses, and cattle, and hogs 
than dense areas of unbroken forest, and that more manufactur- 
ing is done in a great city than in a cabin in the wilderness. 

Some might even indulge the extravagant speculation that, un- 
der any tariff system or with none, the pioneer in a cabin, in a 
little clearing in a great forest, ought hardly to be censured very 
severely if he did not have as many children or dollars as all his 
descendants and the neighbors could show a generation or two or 
three generations later, when time and the genius of human de- 
velopment had worked their miracles, 

It might be generous, and I submit to the gentleman from Iowa, 
who has spoken on one side to explain why he will vote on the 
other side, that it might also be correct to credit the growth of 
the nation to the vast and varied resources of the goodly land in 
which we dwell, and to the courage, industry, perseverance, in- 
vention, and general nobility of ourpeople. Heand all of us may 
do well to look beyond coincidences for the causes and effects 
upon which to build theories, and from which to get policies. 

The matter which we really have to consider, passing from this 
bill and going to the general tariff question, is not that of free 
trade or protection, but whether or not the present tariff law 
shall be revised. That is the real question, with reference to the 
tariff, now before the country. The gentlemen upon the other 
side take the position that it ought not to be and shall not be re- 
vised, except in some distant day of the future, in some far-off 
year. We hold that it ought to be, and declare that if the 
American people intrust us with the power it shall be revised. 
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There is an issue which it is easy to put and easy to understand, 
and which we mean the gentlemen upon the other side shall be 
compelled to meet. We recognize conditions as conditions are, 
and they must do it also. 

We are not bent upon any crusade to destroy any element of 
real prosperity in this country, but we are determined, if we get 
the power, to strike down, as far as we can, the nefarious crea- 
tures which have sprung up in this country, designated and known 
by the general name of ‘‘ trusts,” that prey upon and rob the 
American people. In so far as the tariff builds up and shelters 
these evil institutions we shall make upon it relentless war. In 
so far as it may have the effect of developing and advancing the 
industries of this country, by equalizing taxation and opportunity, 
we shall stand by it, not make an assault upon it. hat shall 
be done with this schedule; what shall be done with that? What 
shall be done with regard to the tariff upon this item or that item? 
These are plain, practical questions. Gentlemen shall not divert 
us from them to abstract discussions of free trade or protection. 

The country has settled upon the policy of raising a consider- 
able part of its revenues by tariff taxation. Whenever a tariff is 
imposed upon any article whatsoever, the like article, if pro- 
duced in this country, is a ‘‘ protected”’ article to the extent of 
that tariff, whatever the object of the laying of that duty and 
whatever its effects in other respects. As we shall have for years 
and years to come, and perhaps during the entire life of the 
nation, a tariff covering thousands of articles, bringing millions 


of dollars in revenue into the Treasury of the United States, the 


question will be and the question must be from time to time— 
always a shifting question, liable to change, and changed from 
time to time by developments and incidents and accidents and 
events in our own land and the world over—What ought the duty 
to be now? Is the duty right or is it wrong now? 

To that question, laying aside all quibbles and all speculations, 
laying aside all this grandiloquence about what the Republican 
party is said to have done, about what the Republican party has 
professed; laying aside all these arguments of coincidence, what 
answer are you going to make? Is this Dingley tariff to stand as 
it is, with all the inequalities, hardships, and injustice in it, with 
huge trusts sheltered by it, or is the tariff to be corrected? Is 
it to be amended? Is it to be changed where it needs change, 
where the wisdom and justice and desirability of change are so 
plain that no man can deny the virtue of the claim that change 
ought to take place? That is the question upon the tariff, and 
upon that question we will meet you and fight it out. 

Now, either this bill is right enough for passage or wrong 
enough to merit defeat. Some gentlemen say it ought to be de- 
feated. If those gentlemen sincerely wish to defeat it, why did 
they not help to vote down the rule and have it amended? Let 
them answer to their constituents. The man who believes this 
bill ought to be defeated and who voted against the rule, voted 
for an opportunity to amend it, and who votes against the bill in 
its present form, is consistent. The man who claims that the bill 
ought to be defeated, but who voted to take away all the oppor- 
tunity that existed, directly or indirectly, to defeat it or to change 
it, stultifies himself. 

If he is honest to his constituency, he has demonstrated his wis- 
dom, as well as his honesty, by efforts to amend the bill. If he is 
dishonest, he has added to dishonesty folly, because the pretext of 
expediency is so transparent that he who runs may read through it. 

But gentlemen say we on this side would risk the defeat of this 
bill. Of course we would risk it. "When the question comes be- 
tween legislating for the people and “‘ protection’”’ to the sugar 
trust by increasing the mighty, overshadowing power of the 
grasping, grinding trust, then, on this bill or any other bill, we 
are against the trusts and against the policy which the trusts 
dictate. Weare in favor of striking off the differential, sugar- 
trust duty. We are in favor of the amendment of this bill, and 
then [if this bill be not passed for that reason—because of the 
amendment—as for that reason the other Cuban reciprocity bill 
was not passed, then we shall have another demonstration, a sec- 
ond demonstration, for the American people that the y in the 
majority in this House and in the Senate, dominated and influ- 
enced too largely by interests that are adverse to the welfare of 
the American people, will not do that which is fair and just, be- 
cause the mighty agencies to which they bow in humble sub- 
mission decree that they shall go the other way. 

Let the man who regards party organization rather than fidelit 
to constituency appeal in the hour of his peril, appeal in the dar 
day of his disaster, to the party organization. Let him raise his 
voice and call upon the party to save him rather than call upon 
his constituents, against whom he has turned and whose rights 
here he has given away, sold out—I do not say ‘‘sold out”’ in the 
corrupt sense, because I charge nothing of that kind—bartered 
for the hope of a good place upon a committee, for the smiles of 
the gentleman who presides as Speaker in the chair which you 
now, Mr. Chairman, temporarily occupy. 
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For the favor of those who rule here in the House he has for- 
gotten the men far away on the prairie or among the pine stumps, 
the men out where the sugar beets grow, the men to whom he 
whispered his words of affection, into whose ears he poured the 
sweet songs of his love while seeking their votes. e has for- 
gotten them, has harkened to the voice of the tempter, and has 
fallen away from them; but the day of reckoning is coming for 
him, and when it arrives, then, through every agency by which 
opposition may be heard, the call will be made upon these people 
to say what they think of him and his doings. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. THompson]. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, an old negro preacher down 
in Alabama began his sermon by saying: ‘‘I thank de Lord that 
those who are not for us are not agin us.’’ The Republicans of 
this special session of Congress, like the old negro preacher, can 
exclaim that those who are not for us are not ‘“‘agin’’ us, but they 
are not receiving the support they are getting from this side of 
the House with apparent good grace. 

I construe this bill providing for reciprocity with Cuba as a 
Democratic measure, because it carries out, to some degree at 
least, Democratic principles, and for that reason, as well as for 
the further reason that it strikes me as a practical business propo- 
sition favorable to the business interests of the United States, 
which when enacted will give us, if not now, in the near future, 
cheaper sugar for the consumer and enlarge and increase our 
export trade with Cuba on terms more profitable to our people. 

I can, therefore, with impunity lay aside my prejudice against 
it by virtue of its origin from the Republican side, and look at it 
strictly from a business and not a political point of view, and give 
it my unqualified support. I could vote for it with fuller and 
freer grace if the majority of this House would permit us to 
further amend the bill by taking off the differential on sugar, 
thereby giving theconsumer in the American Republic a real and 
not a speculative benefit. 

The subject of this debate, the subject of the pending bill, the 
subject of this very session itself,is reciprocity. It is well, there- 
fore, at the outset to understand fully what reciprocity means. 

Reciprocity is a word derived from the Latin prepositions ‘‘ re’’ 
and “‘ pro,’’ which, being molded into the adjectives ‘‘ recus’’ and 
‘*procus,”’ signify *‘ backward”’ and ‘‘ forward.’’ The combined 
Latin adjective ‘* reciprocus’’ thus comes to mean ‘‘ moving back- 
ward and forward,”’ or ‘‘ alternating,”’ or ‘‘ mutually exchanging.”’ 
Hence, our English adjective ‘‘ reciprocal’’ and our English noun 
‘‘reciprocity,’’ meaning a mutual exchange or interchange. In 
connection with a treaty or agreement between two nations, 
‘*reciprocity ’’ is defined as ‘‘ equality of commercial privileges 
between the subjects of the different governments in each other’s 
—_ with respect to shipping or merchandise to the extent estab- 
ished by the treaty.” 

In this case the proposed reciprocity, or ‘‘ equality of commer- 
cial privileges,’’ is between the citizens, respectively, of the 
United States and the citizens of Cuba. 

We are called here in extraordinary session to consider the 
reciprocity treaty or convention with Cuba, which the Presi- 
— - the United States thinks is expedient and necessary to be 
ratified. 

I differ somewhat with the President on this, as well as other 
subjects not now under discussion, and I think it was entirely 
unnecessary to convene Congress in extra session for the consid- 
eration of this treaty. I believe this work could have been done 
fully as well and that it would have subserved all essential pur- 
poses and saved the Government thousands of dollars if it had 
been permitted to go over to the regular session in December. 

But the gentleman who presides in the White House seems to 
be an “ extraordinary ”’ being and to enjoy doing things in ‘‘ ex- 
traordinary’’ ways. He has demonstrated to thecountry that he 
constitutes the Republican party by an overwhelming majority. 

In the Fifty-seventh Congress, when this very same subject was 
under consideration, Members coming here from the beet-sugar 
districts, derisively called ‘* blanket Indians’’ by their brethren 
on the other side of the Chamber, showed the courage of their 
convictions by rebelling against the power of the Administration. 
Now they are as humble as ‘‘dumb, driven cattle.’’ They com- 
placently kiss the Executive hand which has smitten them, and 
patiently cry, ‘‘ Enough!” 

The President has demonstrated his strenuosity and poten- 
tiality. In the counsels of his party he is *‘lord of all he sur- 
veys.”’ Aggressive, arbitrary, and autocratic, he has literally 
compelled not only the leaders but the rank and file of the dear 
old ** God and morality party ’’ to depart from the *‘ straight and 
narrow path’’ of a high protective tariff policy and to take one 
first step toward the accomplishment of a Democratic triumph— 
toward the permanent establishment of the Democratic policy of 
a tariff just sufficient to raise a revenue necessary to defray all 
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the legitimate expenses of honest government economically ad- pee increases it will become more and more necessary to 
Oo} 


ministered. ster and encourage manufacturing among our people. Senator 
The Republican chief priests, whose features we have all learned | MorGAN said in a speech in Montgomery, Ala., recently delivered 
to recognize in this House, who so delight to minister at the | before the legislature of that State, that he believed the solution 
shining altars of protectionism and to burn incense in the presence of the labor question would be by means of the use of electricity. 
of their heathen god, the golden calf, prostrate themselves in the | He said: 
dust at the feet of his ‘‘ majesty,’’ and now rend their garments, The congested condition of our people in and around our large manufac- 
claw their faces, tear the hair from their own anointed heads, | turing enterprises, whose education is being neglected and physical develop- 
and declare with loud acclaim that the sea wall against the ad- ment dwarfed by working their children in factories, could be remedied by 


lacing electricity where it could be rented by small manufacturers, and 
mission of Cuban sugar must totter and fall to the earth. thereby making them the ownersand operators of their own manufacturing 
When another decree goes forth from the White House to re- | plants. 
move the duty on some other favored and fostered industry, not- Let us now examine the pending treaty or convention and see 
withstanding your slogans of “‘ stand pat”’’ and ‘‘let well enough | what it is that we are asked to ratify. 


alone,” you Republicans will again obey his imperialistic com- Article I of the treaty stipulates that all the products of either 
mand and willingly vote at his beck and call a reduction of the | the United States or Cuba that are now on the free lists of the 
tariff on some other article of everyday necessity. two countries shall continue to be on the free lists. 

The Republican baby, just now crawling toward the light, will | Article II provides that all other products of Cuba shall be ad- 
yet grow up into vigorous Democratic manhood. The infant will | mitted into this country at a reduction of 20 per cent of the regu- 
yet learn to walk in the pure fresh air of genuine Democratic | lar tariff rates of the United States. 
tariff refOrm to be occasioned by reciprocity with other nations. Article III provides that all the products of the United States 
You will learn by degrees, ‘‘line upon line, and precept upon | not included in Article I and not enumerated in Article IV shall 
precept.’”? You will overturn your heretical theories and accept | be admitted into Cuba at a reduction of 20 per cent of the regular 
correct Democratic principles and doctrines promulgated for the | tariff rates of Cuba. ‘ 
government and guidance of all classes and conditions of men, Article IV specifies certain products of the United States which 
‘*the common masses of the ‘common’ people.’? Laws which | are to be admitted into Cuba at still greater reductions of the 
enable the few to grow fat and sleek with insolence and pride at | regular rates—iron and steel manufactures, copper manufactures, 
the expense of the many will be swept away. The lamb and the | glassware, earthenware, etc., at 25 per cent reduction; most cot- 
lion will lie down together, and the devil will be chained for a | ton manufactures, linen goods, paper, cutlery, boots and shoes, 
thousand years. soap, various articles of food, etc., at 30 per cent reduction, and 

You, my friends, on the western side of the center aisle, have | woolen goods, silk goods, knit goods, perfumery, watches, and 
been for many dismal years sitting in the region of darkness. At | some other articles at 40 per cent reduction. 
last you are beginning to behold the morning light of truth break- In a subsequent article it is stipulated that all these reciprocal 
ing in through the shadows of doubt—‘“‘ black Vesper’s pageants.’’ | rates shall be preferential in respect to like imports from other 
In the solitude a bird of heavenly plumage even now is singing to | countries; and then follows the singular proviso attached to the 
you the song of repentance and radiant hope. In the desert a | treaty by the Senate last March, after the document had left the 
sparkling fountain of joy is gushing out from the jagged rocks of | hands of the plenipotentiaries who drew it up, which proviso 
distrust. In the wide waste of your despair a green bay tree of | stipulates that during the life of the treaty there shall be no fur- 
splendid promise is already extending to you its long arms of affec- | ther reduction of the duty on Cuban sugar and no reduction 
tionate welcome and protecting care. ‘‘In the wilderness”’’ you | whatever of the duty on sugar coming from any other country 
are listening to the clear, ringing voice of Democracy, like the | besides Cuba. This proviso, thrown into the treaty at the last 
ee of old crying, ‘‘ Prepare ye the way of the Lord, make | moment, obviously in the interest of the sugar trust, I believe to 

is path straight.’’ The immortal Shakespeare, in Henry VI, ac- | be certainly unconstitutional. I do not believe that it can stand 
curately describes your present predicament when he puts it in | against the scrutiny of the courts for an instant. 
the mouth of one of his characters to say: If the majority in this Heuse had not stifled all amendment and 

In that hope, I throw mine eyes to Heaven, ruled out all alteration of the pending bill, and if the House were 
Scorning whate’er you can aiflict me with. at liberty to modify the measure, as it ought to be and would be 


: : except for the arbitrary action of the controlling power here, I 
ven haere Sean a I ae er eee ene have no doubt that this obnoxious proviso would be expun ged by 
taken. After a little while nothing of your boasted party princi- | Yot of a large majority of Members here present of both parties, 
ples will remain. ae et eee Po Rego opie is - eas to one 

: : party as e other and a fatal stab at the vital right of repre- 
Wi dare bong a a = — mellow mood as to be able sentative government. Did I not —— believe that this grave 
PP yee assault on our liberties will be nullified by the courts, nothing 


One by one the roses fall, could induce me to give it even an indirect sanction. 
Ono by She tebenn teal mbes The bill would be greatly improved by the addition of the 


Summer flowers droop and die. 


Now, in considering the question of reciprocity with Cuba, the 
first thought that occurs to me is this: That if it be the purpose 
of the Administration to benefit the consumers of sugar in the 
United States we should go still further with our propositions to 
the young Republic of Cuba, which enjoys her freedom and inde- 
pendence at our hands at an expenditure of $250,000,000, and we 
should say to her: ‘‘ You may send all of your raw sugar material : StIC L 0 
to us free of duty.” Then the American consumer might realize publican side of the House, prohibiting the consideration of 
some benefit therefrom worth king about and the sugar refin- amendments of any kind, the House is obliged to take the treaty 
eries of the United States would get the benefit of refining the | 8 it stands or nothing. be ' 
entire product of sugar in Cuba, thereby giving additional em- | Excepting the obnoxious proviso just alluded to—an essentially 
ployment to American labor. extraneous matter, and one not germane to the subject in hand— 

While our country has been enjoying great prosperity for some | the treaty commends itself to myself as a Democrat, and I believe 
years in nearly every section, so far as the producers, manufac- | it commends itself to most of those on this side of the House as 
turers, and dealers are concerned, there has been but little real | Democrats, because, although it is offered as an Administration 

in or benefit therefrom for the laboring man in the United | measure, under Republican auspices, it is in line with Democratic 
comes dearer to him to-day than it ever has done before since the | therefore, on the principle that a half loaf is better than no bread, 
abnormal times of the civil war. It seems to me, then, that in | 224 that it is a measure acceptable to Democratic faith and prac- 
making treaties and framing legislation tocontrol the importation | tice, though only in a small degree. 
from other nations of commodities to be consumed by our people | Reciprocity as a general principle commends itself to the De- 
our first duty is to protect our own laboring people by seeing to | MocTacy as a rule, because it is calculated to benefit the consum- 
it that they shall have at least the necessities of life at the least | ¢TS of the products imported into our country and to reduce the 
possible cost. | tariffs of other countries on the products of the United States. 

While I realize the fact that it takes money to run our Govern- | In the present instance reciprocity with Cuba would be calcu- 
ment, and that our principal source of revenue is the tariff, I am | lated and intended to benefit the American consumers of the prod- 
a strong advocate of reducing the duties on all raw material that | ucts imported hither from Cuba by diminishing the duties upon 
comes to our shores, and thereby encouraging and aiding our | them by 20 per cent and to benefit our own producers and man- 
manufacturers and enabling them toemploy more labor, As our | ufacturers by enabling us to enter our products into Cuba at 


amendment proposed by the minority for taking off the differen- 
tial duty on refined sugar. Such an amendment, it will be re- 
membered, was proposed and adopted in the reciprocity legislation 
of 1902. If adopted now, it would beyond question have assured 
a genuine benefit to the consumers of sugar in the United States, 
and if a vote could be had upon this proposition now there is no 
reason for doubting that the result would be the same as that of 
last year’s vote; but under the drastic rule adopted by the Re- 
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reductions of 20, 25,30, and 40 per centof the regular Cuban duties 
on those products coming into Cuba from the world at large. 

So far as I am concerned, I would gladly go further than is now 
proposed in our concessions to Cuba. Il would gladly give our 
Cuban ward absolute free trade in every r and in all our 
different lines of products. Thus we would vastly benefit both 
ourselves and the Cubans by selling them all they buy and by buy- 
ing from them all they sell on mutually advantageous terms. 
There is no doubt inmy mind that the United States holds a posi- 
tion of peculiar and uncommon responsibility toward Cuba, mainly 
on account of the obligations expressed or implied in the Piatt 
amendment in limiting Cuba’s treaty-making powers, etc. That 
we should therefore show our good will and sympathy for Cuba 
by giving her at least reciprocity is greatly to be wished. The 
chief objection to its proposed application in the present case, as 
it seems to me, is that reciprocity with one single country alone or 
with two or three or four countries alone is a partial and one- 
sided reciprocity and may expose us to retaliation and re by 
other less-favored nations. But even granting this objection, it 
appears to me indisputable that the proposed reciprocity with 
Cuba is in the line of tariff reform, and therefore commendable, 
so far as it goes. 

Bishop Warren A. Candler, of Georgia, one of the leading bish- 
ops in the Methodist Church and one of the ablest men of this 
age, said recently on this subject that: 


By the Platt amendment we claim the right to supervise Cuba's relations . 


with other governments. Will we forbid her trading with others advanta- 
geously, ont then force her to trade with us at prices forced m her by our 
power? This is to force her “to trade at the company’s store’ in a way that 
would disgrace a rapacious corporation which should undertake to grind the 
life out of its operatives. Or, to state the case in other words, it is for this 
great Government to play the dog in the natant act. Surely so great a 

oer = —— ald up and rob its own ward. To doso would dishonor us 

Moreover, our duty and our interests coincide in this instance. Wedo not 
make sugar enough to meet our wants, and we need what Cuba has. She 
needsour cotton goods and agricultural implementsand other of our products. 
But she can not buy from us to advantage unless she can sell to us profit- 
ably; ships have to have a load both ways. We lose much Cuban tradeas the 
case stands, and what we sell to her isa sort of forced trade, which is next 
door to robbery. . 

The inspiration back of the disposition to go wren = this matter is the 
superstition of a protective tariff, and the Democrats have not had in years 
such a chance to blow up the defenses of that abominable system as this 
case of Cuba supplies. The protective tariff has been for years a kind of 
arctic wave with high pressure in the North bearing down with blasting 
effect upon all South of the thrifty saints who profit by it. It was at its best 
in the civil war and became accustomed to live by the blood of the slain, and 
now it would make of none effect the blood of men who fell in Cuba, and all 
that it may fill its pockets at public expense. It has not a shred of principle 
nor a shadow of expediency to justify its attitude as to Cuba. It simply 
stands on its miserable self-interest in seeking to have this Government 
dishonor its pledges and adopt a policy of folly. 

Let us look into the subject practically and in detail, and see 
how the pending treaty or convention would work in everyday 
business intercourse and industry. 

The principal products of Cuba are sugar and its by-products, 
molasses and spirits; tobacco, both unmanuf and manu- 
factured; iron ore, manganese ore, asphalt, and other mineral sub- 
stances; lumber, vegetable fibers, and other forest products; fruits, 
vegetables, live stock, hides, and other animal products; coffee, 
sponges, wax,and honey. Most of these products are in constant 
demand and nearly universal use in the United States. So far 
as sugar, molasses, tobacco, per bananas, cacao, cocoanuts, 
iron ore, mahogany, and other tropical woods are concerned, the 
market for those Cuban products in this country may be said to 
be very large indeed. According to the official contained 
in the valuable monograph, “‘ Commercial Cuba in 1903,”’ recently 
published by the Bureau of Statistics of the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor, the United States took from Cuba during the 
fiscal year 1903 1,069,610 tons of sugar, valued at $42,697,546. 
This was nearly 100,000 tons more than Cuba’s total sugar crop 
of 1908. In other words, we have taken the whole of this year’s 
crop and a large amount of the reserve stock besides. Our im- 
ports of Cuban tobacco during the same fiscal year amounted in 
value to $18,141,646; of Cuban pineapples, to about $1,000,000; of 
Cuban bananas, about the same; of Cuban iron ore, to about a 
million and a half, and of mahogany and other valuable woods to 
—— million. On most of these and most of the other articles 
of Cuban production the United States levies im: duties. 

Our total imports from Cuba amounted in the fiscal year to 
nearly $63,000,000 in value. Of these, probably at least $60,000,000 
were dutiable, the sugar duties ranging upward from what would 
amount to 50 per cent ad valorem to perhaps 100 per cent ad 
valorem, the tobacco duties amounting to all the way from 100 
to 300 per cent ad valorem, and the other duties y reach- 
ing an average of 25 per cent ad valorem. It is easy to see, there- 
fore, when such a large proportion of these $60,000,000 of dutiable 
imports consists of sugar and tobacco, on which the duties are so 
heavy, that a reduction of 20 per cent in the tariff on imports from 
Cuba would result in a great saving to the consumers of those 
articles in the United States, as such articles imported from Cuba 


under the new arrangement could be sold here at a eee 
reduction. It is contended in some quarters that no such reduc- 
tion would result in the price of sugar, because the price of sugar 
is said to be fixed at Hamburg, Germany, and to be ind dent 
of the supply of cane sugar. Then it seems to me that the price 
in this country must be kept up by artificial means, and largely, 
no doubt, owing to the erential duty on refined sugar, which 
our Republican brethren insist u for the benefit of the sugar 
trust, because even if Germany is the greatest sugar-producing 
country, we get very little sugar from Germany or from any other 
beet-sugar producing country. 

The bulk of the sugar which we import comes from Cuba and 
from Java and other cane-sugar localities. In the last fiscal year we 
imported about 2,000,000 tons, valued at about $72,000,000. Of 
this more than half came from Cuba alone—something over 
1,000,000 tons, valued at nearly $43,000,000, as I have just now 
shown—while about 350,000 tons came from Java, valued at 
$18,000,000; less than 200,000 tons from South America, valued at 
@ little over $6,000,000; and from Germany only 31,120 tons, val- 
ued at about $1,000,000. We consume annually about 2,500,000 
tons, or just about uarter of the sugar produced in the whole 
world. If Cuba ishes us with 1,000,000 tons, or two-fifths of 
what we consume, and if one-fifth, or 500,000 tons, is produced 
by ourselves in this country, including Hawaii,and more than 
one-fifth in Java, the British West Indies, and other cane-sugar 
countries, it seems peculiar, to say the least, that the European 
beet-sugar countries should have so much to say about what the 
price of sugar must be in the United States. 

The high sugar-tariff advocates told us last year that Cuban 
sugar could not dictate prices here now, but that if Cuba should 
ever be able to supply to us our whole foreign import of sugar— 
2,000,000 tons—that is to say, just about twice what she furnishes 
to us now, then she could dictate the price here, and the price 
here would be lowered. If she could do that when she farnished 
2,000,000 tons, I do not see why she can not have at least some 
effect on the price here when she furnishes 1,000,000 tons, as sho 
does now. And especially do I think that some effect upon the 
price will be felt as soon as this contemplated reduction of 20 
per cent in the duty on this enormous total of 1,000,000 tons is put 
into operation. In like manner it is reasonable to expect a re- 
duction in the cost here of Cuban cigars and cigarette tobacco 
under the new arrangement, as also of Cuban fruits, sponges, and 
other dutiable articles which we import from Cuba on a large 
scale. Speaking in a general way, the amount of the rebates, 
amounting to several millions of dollars annually, ought to be 
considered as going into the pockets of our taxpayers. In this 
way the taxpayers would save 20 per cent of eight millions on sugar 
alone—that being the amount of revenue realized by our Gov- 
ernment at present from the duties of Cuban sugar under the 
existing tariff rates—unless the sugar trust by some hocus-pocus 
manages to keep the price up and shoves the 20 per cent of eight 
millions, or $1,600,000, into its own capacious pockets. This lat- 
ter result certainly will not occur after the Democratic party as- 
sumes the reins of power in this country in 1905. 

Now let us see how reciprocity with Cuba would work from 
this end of the line. Cuba has a population of about 1,650,000. 
They consumed in the last fiscal year products of the United 
States valued at something over $20,000,000. That, too, happened 
to be a bad year for us, and our exports to Cuba may be said to 
average annually $25,000,000 in value. They consist largely of 
breadstuffs, coal, cotton manufactures, iron and steel manufac- 
tures, machinery of various sorts, leather manufactures, lard, 
bacon, hams, oils, animals, dairy . products, wood manufactures, 
etc. The Cubans also are importing at present about the same 
amount, or a little more, of these and other products from the 
other nations of the world. Is it not to be sw that with 
reductions of 20, 25, 30, and 40 per cent in their tariff duties in 
favor of American goods they would soon be buying much more 
largely of us, all along the line? It would be contrary to human 
nature if they should not do so. This country can furnish them 
with everything they want, and with such reciprocity advantages 
a ? mens to believe that that is just what this country 

0. 

As having an important bearing upon the objects of the pend- 
ing legislation, I beg to submit in this connection an extract from 
Dun’s International Review for November, 1903, in regard to 
the resources and future of Cuba, as follows: 

Th 1 elements which determine the future of a coun- 


e principa commercial 
try are, its natural resources, proximity to the world’s markets and trans- 
rtation facilities, the in , cnergy,and thrift of its inhabitants, and 


wisdom and honesty of t. These factors have not 
stated in order of relative im ce. Considered under these heads, what 
should be the commercial of Cuba? This question may best be an- 


1 soil of 
than 10 ee eee _—— 
benignant that workman can ut danger 
or very t discomfort, exposed to the rays of a summer midday sun and 
with mo biting frosts to benusad his body ena limbe ia the dawn a winter 
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t is seldom visited by disastrous storms or and periods 
Se are rare. he adva of the soil and climate for 
growing sugar cane are probably unrivaled, w the existence aad propertics 
which produce a tobacco of flavor in that ae of the 
province of Pinar del Rio known as vuelta abajo is too known to need 


comment. 
The soil and climate of Cuba generally are especially adapted to the cul- 
tivation of oran ineapples, bananas, and other tropical fruits, while cacao 
coffee of excelfent quality are grown in the mountainous province of 
de Cuba, within whose and those of Puerto Principe are 
found millions of acres of forests of the most valuable hard woods. 
sisal hemp, grows wild in some parts of Cuba, and the culti- 
vated plant produces a ee ee a 
duction will doubtless in time one of t industries of the 
island. Na le streams are rare, but this is a na 
the island and is not a serious defect, as 
See pirat eect te okie Numerous 
other advantages of the island could be but the most conclusive 
rs its resources can best be shown by the Government statistics of its 


‘oreign commerce for 1894, the r imm ly prior to the outbreak of the 
last war, which, excluding go anil cbeuedian Geneen eliowe 

i ciehdenckientociedowecsoccencecusstitimaniniirieansee , 192, 416. 43 
BI a chien ttnitccuicttn ciremee weweesewscrvetietgliainetdetnccas Te One. Se 


leaving a trade balance in favor of Cuba of as or about = per 
capita. There were export as well as import in and these 
do not represent the true value of imports or exports. Cuba is within three 
or four days of most of the principal cities of the United States, its natural 
market, whese population of 80,000,000 could ly consume the entire pro- 
duction of the island. The matter of the markets of Europe 
is of no t importance, as Cuba’s perishable have an excellent 
market in the United States, while the question of has been solved b 
steam transportation, and that of rates is being by competi- 
tion of the increasing number of European lines. 

The internal transportation facilities of Cuba have been very deficient up 
to a recent date and are still far from the requirements of the com- 
munity. The question has been yt waned solved for a large district in the 
eastern yet of the island, which heretofore lacked railroad facilities, by 
the buil ng of the Cuba Railroad, extending from Santa Clara to Santiago 
de Cuba, with two branch lines nearly completed; and the building of the 
Cuba Eastern Railroad, now in course of construction; the extension of the 
Western Railroad, nearing letion. The extension of the Cardenas and 
Jucaro Railroad to Cienfuegos, shortly to begin, will assist largely in the solu- 
tion of the question of railroad transportation, while the construction of 
country roads, in which the Government is showing commendable zeal, is 
slowly solving the problem forthe farmers. Water communication, not only 
between the ports of the island, but also with the United States and Europe, 
is increasing, and Cuba has no cause for complaint in that direction. 

It must be admitted that on the score of in ce the masses are some- 
what deficient, but this is due to the lack of educational facilities from 
which the country suffered up to time of American occupation, and as 
the Government is devoting considerable thought and money to this impor- 
tant subject an improvement in the degree of intelligence is to be e sted. 
The same amount of en found in the northern climates is not ed for 
in the Tropics; it does not exist in Cuba, nor is it as necessary where nature 
is so prodigal and outdoor work can be performed without difficulty twelve 
months in the year. The Cuban is nota drone, even though he has not the 
energy of the northern races, thrift the native of Cuba is more deficient 
than in either intelligence or energy, but it should be borne in mind that the 
commerce and even a considerable portion of the agricultural interest of the 
island are in the hands of the th of whose mi and 
lower classes can not be 6 

Last, but not least, of The factors which contribute to the prosperity of a 
country are the wisdom and honesty of the governing classes. nsidering 
the-lack of experience of the Cubans in self-government, one of the most sur- 
prising things is the small number of mistakes which have been made, and 
their legislation thus far has been very wisely negative; but a very much 
more surprising fact has been the standard of honesty prevailing in all 
departments, especially in view of the centuries of corrupt government 
which they have witnessed. The wisdom and honesty of the administration 
of the affairs of the Government are attested by the treasury balance of over 
94,000,000, whereas less than $500,000 was turned over to them in ae, lee, by 

e American military government. This increase of over $3,500, in less 
than 18 months has been made without additional taxation, with no decrease 
= a facilities or sanitation, and public works have by no means 

en neglected. 

If with a burden of taxation during the later years of Spanish domination 
known by no aa on earth ba prospered and large fortunes were 
made by the c and princely incomes by the cultural classes, 
what can be expected under an honest, econom ae govcnmen, with in- 
creased population for the cultivation of its wond M fertile soil, and an 
improvement in its educa and ti on ties? Is not a pros- 
perous future assured for a country w can within three years ra 
most disastrous civil war convert a trade balance of nearly $22,000,000 against 
her into a balance in her favor of nearly $4,000,000? 

The external commerce of Cuba was for nearly three centuries confined 
to the mother country, nowy and trade with other a countries was 

ermitted only in the latter part of the eighteenth _ Preferential 

uties were established so a favor of Spain that continued to 
furnish most of the im up to the time of Cuban independence, while for 
many years | the United States took most of Cuba's rts, the trade 
bala’ he great Republic in its relations with Cuba for the past 
fifty years being about $1,500,000,000. During the iz 1892-1804, when re- 
Sysoses trade relations existed between Cuba and the United States, the 
latter country furnished about the same percentage of imports as Spain. 
The imports and exports of Cuba in 1 last year of reciprocal trade 


relations with the United States, were as follows: 








In 1895, the tion of the trea 


year eg 
States, that coun took $6,050,301 the total of 
Cuba, or about at par cent, being greater than during 


with the United 
020 by 
© Pp year, 


when reciprocal trade relations between the two countries were in force, but 
there was a very marked difference in imports as compared with the pre- 
vious year, as shown by the following table of percentages: 





Per cent. Per cent. 
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The oe table of imports and exports, exclusive of coin, for the four 











years ® most trous civil war indicates the wonderful re- 
sources of the country: 

Year. | Exports. Imports. 
a tele $45, 087, 300 $66, 788, 100 
Gripen taliincihalaclltnianlichieestiecivans ernesionnnenatocd 48, 904, 600 66, 658, 600 
SO i scibcaiitiseimcitlhdigtia icieiaintlatipnctina-sinhitetnsieraiiianitietente 63, 278, 400 66, 584, 000 
ST Nictiinsinssraihberatalintthatiniainiierntadiy crntnswiinshinsinsetireatnei 64, 329, 700 60, 584, 800 








The tendency of trade is most clearly shown by the following ‘tables of 
imports and exports, by percentage, during the same period: 
Percentage of imports and exports. 
IMPORTS. 


i 


| 1899. | 1900. | 1901. | 1902. 
percent Rd ne 
Per cent.| Per cent.| Per cent. Per cent. 


ie eawen 43.7 43.8 2.2 | 41.6 
EIEN eitatts Senna Ueiutmidebwwnand 14.7 15.6 14.3 15. 2 
Pie diacdydibenintnekbebetatscudtes 16.6 14.7 14.3 1.7 
ht ln nes din intsaetitienkie 3 4.5 5.3 6 
I crctenh ences vesetatcessesowunshs 4.2 4.9 4.4 5 
EXPORTS. 
Tn ee 83 68 76 76.9 
I a cc cts 5.9 11.2 9.4 9 
Gd teslieduttins wibinbslntiedintipednenenecns 2.5 1.6 1.1 1.7 
alas 8.5 IL.3 6.7 6.2 
a a a 2.9 2.6 2.1 2 





By some writers it is said that the introduction of sugar cane into Cuba was 
made by Velasquez, the first lieutenant-governor of the island, in 1523, but 
according to the most authentic Spanish historians its introduction did not 
take place until the latter t of the sixteenth century, when cuttings were 
brought from the Span colony of Santo Domingo, where its cultivation 
had been introduced by Columbus nearly a century earlier. For many years 
its cultivation was confined to very areas near the principal towns, its 
limited production being attributed principally to a lack of slaves. In order 
to stimulate its growth decrees were issued by the Spanish Government 
granting special privileges to cane planters, among others being the prohibi- 
tion of attachment for debt of sugar iy tay or their sale under foreclosure. 
Notwithstanding this protection and the high price of sugar which prevailed 
(50 cents per pound having been realized in Spain for the most inferior grades 
in the latter part of the sixteenth century), the growth of the industry was 
“a slow until the last part of the eighteenth century. 

tween 1760 and 1770 exports of sugar amounted to about 3,000 tons per 
annum, and there was but little increase until after the revolution of the 
negroes in Santo Domingo, which occurred in 1791. The burning of the 
cane fields of that island, the emigration of many planters to Cuba, and 
the issuance of a decree permitting the unrestricted importation of slaves 
inte Cuba for a period of six years gavea great stimulus totheindustry. Pro- 
duction increased so rapidly that there was an overproduction in 1808, which, 
however, was due incipally to the severe commercial restrictions then pre- 
vailing. This condition of affairs was relieved in 1809, when a decree was 
issued by the governor of Cuba permitting the shipment of sugar to all coun- 
tries in vessels of any nationality. The crop continued to increase in size, 
amounting to 70,000 tons in 1817, and by 1830 it had reached 90,000, becoming 
Cuba's principal product, thereb ed coffee, which had previously 
been the most important crop of the island. 

In 1828 an export duty of four-fifths of a cent per pound was levied on sugar 
if shipped in Spanish vessels, and double that amount in ships of other nation- 
alities. This tax was slowly reduced, but was not abolished until August |, 
1891. The world’s su crop of 1831 was ter than the consumption, and 
despite the claim of the Cuban planters that the prices realized were below 
cost of production they steadily increased itscultivation, and by 1840 the crop 
amounted to 200,000 tons. The crops by succeeding decades were as follows: 


Tons. Tons. 

iinnttbtedadmenahammdesthiametin I mien 530, 000 
I Ll at ati wnt d nace eschaetilesiietasi arcs pene tedadtnint 632, 368 
I ialiccienasaabhcnsenstinsintecn'ceicionsthintiann 726,000 | 1900 ....... Sisal een sceeditinsibdaanoiaid 300, 073 
The of 19962 amounted to 80,181 tons, and that of 1998, most of which 
has a y been shipped, is estimated at from 965,000 to 970,000. The great- 


est crop in the history of the island was harvested in 1894 and amounted to 
1,054,214 tons; the smallest in the past fifty years, amounting to 712,051, was 
made in 1897. This great decrease in three years was due to the revolution, 
which devastated the camenen rtion of theisland. The falling off in pro- 
duction from 1870 to was due to several causes, the principal ones being 
three cyclones which over the island during that decade, the ten years’ 
war, and the freeing of slaves who fought in that war. There would 
have been a ter increase between 1880 and 1890 but for the abolition of 
slavery, which was decreed in 1880. : 
The increase of 663 per cent between 1890 and 1894 was due to the stimuias 
m to the industry by the adoption of a treaty of reciprocity with the 
nited States in 1801 whereby Cu raw sugar was given free entry into 
that great market. The abrogation of that treaty in 1894 brought about a 
heavy decline in the price of sugar at the ae of 1895, the great staple 


selling for the first time below 2 cents por pound. Principaily to this fact is 
Cuba's last war for independence attributed. ; : 

The in Habana since 180 of raw sugar equal in quality to centrifu- 
gals of 96 polarization have been as follows: 

Cents. a a. 

ks cntqeedecamendie OG per pound... 2.6 
xa ee Dn cisliancunieantns do... 2.20 
tink endhdhgmergies-admmnd a MR EE tincatuimemeie casencaneoos do.... 1.77 
Si dendinnaciimeaddgeninaehacaniesiel EE ft PE bidicanateccncesconmoenad do.... 1.81 
Ge Giedabeteaectioctsncnsed do.... 2.75 
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The quotations above given were the prices on April 1 of each of the 
years named, that date being selected as being about the middle of the = 
ing season and representing about the average price realized by the RI nter 
for his sugar. The price of cane ones has lately been controlled y the 
world’s beet-sugar production, which has grown from 50,000 tons in 1840 to 


6,146,000 tons in 1901, the last-named amount representing 63.7 per cent of the | 


total sugar production. The very life of the cane sugar industry has been 
threatened ~~ the European bounty-fed beet sugar. The Cuban crop of 1902 
was sold ata loss and the average margin of profit on the crop of 1903 has been 
small, the fact that any margin was realiz — due to the damage to the 
European sugar-beet crop of last year resulting from unfavorable climatic 
conditions. The adherence of the various nations represented at the Brus- 
sels convention to its action in abolishing bounties on sugar gave the Cuban 
planter renewed hope, which is further Macnee by the belief that the 
American Government 1s at last about to partly fulfill the promises made to 
its infant protégé by favorable action of the legislative branches on the treaty 
of reciprocity negotiated between the two countries. 

The question as to whether cane sugar can successfully compete in cost of 
production with beet sugar will be answered in the affirmative or the nega- 
tive, depending upon the person of whom the question isasked. The man 
who has lands to sell for sugar-cane cultivation and sugar-mill constructing 
engineers and promoters will assert that beet sugar can not oye live 
without protection, while the average Cuban planter will reply that cane 
sugar can not be produced here below 2cents per pound. A European expert, 
in an article recently published on the beet-sugar industry, states that the 
average cost of a of beet eee in Germany is 1.77 cents per pound. 
That the cost of production in Cuba has been steadily reduced is denied by 
none, and there is room in most cases for further reduction. The average 
cost of the crop of 1903 is believed to have been a trifle below 2 cents per 
pound, and some specially favored plantations doubtless made their sugar at 
something less than 1} cents, althoughit is doubtfulif publicacknowledgment 
of this fact would be made by any of them. That sugar can be presuses in 
Cuba at 1} centsor even lower is not doubted, but in order to do this four con- 
ditions will be necessary, viz, land much above the average in fertility, ma- 
chinery of the most improved type, favorable location, and very efficient 
management. s . 

The present area of land in Cuba devoted to the cultivation of sugar cane 
is estimated at 600,000 acres, or something over, and 171 mills ground this 
year. Santa Clara is the great sugar-producing province of the island, with 
Matanzas second, the combined crops of the two representing nearly 75 per 
cent of Cuba's total ene. The t province of Puerto Principe, the 
second in area and first in arable land in the Republic, has but three sugar 
estates within its boundaries, whereas it is capable of producing a greater 
crop than is raised by the entire island. About 90 nd cent of its soil is vir- 
gin land, due to the fact that up to about a year ago it had practically norail- 
road facilities. During the past two years the sugar production of Santiago 
Province has been largely increased by the establishment on the northern 
coast of two of the largest estates in the island, both of which are owned by 
American corporations, one being the anes Sugar Company, the other 
the Union Fruit Company, the estate of the latter being known as “ Boston.” 
The sugar estate having the largest output the past season was ‘‘ Caracas,” 
the property of Terry Hermanos, located in the southern portion of the proy- 
ince of Santa Clara, with a production of nearly 30,000 tons. 

It is estimated that about 65 per cent of the sugar cane is grown by “ colo- 
nos,’ some of whom cultivate on land belonging to the centrals, while others 
raise the cane on their own land. The latter are known as “independent 
colonos,” andare better paid for their cane asa rule than the tenant plant- 
ers, receiving from the mill owners in sugar or its equivalent in cash from 5 
per cent to 7 per cent of the amount of cane delivered, while the tenant 
“colono” receives from 4 per cent to 6 per cent, the amount paid in both 
cases depending on locality. 

From lack of funds most Cuban planters allow the cane to ratoon for too 
long a period instead of replanting. Thereis a diversity of opinion as to the 
length of timecane should be allowed toratoon before replanting, but the most 
intelligent planters seem to think that the best results can be obtained by re- 
planting in from four to seven years, according to the quality of the soil. 
The custom here is to allow it to ratoon from eight to twelve and even fif- 
teen to twenty years. Cane has been known to produce in Cuba for a much 
longer time than the last-named period. The yield of cane decreases yeerty 
after the first year's ae. but the percentage of sucrose is greater in ol 
thanin newcane. The average proportion of sugar obtained from cane in 
157 centrals grinding in 1901 was 9.71 per cent. 

In olden times the juice was extracted from the cane by means of mortar 
and pestle; later on wooden rollers driven by oxen power were used, and 
these gave way to iron rollers driven by the same power, which were super- 
seded by the powerful grinding machines known as mills, driven by steam 
power. There is but one sugar refinery in operation in the island, and this 
is located at Cardenas and owned by the Cuban Sugar Refining peg pl It 
has a capacity of 400 barrels per day and furnishes practically all of the white 
sugar used in the island. ere is another old refinery at Cardenas, which 
has not been in operation for some years. There are a number of centrifu- 
gals in the island, known as centrifugal turbines, where sugar is whitened to 
some extent by steam. The island consumes about 40,000 tons per annum. 

The amount of capital invested in the sugar industry of the island is esti- 
mated at about $100,000,000, and the value of the crop of 1902 was about $22.- 
000,000. Cuba's most valuable sugar crop was gathered in 1894, when, accord- 
ing to Government reports, it reached the sum of er $80,000,000, due 
largely to the fact that it had free entry into the United States. With favor- 
able climatic conditions the next crop will probably reach 1,100,000 tons, 
which competent authorities believe to be about the limit of production with 
the present supply of labor. The modification of the immigration laws of 
the Republic, which are the same as those of the United States, is generally 
advocated by the plantersand commercial c . The present lawsexclude 
the peasants of the Canary Islands, on whom Cuba hasalways largely depened 
for the cultivation of its sugar crop, and more especially for its harvesting. 

That the adoption of the pending treaty of reciprocity with the United 
States would stimulate the industry to some extent is generally admitted, 
but the pretended fear of the beet-sugar people that their industry would be 
seriously menaced by a reduction of one-third of a cent per pound of the 
duties on Cuban sugar is groundless. 


Any man who, after reading this description of Cuba’s capaci- 
ties and possibilities, can doubt the value of Cuba’s market to us 
must be of a very incredulous and pessimistic cast of intellect, it 
seems to me. 

Another aspect of the matter which should not be overlooked 
is this: The Methodist Church and other Protestant denomina- 
tions are at present expending a great deal of money and effort 
in the cause of the Americanization of the citizenship of Cuba by 
sending thither the gospel of religion and the gospel of education. 
The financial and commercial aid of our Government at this im- 
portant juncture will tend to accelerate this Christian movement 
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and to establish still more amicable relations between the people 
of our own country and the people of this young Republic, which 
is in reality a ward of the United States. 

Another argument in favor of the pending treaty is thatit deals 
in such large measure with the necessities of life. Sugar used to 
be considered one of the luxuries fifty years ago, but it has grown 


| to be recognized now as an essential of civilization, and a very 


important one, too, All Americans are free consumers of sugar. 


| In fact, there is no article of food, except perhaps flour, in such 


general and abundant use in this country as sugar. The tropical 
fruits of Cuba, too, have become almost a necessity here. Con- 
sider the tremendous consumption of bananas in this country, 
and also of pineapples and cocoanuts and other Cuban fruits, 
some of which are dutiable and some not, but all of which will 
be made more available to our people by such a treaty as is now 
proposed. Consider also the advantages which it offers to the 
Cubans in enabling them to get more readily and cheaply all the 
many necessities of life with which we can and do supply them. 

One of the cardinal principles of Democracy is the equal taxa- 
tion of all, equally collected, either eee or by tariff duties, for 
the purpose of raising revenue to defray the expenses of an hon- 
est government economically administered. Democrats, we 
favor this proposed reduction of the tariff on sugar, because it 
will tend to lighten the burdens of the consumers of sugar in the 
United States. We only wish that we could have an opportunity 
to lighten them still further by taking off the differential tax, 
which, as so clearly and concisely explained on Monday last by 
the Hon. GtorGE B. McCLELLAN, the recently elected mayor of 
New York, is the “‘ difference in rate of duty between the refined 
and unrefined sugars,’’ and thus becomes the measure of ‘‘ the 
protection given the sugar refiners of this country.’”’ I wish sin- 
cerely that we could give the sugar consumers of this country the 
benefit of this differential protection. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, let me say that I believe the time 
ought to come, and will coms, when we shall extend this reci- 
procity principle in every direction, for our own benefit and for 
the benefit of mankind in general. I believe this great and 
mighty nation of ours, with its splendid citizenship, its inventive 
genius, and its wonderful resources, can well afford to invite the 
trade of the whole world on reciprocal terms, and thereby extend 
and broaden the markets for our products and attract hither the 
lion’s share of the commerce and trade of all nations as by an 
irresistible loadstone. 

I am proud that the representatives of Democracy in this House 
have the courage to rise above any porters against this measure 
because it is presented to us by the Republican party and vote 
for it as ‘‘ one man”’ on the high plane that it is, as stated in the 
beginning of my remarks, a business proposition which, when 
carried into effect, will do the greatest good to the greatest num- 
ber and emphasize one of the cardinal principles of Democracy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I now yield to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. ScuppER}. 


[Mr. SCUDDER addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, this is a very 
much more important question in its remote bearings than in its 
immediate presentation. It is well that it should become the ve- 
hicle of a good deal of talk on public policy. The gentleman from 
Indiana |Mr. WaTSON] said a moment ago that we upon the 
Democratic side were anxious merely to talk, and that we had 
forced upon the House this talking match. Mr. Chairman, I want 
now to recall the fact, so that the country may distinctly remember 
it, that as the mouthpiece of this side of the House I asked unani- 
mous consent to give up all our right of talk if we could have 
granted to us just one vote, a vote upon one single amendment, 
an amendment for which a great many gentlemen upon that side 
of the House voted in the Fifty-seventh Congress, an amendment 
intended to stab at the vitals of the American sugar trust as 
best we might under the circumstances, an amendment which 
passed the Fifty-seventh Congress. So that it is not true that 
the Democracy was not willing to ‘‘do business,’’ to use the 
words of the late lamented Speaker Reed. We are ready to do 
business now; we are ready to come to any terms whatsoever, 
almost, if you will just give us a vote, a yea-and-nay vote, upon 
an amendment of that importance to the American people; an 
amendment striking out of this bill a precedent of a very grave 
and evilimport, a precedent attempting to bind—ineffectually, but 
still attempting to bind—the American Congress and the American 
treaty-making power as to their conduct in the future. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Watson], in 
the course of the even and somewhat rhetorical tenor of his re- 
marks, asked a question. He said, ‘‘What is the proper definition 
of protection?’”’ I shall undertake to answer that question now, 
and if he is ashorthand reporter I hope he will take the reply 
down: Protection, Mr. Chairman, is a system of taxation where- 
by many are robbed in order that a few men may be hothoused 








by legislation into artificial prosperity. [Laughter and applause 
on the Democratic side.] As a supplementary definition, protec- 
tion is a system of taxation whereby capital and labor are deflected 
from naturally profitable — and enterprises into the chan- 
nels of naturally unprofitable pursuits and enterprises. [Applause 
and laughter on the Democratic side.] And, as a corollary, the 
method whereby they are deflected is by the enactment of laws 
forcing the consumer to pay to the artificial hothoused enterprises 
a higher price than with a free commerce the consumer would 
have to pay. , a ae 

Now, so much for protectionism as an original proposition. 
Protection is not, however, in this country an original proposi- 
tion. Weare not forming a new government, and we are not 
framing an absolutely new and revolutio change of a fiscal 
system. But that is the definition of original protection, and it 
is a definition which no fair-minded man can pick a flaw with. 

Now, there is one contention made by the Republicans and by 
the advocates of protectionism everywhere which is true, and it 
is useless to deny the truth of it. It is true that you can pick out 
an enterprise and make it more profitable by protectionism. It 
is also true that you can create an enterprise de novo by protec- 
tionism. The only question left is whether you are willing to pay 
the price. And, if you state the proposition to the people as an 
original proposition, naming your enterprise and the — to be 
paid, they would very seldom be willing to enter into the bargain 
and pay the price. 

That brings me, Mr. Chairman, to my favorite banana theory. 
There is in the United States, I suppose, one hundred acres of 
land where bananas can be grown in the open air, and yet I could, 
were I the legislating body of this country, or were I the Czar with 
absolute power and disposed to make the people pay the price for 
it, create a ‘‘Great American Banana Industry.”’ Icould put a 
tax of one dollar apiece on bananas which are now selling in the 
streets three for a nickel and inside of five years I could, with a 
good custom-house service, have created and exploited a vast 
banana industry. Itis true that a great many people who for- 
— ate bananas could not buy any bananas at all, and some 
people would have to buy fewer bananas; but it is also true that 
a great many people, who are plutocrats and aristocrats, would 
eat them because the common people—Dagoes, Jerseymen, and 
Mississippians—could not. [Laughter and applause. ] 

If I continued that. system of taxation in existence for twenty 
years, at the end of that time there would have come to the front 
anew generation that ‘‘knew not Joseph”’’ nor cheap bananas; 
and the moment sensible people came into power with the idea of 
revising the banana schedule these gentlemen who “ knew not 
Joseph’’ and had gone into the American banana business and 
perhaps formed a banana trust would come to the committee 
room of the National Legislature, knocking upon the doors all the 
time, and giving utterance to cries of unutterable woe: ‘‘Are you 
going to strike down the Great American. Banana Industry; are 
you going to reduce the duty from a dollar apiece on bananas to 
80 cents? Wecan’tstandit. It will ruin us. Are you going to 
make the people engaged in banana raising go to the soup 
houses? Are you going to discriminate in favor of pauper tropical 
sunshine against self-respecting American hothouse laborers?’’ 
[Laughter on the Democratic side. } 

Let us stop a moment and follow the banana theo 
ther, because Iam fond of bananas. [Laughter.] hat would 
have been the result of establishing that industry? Merely this, 
that you would have deflected a certain amount of American cap- 
ital and a certain amount of American labor engaged in the gen- 
eral hothouse industry into a different channel of hothouse pro- 
ceedings, and instead of having their hothouses for the purpose 
they have them now they would have converted them into banana 
nurseries, and the consumers would be paying a dollar apiece, 
or perhaps 90 cents apiece, for bananas, because the protected 
interest would have to undersel) somewhat the foreign markets. 

After fifteen or twenty years ‘home competition ’’ would have 
reduced the price of bananas in the American market to, let us 
say, 40 cents apiece, and then Republican orators and politicians 
would say privately, in newspapers, and on the stump and within 
these walls, with due solemnity and without a mutual smile: 
**Lo, and behold! See how a protective tariff has reduced the 
— of bananas from 90 cents apiece in 1950 to 40 cents apiece 

n 1965—nearly 50 per cent decrease in price to the consumer! 
Protection did it!” 

Yes! A reduction from superlative extortion to comparative 
extortion ! 

_ But in all this picture keep in mind one thing: While protec- 
tionism lasted bananas would never reach three for a nickel, 
because if they did, that public enemy—tropical sunshine—would 
be master. 

What would you have accomplished? Would you have in- 
creased the wages of labor? Nota particle. You would merely 
have deflected capital from one channel to another, from one sort 


a little fur- 
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of hothouse production to another, or from a production which 
was not hothoused at all into a hothouse production. Would 
you have increased the demand for labor? Not at all, because 
this capital and this labor would have gone out of something else— 
something that with freer commerce or with free commerce would 
have been naturally profitable—into this business, which, other- 
wise unprofitable, you have by law made profitable. Yet it 
would be true that these people, having been deceived into that 
occupation by law, ought not to have the entire scaffold cut 
down under them all at once. It was not their fault that this 
pernicious and miserable ‘‘ abomination of abominations”’ in the 
way of a fiscal system existed. They had merely taken advan- 
tage of the situation which the laws of the country furnished 
them, and they ought to be reduced down to the competitive 
point of the banana trade by slow processes, but brought there 
after a while. 

Now, my friends, I have given you the whole definition and an 
illustration of the manner of working of the protective tariff 
wherever it is needed. Now, wherever it is not needed, wherever 
a man could make a reasonable profit without a protective tariff, 
then, of course, you merely enable him by tariff taxation to tax 
the home consumer up to the point of foreign competition and 
do as a great many corporations do in divers businesses—recoup 
from us, while selling to the foreigners cheaper. And so stands 
the great Republican party to-day with a dozen industries, which, 
by changed conditions, have gotten to where they can support 
themselves in the home and foreign markets both. The gréat 
steel industry ships its products all over the world. The great 
American boot and shoe industry shipped, as the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] said, $7,000,000 worth, or even a greater 
amount, to foreign ports last year. Now, one of two things 
necessarily happens when this occurs. Either the manufacturers 
do not need the protection, because they can vie with the foreigner 
and the ‘‘pauper labor’’ of the foreigner, after paying freight 
across the ocean, in his own market; and if they can, then cer- 
tainly they can vie with him in the American market, after he has 
paid the freight across the ocean; either that is the case, or else 
they do need the protection and are selling below cost to the 
foreigner or below a fair profit and making up their losses on us 
at home. 

If they are selling below a fair profit, then in order to carry on 
their business abroad and here they must recoup at my expense 
and. your expense as general consumers, and it is the tariff that 
enables them to do it. My friends, you have gone on for years 
howling about giving the American market to the American 
manufacturer and the American producer. You have come to 
the point in connection with the barbed-wire industry, the nail 
industry, the steel-rail industry, the locomotive industry, the tele- 
phone and eee. and sewing-machine, and boot and shoe 
industries, and a great many others that I could mention, where 
those who control those industries have the foreign as well as the 
home market, and you are still keeping the tariff up. Why? Why? 
Because you dare not ‘‘ disturb existing conditions,’’ as you say. 
That is not it. It is because you dare not disturb the existing 
tariff schedule lest you ‘“‘open the doors.’’ That is the truth, 
isn’t it—lest you open the doors? That is what you are afraid of. 
You are not afraid about reducing the duty on boots and shoes. 

To-day there is not a boot and shoe man in Massackusetts who 
would not tell you he can get along very well without it. There 
is not a Southern cotton man manufacturing heavy cotton goods 
that will not tell you he is shipping his goods to China in com- 
petition with the entire world. But you are afraid that if you 
open the doors, instead of stopping at the reduction of duties on 
those things, the people will go further and reduce them- upon 
things where you think an artificial, hothouse enterprise would 
be by legislation knocked out of existence. Now, that is the 
truth. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. War- 
son] first denied what I had said, that the Republicans were tariff 
schedule fetich worshipers. I do not mean that you actually do 
bow down every morning and every night and erect a little bit 
of an image of the tariff schedule. I do not mean that youtakea 

icture of a boot or shoe with the per cent marked on the sole and 

iterally worship it. Most of you do not bow down to anything, 
articularly—[laughter]—and therefore you do not bow down to 
ts and shoes and the schedules. [Laughter.] But what I 
mean is this, that you have put into utterance the slogan, ‘‘ Stand 
pat.’”” Why? Are you afraid of the common sense of the Ameri- 
can people? Are you afraid of your own common sense when 
you are in power? 

Gentlemen tell us that whenever the tariff is to be reduced and 
its iniquities and injustices disposed of, it shall be done by its 
friend, the Republican party. Well, its friend, the Republican 
party, is in power now, with a very large majority here and a 
very a one over in the Senate, and with an immense majority 
at the White House—[laughter]—a very ‘‘strenuous’’ major- 
ity of one—e pluribus unum—disregardful of international and 
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national relations of all sorts, it is true, but still a purely Repub- 


lican majority. Can’t you trust him? Can he not trust you? 
Can’t you and the Senate trust one another? Why don’t you go 
to work and do this revising? Why? You are id that the 
men who helped you in the campaign with campaign funds may 
persuade their laborers that you would hurt them, and that they 
themselves will refuse to contribute to your campaign fund if 
you ‘‘revise’’ before election. Isn’t it a real nice thing for poli- 
ticians to talk honestly to one another, gentlemen? That is what 
is the matter, isn’t it? [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this debate seems to have proceeded with 
the idea that sugar was the only thing in the world, and the only 
thing in this reciprocity treaty or in this bill. Gentlemen seem 
to have forgotten that the duty on all articles of whatsoever 
nature, and refined sugar even, is reduced by this bill 20 per cent. 
Gentlemen seem to have forgotten that we are making a market 
in Cuba for Western farm produce and for Southern cottons and 
cotton-seed oil. Gentlemen seem to have forgotten everything 
but sugar. Some of my friends on this side have caused me to 
recall a thing that I had not heard for years, but which came 
back to my mind while they were talking. In the early days of 
the Republic of Texas some English noblemen were a 
through that country. They were entertained by one of the | 
magnates who had settled there, and he took the English noble- 
men down to the only ‘“‘gentlemen’s club”’ existing at that time 
within the confines of the Republic—the public ; and 
while down there he concluded he would impress the barkeeper 
with the magnitude of his social standing. So he turned to one 
of them and said: 

“* My lord, I believe you are a marquis in your own country?” 

ee Yes. 9 

** And, my lord, I believe you are an earl at home?”’ 

“ee Yes.’’ 

Then he said, “‘ Jim, these are marquises and earls. What do 
you think of that?” 

Jim said, ‘‘Oh, well, I don’t care much about that. There 
ain't but two classes of men in this place. One is them that 
takes sugar in theirn, and the other is them as ain’t so durned 
particular.’’ [Laughter.] 

Now, I belong to the class that has a very tender and soft feel- 
ing for the sugar in a great many things, but I am very much like 
that man. I would not neglect the real solid elements that enter 
into the composition simply forthesakeofthesugar. [Laughter.] 

Now, one of my friends on this side said something about the 
probable position on this question of = Democrat that 
ever existed, except He who was both and man, and he abso- 
intely seemed to think that that great Democrat agreed with him 
about his position in opposition to this bill. Let me call the 
attention of my friend to some of the language of Thomas Jeffer- 
son upon this identical sort of question. He says: 


Such being the restrictions on our commerce— 


Just the situation we are in now, the Republican party in 
power—restrictions upon our commerce—unable to start de novo; 
where we could not if we would, and would not if we could, 
totally reverse the engine, because it would mean revolution and 
destruction to a very large extent, but desirous of having freer 
relations with the world; Mr. Jwiferson says— 


5 a qoestion is, in what way may they best be removed, modified, or coun- 
racted ? 

As to commerce, two methods occur. First, by friendly arrangements 
with the several nations with whom these restrictions exist; or, second, by 
the separate act of our own legislatures for countervailing their effects. 

There can be no doubt— 


Under these restrictions, at that time— 


but that of the two, friendly arrangement is now the most eligible. In- 
stead of embarrassing commerce under piles of regulating laws, duties, and 
prohibitions, could it be relieved from all its shackles in all te the 
world, could every country be employed in producing that which nature has 
best fitted it to produce, and each be free to exchange with others mutual 
surpluses for mutual wants, the test mass possible would then be pro- 
duced of all of those things which contribute to human life and human hap- 

iness ; as numbers of mankind would be increased, and their conditions 

ttere 


Then he goes on: 


Would even a single nation begin with the United States this om, of 
free commerce, it would be advisable to begin it with that nation; ce itis 
cone by one only that it can be extended to all. 


It is one by one only, my friends, that under a Republican Ad- 
ministration you can procure conditions of freer commerce with 
the nations of the world. 

Some nation— 

Mr. Jefferson proceeds— 


not yet ripe for free commerce in all its extent, might still be willing to 
mollify its restrictions and lations for us, in proportion to the advan- 
tages which an intercourse us might offer. icularly they might 
concur with us in restricting the duties to be levied on each side, or in com- 

nsating any excess of duty by equivalent advantages of another nature. 
one commerce is certainly of a character entitling it to favor in most coun- 





Now, my friends upon this side more especially, listen, and I 
want to call attention of gentlemen on that side, too, to a very 
interesting letter written by one Augustus G. Payne, acting presi- 
dent of the great American Protective Tariff League, an organi- 
zation for the of keeping up the indissoluble bond of 
union between legislative robberies, lest if one were turned down 
all might, in the course of time, go. I wish to read it for the 
benefit of both sides: 


(The American Protective Tariff League. Devoted to the Protection of 
American Labor and Industries. National headquarters, No. 339 Broad- 
way, between Worth and Leonard streets. ] 

New Yor«, November 17, 1903. 

DEAR Srr: The American Protective Tariff League concerns itself with 
no special industry or group of industries. It concerns itself with all indus- 
tries. Itis oes by the friends of protection in every part of our coun- 
try and especially by the small manufacturers who have done so much to 
develop our country. 

It aims to make popular the protective tariff system, and has always 
remained consistent with its record and its principles. The development of 
a small industry which hasa right to live on American soil is as much the 
concern of the league as the prosperity of mighty enterprises. 

It is because it believes that a sooteeeey reaty or reciprocity legislation 
which permits the introduction into this country on a favored is of arti- 
cles which we ourselves are producing is to deny to a certain extent or to 
forget for the time being the great principle of protection. Reciprocity in 
competitive products, whatever else it may do, can not possibly harmonize 


with protection. . 

Nor can such a proceeding, from the standpoint of protection, be justified, 
no matter what its source, no matter how deserving its objects, no matter 
how specially advantageous as res, any present commercial advantage 
to ourselves, no matter what party cry is heard. Exceptional conditions 


-can not excuse and will not help us. 


The principle is denied; that is the seriousfact. It will not merely return 
te plague =, s is here and will remain plaguing us, perhaps to our undoing. 

o doubt of it. 

Every tariff reformer favors Cuban reciprocity because it is tariff reform 
and not protection. When we find both protectionists and tariff reformers 
voting for a tariff measure—one asserting that the measure is not out of 
tune with protection and the other hailing it as a real advance toward free 
trade—we may be sure that one or the other is mistaken. 

The spirit of 1892, when protection had gone out of fashion, seems to be in 
the air. Cuban ee will do more to undo the tariff in 1904 than a 
sated and complacent prosperity did in 1892. 

Sincerely, yours, Aveustus G. PAIn 


Acting 
Hon. Atzert 8. BuriEson, M. C., Washington, D.C. 


Reciprocity in competitive produ whatever else it may do, can not 
possibly harmonize with ro. or can such a proceeding, from the 
standpoint of protection, be justified. 


Mark this: 

No matter what its source, no matter how deserving its object, no matter 
how specially advantageous as respects any present commercial advantage 
to ourselves, no matter what pore 7 is heard, exceptional conditions can 
not excuse and will not help us. © principle is denied; that is the serio 
the eventful, fact. It will not merely return to plague us; it is here and w 
remain plaguing us, perhaps to our undoing. 

God grantit! [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 
It is true, my friends the enemy, that your “‘ principle is denied,’ 
and it is ‘“‘a serious and eventful fact,’’ and that is why I say 
this bill is more important in its remote bearings than in its pres- 
ent consideration. If that great man, Mr. James G. Blaine, had 
lived and had the power to do as he proposed, although he would 
not have done it purposely and willingly, if he had carried out 
the policy that he had in his mind, he would have sapped and 
undermined your entire wall of protectionism fortifications and 
they would have crumbled to the ground after a while, because 
just as surely as you take one man out of the shelter of it and his 
self-interest no longer appeals to him or he finds that he prospers 
without it, he becomes one of the great body of the people, ceases 
to be one of a peculiar class that is “protected,” and then he 
ceases to give you his political support. Reading further from 
this letter, this gentleman says: 

Cuban reciprocity will do more to undo the tariff in 1904 than a sated and 
complacent prosperity did in 1892. 

My friends on the Democratic side of this Chamber, with Jeffer- 
son indorsing our — and the Great American Association 
of Tariff Barons—the Protective Tariff League—opposing it, how 
can we doubt ourselves? 

I want to say a few words about the “‘ sated and complacent 
prosperity ’’ in 18982. My friend from Georgia [Mr. Mappox] will 
remember how complete “‘ the sated and complacent prosperity ’’ 
was in Georgiaand in Mississippi at that time, with cotton selling 
at less than the laborcost of production. Gentlemen from Kansas 
will remember that about that time the people in Kansas were 
burning corn for fuel, because it cost less to burn it than to sell it. 
They will remember that the _— were restless and in their 
desperation were grasping at desperate remedies; that it was a 
time when subtreasury schemes and State socialism were preached 
and indorsed all over the West and South. You will remember 
that because of the hard conditions of the people in 1889, and in 
1890 and 1891, they threw your party out of power. 


ident, 


You will remember that Harrison himself said in a newspaper 
interview, which I read and have never seen denied, that the 
reason he was. thrown out of power and Cleveland was elected 
was because of the unprecedented hard times and suffering, for 
which the people of the South and West, without due reason, held 
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tleman from Ohio 

d came into power 

the country was in a condition of great prosperity, and this presi- 
Barons and 8 


his Administration responsible. Yet the 
gets up here and tells you that when Cl 


dent of the Associated Order of Tariff Ba peaks 
of the ‘* sated and complacent prosperity of 1892." Why, Mr. 
Chairman, those hard times were not confined to the United 
States. The Baring Brothers broke; there was disaster and panic 
in Australia and in the Argentine Republic and all over the world, 
and it reached us last because we were the strongest nation and 
best able to stave it off, but when it reached us we got a very 
great dose of it. : 

The entire world had been on a boom the seventies and 
early eighties. Towns had been laid out in Virginia and West 
Virginia and are still “laid out,” and for eligible sites 3 miles 
out from an imaginary town site people had paid $20 and $30 a 
front foot. All this collapsed, and lo! disaster. If you do not 
mind you are riding to the same sort of a fall now, and notwith- 
standing all your eulogies of the great “ ~— y” that exists 
largely in your minds, a collapse will come. people are find- 
ing that by your laws you enco and keep in power not only 
monopoly, but, because of the tactics which you have pursued, mo- 
nopolies which are public swindles and “ get-rich-quick ’’ cheats. 

ere are States which permit the formation of trusts and yet 
deny them the right to do business within their own confines; do 
not permit them to do business in the State of their birth, but 
create them under the safeguards of the Federal interstate-com- 
merce laws to do business in Mississippi, Texas, and Nevada— 
combinations that have for their sole purpose nothing else than 
harmful action tothe consumer. There isa rotten system for 
you which must eventually collapse. God grant when the gen- 
eral collapse comes that only the speculators, the bankers furnish- 
ing them with the money to finance concerns that are not worth 
three cents on the dollar, may be injured. Yet men who do this 
sort of thing are considered to be the great “‘ financiers” of this 
country. 

I want to call your attention to something in Mr. Harrison’s 
message in the year 1889. I find in his message of 1892 that he 
says our receipts from customs had fallen off $42,000,000 and some 
odd hundred thousands, the net loss of revenue from all sources 
being $32,675,972 and some cents. 

Mr. Harrison went into office with one hundred and some odd 
million dollars lying in the Treasury over and above the gold 
reserve, and he went out of power with between two and three 
million dollars over and above the gold reserve in the Treasury of 
the United States, and yet gentlemen get up here and talk about 
“the great prosperity of 1892,”’ “‘ the sated and complacent pros- 
perity of that year,”’ 

Now, I say I like to hear the gentleman from Ohio, General 
GRosvENOR. He issucha magnificently bold and serene prophet. 
I myself hardly ever prophesy, and for this reason. I had an old 
friend in Mississippi, one of those men who speak magnificent 
common sense in rather bad English—and there are a great many 
of them through this country—and he said: ‘‘John, you have 
been elected to Congress; now, don’t go and turn prophet; proph- 
ets is mostly darn fools, and they find it out themselves when the 
thing they prophesy don’t come to pass.” [Laughter.] But my 
friend from Ohio is the most exuberant and unscrupulous prophet 
that this part of the world eversaw. ([Laughter.] I can not fol- 
low him in that, because I could not beat him at it if I wanted 
to, and besides that, even my association with the Republican 
membership of this House, which is of the kindliest and most 
friendly character, has not got me to the point where I am 
utterly disregardful of some desire to be justified by future 
events. [Laughter.] 

Now, my friends, the gentleman from Ohio makes a defense 
for Calico Charlie Foster which does Calico Charlie proud, and 
he has called Charlie Foster to make it himself. Unfortunately, 
it happens to be an afterthought in the face of Secretary Foster’s 
testimony. I find in the Con@rEssIONAL RecorpD of March 23, 
1897, this order put into the Recorp, sent for by a messenger on 
that day, and those of you that were here at the time will remem- 
ber it. Hereitis. There is no denyingit, forit can not be denied. 


Sir: You are ai authorized and directed to rene designs for the 
Sper cent bonds provided in Senate amendment to the sundry civil bill now 


Remember, now, that it was in obedience to an amendment in 
theSenate. The Senate had provided for a bond issue by an amend- 
ment, w was in process of ing a law, and Secretary 
Foster issued this order. I continue to read: 

This authority is given in advanceof the enactment in view of the pressing 
contingency. 

This is dated February 20,1892. The election did not take place 
until the sueceeding November. Now, even my friend General 
GROSVENOR can not bring a witness into court to deny by an after- 
—— own handwriting and his own statement made at that 

@, 


But, Mr. Chairman, that is not all of this. Secre Foster 
on the hearing before the committee, when he was before that com- 
mittee, said: 

Now, I want to say to you that these estimates are based upon conditions 
existing prior to the late election. 

That is what he said in his testimony—not as an afterthought 
now—in a letter to General GROSVENOR in view of influencing po- 
litical conduct now. Mr. Foster can not be heard now to deny his 
then statement that the ‘‘ conditions existed prior to the election.’’ 
Then later he was cross-examined, and in answer to a question as 
to whether there would be a deficit or not, he says: ‘‘ I should say 
the next fiscal year would show a deficit.” 

Mr. TURNER. Can you give an approximate estimate according to all the 
data accessible to you? 

Mr. SECRETARY Fostrr. I will only say this, that if I was to have the 
management of the Treasury I should insist upon an increase of revenue to 
the extent of $50,000,000. 

A Memper. What are you reading from? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am reading from a speech in 
the CoNGRESSIONAL REecorD of March 25, 1897, by Mr. Dockery, of 
Missouri, he having placed these documents there on that day. It 
says that he sent to the Treasury ree for the original Fos- 
ter order, and it came. My friend New York [Mr. Payne] 
will remember that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENorR} 
then disputed Mr. Dockery’s statement, and that Mr. Dockery 
sent a messenger down to the T: De ent to get the 
original letter of Secretary Foster and the hearings before the 
committee, and it was all brought here and sprung upon the House 
that day like a bombshell. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The speech shows that the messenger was 
sent for them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I know it, and gentlemen who 
were here at the time will remember it. My friend from Ohio, 
General GROSVENOR, was still denying it, and I reckon he will 
go on denying it until the last minute. 

My friend from Ohio then en toexplain how it was that we 
sold goods cheaper abroad, and he had an illustration or an analogy, 
and said that he had known “‘ goods are sold cheaper in the spring 
time’’ than in the balance of the year. Unfortunately these goods 
do not happen to be shipped abroad exclusively in the spring time; 
some go on “‘ other days.” 

My friend from Ohio says that with the Republican tariff law 
foreign trade has grown immensely. Oh, my friends, that rises 
above a jest. _How foolish and how partisan that is! Under 
all sorts of administrations and under all sorts of tariff laws the 
foreign trade of this country has gone forward, growing by leaps 
and bounds, pari passu with the growth of the country. This 
country at the se pe he was speaking of as being at one end of 
his comparison some three millions of population, at another 
period ten millions of population, and at another one twenty 
tnillions. 

The other end of his comparison is the present. 

It has eighty-five million souls now. It has four times the amount 
of territory that it had atthe beginning. It had, let us say, about 
three million workers in the fields of industry in the forties. It now 
has twenty, and yet gentlemen want to claim great Republican 
credit because ‘“‘our foreign commerce has grown.’’ Would it 
not have been remarkable if it had not grown? Let me tell you 
something, gentlemen, in all due honesty. There are 385 poli- 
ticians in this end of the Capitol and there are 90 at the other 
wing, and if every one of them were to die to-morrow, and not 
another Senate or House were to be elected for twenty years, and 
the laws were to be left just as they are, or if they were left as 
they would be after the Democrats had come into power and 
changed them, this great country would go on prospering. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] To show how prosperity comes 
anyhow, we have prosperity in both home and foreign trade in 
spite of a large measure of Republican hindrance. 

It would go on prospering because of the magnificently exten- 
sive area in which there is absolutely free, unrestricted, and 
untrammeled trade. [Applause on the Democratic side.} The 
world has never seen anything like it. It would go on prospering 
because it is a country of cheap land; and labor and wages are 
dependent in the ultimate analysis upon the price at which land 
can be bought orcan berented. Man does not get out of agricul- 
ture—out of the primitive and best condition of man—and into 
other businesses unless he is paid to do it by greater compensa- 
tion. If a man can get land cheap, he can defy anybody that 
wants to tyrannize over him in regard to his wages by going upon 
oe and either buying it or renting it or enteringit as a home- 
stead. 

It will continue to be prosperous for another reason—because 
we are the one people on the globe, except some of our British 
cousins in the colonies, where there is absolutely no caste, where a 
man knows that although he is working to-day pegging shoes hoe 
may the next year be governor or something of that sort, and that 
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if he is not, his children may be almost anything—=millionaires or 
—— Men work with hope and with incentive when they 

ow that they are not confined within unleapable walls, and will 
continue towork. So I say that itis folly and partisanship to stand 
before the great American people and the world claiming the bene- 
fit of everything—our growth and even the discovery of gold in 
Alaska, and the invention of the cyanide process of getting more 
gold out of a given quantity of ore or getting it out of intractable 
ore, and the benefit of all the inventions and all the progress of 
the world as fruits of tariff legislation simply because you have 
been in power for the Lord knows howlong. Meanwhile we and 
the world have been growing in spiteof you. ‘I bade him mark 
that the thrushes still sang.”’ 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. I know that the gentleman does not desire to 
make an argument based on a mistake. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly not. 

Mr. LACEY. He has made a mistake of just one year in Fos- 
ter’s letter. The gentleman has based his argument on the state- 
ment that Foster’s letter was written in 1892, when, as a matter 
of fact, it was written in February, 1893. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi (after examining the REcorD). 
The gentleman is right, I see by reference to the Recorp. I re- 
gret exceedingly to have made the mistake. The date is a little 
blurred in my copy. The letter was written in February, 1893. 

Mr. LACEY. Just about a week before Mr. Cleveland’s inan- 
guration. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am very glad to have had 
the mistake called to my attention. 

Mr. BOWIE. But Harrison was still President. 
the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am very glad the gentleman 
from Iowa has called my attention to that, because I would not 
want an error to go uncorrected into the Rrecorp, and, frankly, 
my argument at that particular point was to a large extent based 
on the error now called to my attention. 

Mr. LACEY. I do not want my friend, whom I admire so 
much, to make a mistake thus early in his leadership. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, I have one consolation 
about that, and the country may share that consolation. If a fel- 
low on this side of the Chamber makes a mistake in his leader- 
ship he does not get many followers, but when a leader makes a 
mistake on that side of the Chamber you all follow him like sheep. 
[Prolonged laughter and applause.] So I feel to a certain extent 
—_ I am in the hands of God and myfriends. [Laughter and ap- 

ause. 

. One Sen thing about this debate is one of the explanations 
given by one of my friends over there—I think it was my friend 
whom I like very much, very much indeed, Mr. GARDNER of Michi- 
gan. He is for this bill now, while he was not for it before, be- 
cause they put in the five-year clause, which prevents them from 
changing the legislation in the meanwhile. 

In other words, a year ago the cry was, ‘“‘ For heaven’s sake do 
not enact this legislation; it will ruin us;’’ and now he comes in 
and says, ‘‘ Well, it won’t ruin us except for five years, and that 
is all right.’ [Laughter.] 

Talking about amending the treaty, my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. DaLZELL] said of course I knew it would have to go 
back to the treaty powers. Of course it would, but I am informed 
that that very proviso sought to be amended—that proviso in ar- 
ticle S—was put on by the Senate as an amendment to the treaty, 
so having already one amendment on it, with one more amendment 
you could get the treaty back just as quick. 

Mr.PAYNE. Ohb,no; it has already been to Cubaand has been 
ratified. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. With that part of it in it? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. BarTLetT] had a different idea. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That was an amendment put on by the 
Senate on the 19th of January, 1903. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes, but it has been to Cuba since and has been 
ratified there. 

Mr. BARTLETT. When it came over to this country first it 
was not on the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. All right. It has been 
amended once, but that amendment you say has already received 
the confirmation of the Cuban government. Still it was put on in 
the Senate, and if the Senate can amend it, why, then, surely the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] ought to be willing tosay 
that the House can, because he is peculiarly the man that has 
always stood for the principle, about the accuracy of which, by 
the way, I am not certain, that the House of Representatives in 
connection with matters of this sort has equal power with the 
Senate and stands upon an exactly equal footing and must be first 
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consulted. Soif the Senate could amend it, why, then, the House 
—— - be able to amend it too, if the gentleman from New York 
is right. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me a word? 

M.. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course the House can amend it, but then it 
must go to the Senate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But howif your Senate will 
accept the amendment—your Senate for which you are responsi- 
ble as a party? It ought to accept it. I expect it would now, be- 
cause they have had time to talk the matter over since they acted 
before and found out that the sugar trust really will be hurt by 
this amendment, and I know so well this Republican Senate that 
I believe if they would find out that they really could thereby 
hurt the sugartrust they would adopt the amendment ina minute. 
We have convinced them of it now. 

As Cuba has managed to exist since the time when the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Payne] informed the House last Con- 
gress that if we did not act in very short order she would cease to 
exist—as she has managed to exist during this intervening time, 
could she not manage to exist three weeks longer, until we could 
cable back and forth a confirmation of this little amendment? 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, the gentleman knows that that process 
would take months. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Suppose it did take months. 

Mr. PAYNE. In the meantime the sugar crop would be har- 
vested and gathered, and you would be dechainring against the 
sugar trust that it had bought up all the sugar. 

“* WILLIAMS of Mississippi. How long it would take de- 
pends—— 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is trying to help the sugar trust 


by his amendment. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well,if Iam, the Lord knows 
triena from New York [Mr. 


Iam unconscious of it. [Laughter 

But I will say in answer to my 
PayYNE] that the length of time it would take would depend upon 
the care and strenuosity brought into action at the other end of the 
Avenue. Ifyou could just halfway approximate the celerity that 
has lately actuated this Administration in connection with the 
new-born Republic of Panama, you would have it back here in 
three days. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, well, but the minds of the mighty czars in 
another place have not operated on this Panama business yet, and 
they have operated on this treaty. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They will operate 
some way or other, — e trust is not hurt. 
and applause on the De 


uickly in 
fLamptter 
mocratic side.] They are waiting for us. 
Now one of my friends says that this is an unconstitutional 
bill, because the Constitution of the United States says that 
*‘all bills raising revenue shall originate’’ in the House of Rep- 


resentatives. e Constitution of the United States says that, 
but it does not say anything but that. It says all *‘ bills” 
raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives. 
It does not say that all treaties raising revenue shail originate 
here. The treaty-making power is given in the Constitution without 
limitation, save the limitations to the Federal Government itself. 
The treaty-making power in its exercise was hedged in by the 
necessity of a two-thirds majority in the Senate, and although I 
have not studied the question out far enough to know, our fore- 
fathers may have thought that that safeguard was sufficient; that 
while they would not let the Senate, by a bare majority, represent- 
ing only the States and not the people, originate a revenue meas- 
ure, they would let them do it by a two-thirds majority, which 
would in all cases probably carry as an incident a majority of the 
population of the country. 

ow I dwell — that for this reason: Iam known to bea 
stickler for the Constitution. I have spoken of you gentlemen 
over there as schedule fetich worshipers. I am, pee a - 
stitution fetich worshiper—one of the very few left. There are 
some few on this side. I hope that they will grow in numbers in 
the course of time. ButI have always thought that the Consti- 
tution was superior to any temporary whim of the people them- 
selves, and Se superior to any temporary whim of Congress; 
and if I thought that this was an unconstitutional measure, it 
should not have my vote if the whole Democratic party depended 
upon it, and if my seat depended upon it, and if a great, deal of 
everything that I hold most dear in the world depended upon it. 
But there is nothing in that. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will my friend permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In connection with your discus- 
sion of the constitutional question, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Mississippi if he has not forgotten that clause of the 
Constitution which confers upon Congress the right to levy and 
collect duties? Is not that an exclusive prerogative in Congress? 
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Does not the mentioning of one thing in an organic instrument 
of that kind exclude that power from any other? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh,no! Every Federal power 
that is conferred upon Congress in the Constitution—nearly every 
one of them—is unquestionably subject to execution by the treaty- 
making power of the country as well. This is the only one that 
has ever been questioned, namely, the one with reference to the 
raising of revenue. The others are not even questioned by any- 
body. Perhaps the powers are concurrent. I am not passing 
upon this question, however, understand me. 

Let us see: 

For example, Congress is expressly granted the power to ‘‘ estab- 
lish a uniform rule of naturalization,’’ to ‘* coin money and regu- 
late the value thereof,’’ to ‘‘ establish post-offices and post-roads,”’ 
to ‘‘ define and punish piracies and felonies on the high seas and 
offenses against the laws of nations,’’ and yet there has never been 
any dispute about the fact that the treaty-making power of the 
United States can enter intoconventions and treaties with foreign 
countries concerning naturalization of our citizens there and of 
their citizens here. : 

A few years ago you will remember that there was very much" 
talk about ‘‘ international bimetallism ’’ to be arrived at by treaty 
between the great nations of the world. Nobody disputed or 
dreamt of disputing the power of the United States to enter by 
treaty into such an arrangement, although it involved coinage of 
money and the regulation of the value theree?. “We have a half 
dozen postal conventions and treaties with foreign countries, and 
no one has ever disputed our authority tomakethem. Wehave 
many treaties defining certain things as “ piracies and felonies 
upon the high seas’’—for example, the African slave trade—and 
yet all of these powers are expressly granted to Congress in the 
Constitution, just as is the power to regulate interstate and for- 
eign commerce, and to levy and collect duties. 

If oneis an exclusive grant it seems tome thatallare. Inother 
words, the grant to the President and the Senate to make treaties 
is a broad, general grant in express words, and it is unlimited by 
other express words or by any necessary intendment, except the 
limitations upon the power of the Federal Government itself. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit one 
more question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The power to levy and collect 
duties is in express terms conferred on Congress, and is in express 
terms conferred nowhere else throughout thatinstrument. Now, 
as I understand you, you hold that by implication that is qualified 
in a subsequent clause which gives to the President and the Sen- 
ate the right to make treaties. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not care to get off from 
the line of my argument. There are a dozen places in the Con- | 
stitution where express powers are conferred upon Congress, and | 
during the entire history of this country the treaty-making 
power has dealt with the subject-matter of those grants to | 
Congress. 

Now, one gentleman on this side reads a Democratic platform | 
and he says the Democratic party has pronounced against reci- 
procity. When I read it I find it to be that the Democratic party 
declared against ‘‘sham Republican reciprocity ’’—that is, a 
reciprocity treaty that did not reciprocate; a treaty that did not 
give anything, did not concede anything in the way of a real re- 

uction of duties in America, nor really extend our markets 
abroad, and treaties, therefore, which did not help the American 
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consumer nor the American producer. 

One gentleman says that this is a Republican bill. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I do not care about the source of anymeasure. I think 
that the man who serves his country best serves his party best, 
and if a man can not serve his party in that way—if he has a party 
which can not be served that way—I think the sooner he gets 
out of that party the better. I know that the Democratic party 
is not that sort of a party. [Loud applause. ] 

I do not care about the source of a measure, if it is right, and 
the gentleman's argument would lead him to take the same posi- 
tion as he takes now if faced with the question of reducing the 
duty on barbed wire or nails, or agricultural implements—of 
refusing to do it because it was piecemeal in the first place, and 
in the second place, the recommendation was sent from a Repub- 
lican President. 

Tam glad to see a Republican President, especially this one, 
have @ lucid interval, and Iam glad to see a Republican majority 
in this House share his lucidity for a short while. [Loud and 
long-continued applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to follow 





the wide sone this debate and discuss the great variety of 
subjects that have been brought before the committee. I shall, 
however, depart from the line of speaking with reference to this 
bill and refer to the definition of protection which was given by 
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the distinguished gentleman from Mississippi who has just ad- 
dressed the House. He regarded protection asa hothouse policy, 
and illustrated his definition very aptly by the article of bananas. 
Bananas, I believe, have been upon the free list for nearly twenty 
years, and there has been no attempt to stimulate their produc- 
tion in this country. 

The sane idea of protection is to attempt to establish only those 
industries which by nature we are fitted to carry on in this coun- 
try. Probably in the course of time, in a geologic age or two, 
when the ores of the older portions of the world had been ex- 
hausted, our own resources might have come into play. But the 
American people are rather an ambitious people; they did not 
care to wait some thousands of years, and they adopted the policy 
of protection at first, a rather heroic policy, so that we have wit- 
nessed as a result of its application in this country an industrial 
development that never before was seen in the world, and we 
have also incontestably witnessed a cheapening in the cost of pro- 
duction. 

But to turn to the bill before the House, which deals with an 
important volume of trade between two countries, a trade that 
now amounts to nearly a hundred million dollars a year, and un- 
der the policy of this measure is destined greatly to increase. If 
the trade aspect of this bill were its most important aspect it 
would not have deserved a tithe of the attention it has received 
from the country. It has appealed powerfully to the sentiment 
of the American people, and for the last two years no other sub- 
ject has been so widely discussed. It has been supported by two 
Presidents in succession, and has been made the central policy of 
the Administration of the present Executive, who has adhered to 
it with a persistency and fidelity that do him honor. It occasioned 
in the last Congress one of the most angry controversies ever wit- 
nessed in Congress. 

Surely he must be an ambitious statesman who would not be 
content to solve such an important question as this one in a sin- 
gle measure, but who would desire to have a measure dealing not 
only with Cuba, but incidentally with the rest of mankind. Clo- 
ture and drastic rules agaist amendments are weapons to be re- 
sorted to on rare occasions, but I think the Republican party, 
which is responsible for legislation here, is to be congratulated 
that it has asked the House to devote itself to a single great pur- 
pose in order that this great question, that has been discussed for 
the last two years, shall at last be finally settled. 

The gentleman from Missouri explained the tactics of the mi- 
nority when he said that the way to defeat this measure was to 
adopt the amendment proposed by the minority. I know of no 
one, either in this House or out of it, who can employ language 
more accurately than the gentleman from Missouri, and he ex- 
pressed the exact purpose of that amendment. 

As the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means has ex- 
plained to the House, the amendment with reference to the five 
years’ provision would make it necessary to have a new conyen- 





| tion with Cuba; the present convention having already been ratified 
| by both Governments, a new convention would have to be made. 


This would create delay. The Cuban question would be returned 
to the condition it was in two years ago. In the meantime the 
sugar crop that is being harvested in Cuba would not come under 
the terms of this bill, and there would be a serious loss to Cuba. 
So, I say, let us trifle no longer with the hope of Cuba kindled by 
us two years ago and deferred and deferred again until her heart 
is sick. Let us redeem the pledges we have made, if not to Cuba, 
at least to the American people in Cuba’s behalf, and pass this 
bill without further delay. I am somewhat surprised at the atti- 
tude of the gentleman from Mississippi who has just taken his 
seat, concerning the power of the treaty-making department of 
this Government to pass laws for the internal government of the 
United States. 

It is a singular position for the gentleman to take, if I have not 
misunderstood him, that the Executive and Senate, under the 


| guise of making treaties, can pass in secret taxation laws for the 


American people. James A. Garfield, one of the greatest politi- 


| cal scholars who ever sat in this House, once declared that the in- 


fringement by the Senate on the constitutional prerogative of the 
House in raising revenue, if assented to by us, would inflict a 
fatal wound on our system of government. I submit that if we 
concede to the Senate the right to pass legislation by treaty and 
the right to impose taxation by treaty we will have surrendered 
the last vestige of popular representative government in the 
United States. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

Let me quote to you some old-fashioned doctrine on this point 
from a report that has been brought to my attention by my col- 
league on the Committee on Ways and Means, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. A treaty was pending before the Senate with 
Prussia and other States of the Germanic federation, and the Sen- 
ate Committee on Foreign Relations made this report to the 
Senate through Rufus Choate, one of the greatest lawyers who 
ever sat in that body and the greatest advocate who ever spoke 
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at the American bar. I ask your attention while I read briefly 
from what Mr. Choate says: 

In the first place, the committee peepee to confine themselves to a very 
brief exhibition of another and single ground upon which, without reference 
to the particular merits of the treaty, they advise against its ratification. 

Then he adds: 

The convention which has been submitted to the Senate changes duties 
which have been laid by law. It Ye or them either ex directo and by its 
own vigor, or it engages the faith of the nation and the faith of the Legisla- 
ture through which the nation acts to make the a In either t it 
is the dent and Senate who, by the instrumentality of negotiation, re- 
peal or materiall vey regulations of commerce and laws of revenue which 
Congress had ordained. * * * 

Without engaging at all in an examination of the extent, limits, and ob- 
jects of the power to make treaties, the committee believe that the general 
rule of our system is indisputably that the control of trade and the function 
of taxing belong, without abridgment or participation, to Congress. They 
infer this from the lan e of the Constitution, from the nature and prin- 
ciples of our Government, from the theory of republican liberty itself, from 
the unvaried practice, evidencing the universal belief of all, in all periods 
and of all parties and opinions. They think, too, that, as the general rule, 
the en tatives of the people, sitting in their legislative capacity, with 
open doors, under the eye of the country, communicating freely with their 
constituents, may exercise this power more intelligently, more discreetly, 
may acquire more accurate and more minute information concerning the 
employments and the interests on which this description of measures will 
press, and may better discern what true policy prescribes and rejects, than 
is within the competence of the executive department of the Government. 

Upon this single ground, then, the committee advise that the treaty bo 
rejected. 

Now, I hold in my hand a work by Mr. Charles Henry Butler 
on the treaty-making power of the United States, in which he 
quotes from an eminent German es an authority who, as 
is stated here, has given to the subject a degree of elaborate and 
extended exposition which it has received from no writer in our 
own tongue. I can not pause long enough to quote in full the 
comment of the writer on this subject, but I commend it to you. 
It is by Doctor Meier, professor in the university at Leipzig, and it 
shows in effect that if the treaty-making power has the legislative 
power contended for in some quarters we have here as ideal an 
oligarchy as was ever established. 

To my mind it is not conceivable that the framers of the Con- 
stitution should elaborately construct through many pages of that 
instrument a legislative machine, should carefully define and limit 
its powers, and then in two lines with reference to composing dif- 
ferences with foreign states it should throw all that machinery 
out of gear and construct anotaer legislative machine superior 
to it. 

The Senate is not constituted upon the —— principle; it 
represents the States as sovereignties. They have equal repre- 
sentation without regard to population. One man in one State 
has one hundred times the voice in choosing it that one man has 
in another State. In the House, on the other hand, the Members 
represent substantially equal populations. This nation was based 
on the proposition that those who paid the taxes should say, 
speaking through their Representatives, what taxes should be im- 
posed. And unless the framers of the Constitution were greatly 
mistaken, unless the great contemporary expounders, Madison 
and Hamilton, were mistaken, unless the blazing lesson of our 
Revolution was lost upon the men who established it in war, the 
Constitution conferred upon the House a real power and not the 
shadow when it gave it the right to originate revenue bills. 

Now, I wish to call the attention of the House fora few moments 
to the effect of this measure; but I will say in leaving the subject 
of the Senate, which the gentleman from Mississippi has intro- 
duced, that the Senate is made up in the main of very eminent 
men. Most of them derive their lineage from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. They would makea virtuous oligarchy, I doubt not; 
but I do not believe that the American people are _ prepared 
to have it written, as the preamble to their laws, ‘‘ Be it enacted 
by the Senate of the United States in executive session assembled.”’ 
{Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

This bill proceeds upon the theory that there should be reci- 
procity between this country and Cuba, and I think “‘ reciprocity ”’ 
is a word that no gentleman on either side of the House can prop- 
erly take offense at. I believe that the first reciprocity treaty 
was negotiated by Richard Cobden, and that the greatest advo- 
cate of reciprocity in our time was William McKinley. Thename 
of one is a synonym for free trade, and the name of the other isa 
synonym for protection. 

Rec —— ty goes upon the theory that there are oftentimes, in 
the relations of two people, conditions that make it peculiar] 
proper that they shall have reciprocal trade arrangements with 
each other. The position of Cuba, her political relations to this 
country, the fact that American interests predominate there, the 
fact that we buy nearly all she has to sell, and sell her a great 
portion of what she buys, make her case, it seems tome, as strong 
a one ae be imagined for the application of the principle of 
reciprocity. 

With reference to the fiscal features of the bill, the chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means has pointed out that the 


sufficient revenue will still be left with which to run our own 
Government. A deficit is a governmental institution which I 
think it is well to avoid, but there is a grave distinction between 
mere narrowness of revenue, which is the keenest spur to the 
economical expenditure of public money, and that great and 
yawning chasm between income and outcome which we witnessed 
ten years ago, in which the public credit itself was engulfed. 
But even from that standpoint of revenue it is clear that while 
at the beginning we shall lose some $6,000,000 a year, the proba- 
bility is that within the five years of this convention or sooner 
than that we shall have at least 20 per cent increase in the im- 
ports from Cuba, and that will place our revenue upon Cuban 
products where it is to-day. 

Now, with reference to the peculiar trade relations of this 
country and Cuba. During the last fiscal one we took of Cuba’s 
total exports some 77 per cent, and we sold to her about 42 per 
cent of what she bought from the rest of the world. This was 
taking a larger proportion from her of what she sold than she 
took from us of her purchases, and the treaty recognizes this 
fact, for while it levies a uniform reduction of 20 per cent upon 
Cuban products coming into our markets, it gives our products 
going to Cuba a reduction of from 20 al cent to 40 per cent. 

The details of the Cuban trade which have been brought to the 
attention of the committee by my colleagues show the evidence 
upon which we may expect a great gain to our own commerce. 
There were, for instance, under the head of alimentary articles— 
articles of food and drink—brought from the United States into 
Cuba about $3,700,000 worth per year, and from other countries 
about $13,000,000 per year. These articles are largely the product 
of our agriculture and of our fisheries, and under the duties which 
are prescribed by this bill the United States will almost inevitably 
get all this trade. Then there is another item of wearing apparel, 
of boots and shoes, and cotton, and similar articles, of which the 
United States last year sold to Cuba $1,127,000 worth, while Cuba 
bought from the rest of the world $10,186,000 worth. This item 
will almost certainly ageres in the trade of the United States. 
And then in cattle—Cuba imported from the United States cattle 
to the value of $3,347,000, and from the rest of the world 
$6,772,000. Here is an ew for a further expansion of 
trade in a product of our farms. 

The effect upon the beet-sugar industry has caused alarm, and 
very naturally so, to those Representatives in this House that 
come from States largely interested in the manufacture of beet 
sugar. I do not think it is in a particle of danger. Suppose that 
the reduction proposed by this bill to 1.35 cents a pound upon 
raw sugar should measure the entire protection that would exist 
upon sugar after the passage of this bill—and I feel confident that 
it will not—I think it is susceptible of demonstration that the pro- 
tection will be substantially what it is at the present time. But 
suppose that the amount of 1.35 cents will measure the full 
amount of protection. It seems to me that the beet-sugar indus- 
try would be entirely safe even with that amount of protection. 
In the testimony taken before the Committee on Ways and Means 
two years ago our collector at Habana, Mr. Bliss, testified that 
he had examined the returns from eight different plantations and 
he found the average cost of making sugar there and of taking it 
to the port of shipment was 2); cents. Mr. Atkins, who is a suc- 
cessful business man and a sugar manufacturer, reached substan- 
tially the same conclusion. 

All the evidence that could be called evidence went to show 
that it cost the Cuban at least 2 cents a pound to make his raw 
sugar. Now, if to that you add this 1.35, and if to that you add 
the freight rate and the insurance and other charges, he can not 
afford to sell his sugar in the New York market for less than 
three and about seven-eighths of a cent a pound, and it must 
after that be refined, so that a price would be reached at which it 
would clearly be profitable to make refined sugar here. 

Mr. Oxnard, who has been as much identified with the manu- 
facture of beet sugar as any man in the United States, put forth 
a statement after he had been engaged in that business nine years 
to the effect that at 4 cents a pound and ne oe farmer $4 
per ton for his beets there was then a profit of about 43 per cent 
upon the cost of the material and labor employed, and that in 
selling the refined product at 4 cents a pound. N ot a small profit 
by any means. Asa matter of fact he would get nearer 5 than 
4centsa pound. Is it not, therefore, clear that under this duty 
of 1.35 per pound, which is a specific duty equivalent to an ad 
valorem duty of nearly 80 per cent including the freight, our beet- 
— — have nothing whatever to fear? 

t I have been acting upon the assumption that the total pro- 
tection afforded the beet-sugar grower would be the duty as 
against Cuban sugar under this bill. It seems to me there is no 
doubt that during the five years that this convention is to last 
the protection will be substantially that afforded by existing law. 
I arrived at that conclusion in this way: At present we e in 


decrease in revenue will be about $6,000,000 a year, but that a | the United States and in Hawaii and Porto Rico about 900,000 
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We consume about 2,600,000 tons. This 


tons of sugar each year. 
leaves an enormous deficit that must be sw ed from the markets 


of the world. Even if we take the en yee of Cuba 


at the greatest amount it has ever , at about 1,000,000 
tons, we still havea great deficit of six orseven hundred thousand 
tons. 

That we must bring in from abroad and must pay for in the 
world’s price, which is fixed atHamburg. The price, then, in New 
York be the Hamburg price, plus the freight and plus the 
full duty. Now, Cuban sugar in New York will sell precisely 
on a parity with Hamburg sugar, grade for grade. e@ sugar 
refiner will not bu ee sugar when there isacargo of Cuban 

beside it that would be sold for a icle . They 
will both bring the same price. The result, therefore, is that the 
Cuban sugar will get the full Hamburg price, plus the Hamburg 
freight, plus the full duty. In other words, the Cuban planter 
will get the advantage of the difference between our duty as 
against Hamburg sugar and our duty as against Cuban sugar. 
Now, this will be a very important matter to him, and it will be a 
matter of little consequence to us. 

I think, therefore, that these conclusions are very clear from the 
situation, first, that the reduction of duty will not materially 
affect prices here and will go to the Cuban planter; second, that 
the reduction will gradually result in an increase of exports from 
Cuba to the United States and from the United States to Cuba; | 
and third, that the United States sugar producers will be unaf- 
fected. I should perhaps ot qualify this last statement. 
There will perhaps be a gradual lowering of the price. If the 
effect of this bill shall be an increased production of sugar in 
Cuba, as I think it will, then there will be the amount of that in- 
crease added to the world’s supply of sugar, and to that extent | 
there will be a lowering of the world’s price; but that will be a 
slow process and an almost imperceptible one, and our beet-sugar 
manufacturers will be substantially unaffected until the produc- | 
tion from Cuba shall reach that point where, combined with the | 
production of the United States, it will be substantially enough 
to meet the consumption of the United States. 


trade compact with any other nation than ourselves. We have 
resting upon us the obligations of a mother to a daughter. Her 
government has been reared upon soil soaked by the blood of our 
soldiers, and it exists because of the battles that have been fought 
by Americans upon her territory and upon the seas that surround 
her and on the other side of the world. She guards the approach 
to the isthmian canal and the mouths of the Mississippi. Her peace 
and happiness are most important tous. Her prosperity will con- 
duce to our repose as well as our renown, and the Members of this 
House have an opportunity to-day to add appreciably to the glory 
and to serve the honor of their country by voting for this bill 
_eor unanimity. [Loud applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. PAYNE, Mr. Chairman, I suppose that under the rule, 
general debate being closed, the committee will rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman not desire to occupy 
any more of his time? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHerman, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that, under 
the rule of the House adopted on Monday, the House had been in 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union con- 
sidering the bill H. R. 1921, and in pursuance of the rule the 
committee had risen, and on its behalf he reported the bill back 
to the House. 

The SPEAKER. In accordance with the special order made 
by the House, the question recurs on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I desire to be recognized for 
the purpose of moving to recommit with the following instruc- 
tions. I ask that the motion be read. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. 

Mr. PAYNE, “I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that that 





Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is the gentleman unwilling to | motion is not in order under the rule. 


admit that if Cuba progresses as she has in the past few years 
she may reach that point before this convention expires? 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I think there is very little like- 
lihood’that that willoccur. In the first place, we hada convention 
with Cuba under the terms of the McKinley Act. That treaty was 


in effect for three years. At that time Cuba had free sugar, and | 


yet the total net result of the operation of that convention was 
that for three years the sugar production of Cuba increased only 
to the extent of about 200,000 tons. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. But we were producing no beet | 
sugar at that time. 


r. McCALL. That may be, but beet sugar is merely a drop 





The SPEAKER. It is not now, and would not be in order now 
if the rules were in force. 

Mr. PAYNE. It would not be in order at any time under this 
resolution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then I ask to be recognized at 
the proper time, immediately after the third reading of the bill, 
for the purpose of offering the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The questionis on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I now ask to. be 


in the bucket in our consumption. | recognized for the purpose of offering a motion, which I send to 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Oh, no. 

Mr. MoCALL. While the great bulkof the sugar consumed in | 
this country comes from the world outside, Cuba had free access | 
to our markets, and yet she only increased her production 200,000 
tons in three years. 

Then again I will say to the gentleman that Cuba is interested | 
in other industries. Tobacco is a most important industry in 
Cuba. She can not take all of her population and set them to 
raising sugar. She has a limited pepeeien and a limited supply 
of labor, and it is very unlikely that there should be such a sud- 
den increase in production as the gentleman fears. 

I have, perhaps, said more than is necessary concerning the 
financial features of this measure in view of the clear sentiment 
of the House upon the bill. I wish to say a word about those 
weightier considerations of a high political and moral character | 
that are based not upon mere expediency, but that grow out of the 
demands of justice. An individual man, strong and rich, may 
not with impunity oppress another who is weak and poor, because 
he is held in terror by thelaw. But what court is there which 
could enter and enforce a decree against the United States in favor 
of Cuba? Her case therefore calls for the exercise of that higher 
and more difficult, because merely voluntary, justice which a 
strong nation measures out to a weak one. 

Cuba is not strong =o eo to enforce any claim | 
against the United States. She hasnoarmyor navy. She is just 
entering upon her career as a nation. She is absolutely in the 
hollow of our hands, so that whatever we do for her will not be 
a us out of fear, but will come about by the operation upon 
our of the abstract principles of justice. Cuba has already 
done something at our dictation. She has surrendered to us im- 
portant naval stations w her southern coast, and surrendered 
them at our demand. e has also imposed very serious limita- 
tions upon her power to treat with other nations, and she has done 
this w our demand. 

We have put Cuba in a position where she can safely make no 





the Clerk’s desk, to recommit with certain instructions. 

Mr. PAYNE. To that, Mr. Speaker, I make a pointof order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask unanimous consent that 
the Clerk may read the motion before the Chair rules, for the in- 
formation of the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. We have had that amendment read galore, and 
I object to it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The reading of the amend- 
ment will not hurt you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi states that 


| he desires to move to recommit the bill, with certain instruwtions, 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. That fact is sufficient to 
notify the House and the Chair of the desire of the gentleman 
from Mississippi, and the gentleman from New York makes the 
point of order that a motion to recommit is not in order under the 
special order adopted by the House. The Clerk will read the spe- 
cial order under which the House is now proceeding. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution of the House 


numbered 17, have had the same under consideratic~,and ask leave to report 
in lieu thereof the following: 
“Resolved, That immediately on the adoption of this rule, and immediately 


after the reading of the Journal on each day thereafter until the bill herein- 
after mentioned shall have been disposed of, the House shal! resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for considera- 
tion of the bill H. R. 1921, a bill to carry into effect a convention between the 
United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the Lith day of December, 
1902; that not later than 4 o’clock on November 19 general debate shall be 
closed in Committee of the Whole, and whenever general debate is closed the 
committee shall riseand report the bill to the House; and immediately the 
House shall vote without debate or intervening motion on the engrossment 
and third reading and on the passage of the bill.” 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the motion be read for the information 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
the motion be read for the information of the House. 
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Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi if this is the same motion which he read in Commitice of 
the Whole and is now a part of the record? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The House will not know until 
after it is read. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is the same amendment that the gentleman 
read in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is the same amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then I object, because it has already been read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Do I understand that the 
Chair has ruled the amendment out of order? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is about to rule. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iwas merely anticipating the 
well-known tendencies of the Chair. [Laughter. ]} 


NOVEMBER 19, 


motion with a desire to delay business or not. The House has 
decided to vote first upon the engrossment and third reading of 
this bill, and then, without intervening motion, to vote upon the 
passage of the bill—without intervening motion or debate, to vote 
upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
the rule. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, this amendment offered is certainly an in- 
tervening motion. Imade the point of order that the amendment 
was not in order because obnoxious tothe special rule of the House, 
and the Chair sustained that motion. Weare here waiting un- 
der the rule for the final vote upon this bill. Whatever motion 
the gentleman makes under any of the general rules of the House 
which delays a vote upon this bill for a single momentis delay and 


The word ‘‘ debate ’’ is not in 


The SPEAKER. The special order under which the House is | should be ruled out as a motion causing delay, a motion that de- 
proceeding has just been read, and that order provides that with- | lays the action upon the bill. But, further than that, Mr. Speaker, 
out intervening motion the House will vote on the engrossment | the House decided by a fair majority on Monday last that this 


and third reading of the bill. 
has been read forthe third time. And it also provides that with- 
out intervening motion the House will vote upon the passage of 
the bill. Under the rules of the House ordinarily, without a spe- 
cial order, the gentleman’s motion at this stage of the proceeding 
would be in order, but this order changes the rule and cuts the 
gentleman’s motion off by prior action of the House. Therefore, 
the Chair holds that the gentleman’s motion is not in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, would it be in 
order to discuss the ruling of the Chair? Does the Chair wish to 
hear me upon that point? Then I shall take an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, and I would like to make a few remarks 
upon that. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that it 
is dilatory, and that under the rule that has been adopted by the 
House it can not be entertained. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 


has just made. 
Mr. PAYNE. Then I make the further point of order to that 
discussion under the rules. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 


as a matter of fact it is not dilatory, and I have the floor. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ican make the point of order if the gentleman 
has the floor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
discuss the point of order. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, debate is never in order except for 
the benefit of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has the privilege of hearing the 
gentleman upon the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Undoubtedly; and I only want 
about five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. If the present occupant of the chair under- 


stands the rule, it is entirely within the province of the Chair to | 
er; and the Chair, desir- | 
ing to be entirely courteous to the gentleman from Mississippi, | 


hear the gentleman upon the point of o 


will listen to what he has to say upon the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
that a subject is always grateful to Cesar for special indulgences. 
cae) In order to show that this motion is not dilatory, I 
want to call the attention of the Speaker to the fact that it has 
been the persistent effort of the minority upon this side to obtain 
a vote upon this motion. Whatever other point of order may be 
made against it, and some other point of order might possibly be 


sustained, the point of order that this is dilatory can not be sus- | 
tained. My object in offering this resolution is not to delay, and | 


the word “‘ dilatory ’’ means delay; but it is to let the country and 


the people who control us all understand the nature of the amend- | 


ment which we offer and would like to get a vote upon from the | 
| Adams, Pa. 


House if we can. 

Whatever objection may be made to it, therefore, it is not 
offered for purposes of delay. It is offered in good faith and sin- 
cerely for the consideration of the House, and in order to prove 
that, Mr. Speaker, I will not read the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please suspend for a 
moment. The Chair will hear from the gentleman from New 
York, who desires to be heard briefly on this point. 

Mr. WILLLAMS of Mississippi. r. Speaker, allow me to con- 
clude my remarks and I will be through in a sentence. 
it is important to the Chair’s consideration of the question as to 
whether this is dilatory or not to read the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has fairly indicated that he de- 
sires to hear from the other side upon this point of order. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I made the point of order, first, 
that it is dilatory. The late Speaker Crisp held time and again 
that a motion was dilatory when it delayed action, no matter what 


the intention of the mover was, whether he made it as a dilatory | 


Well, Mr. Speaker, I want to | 
discuss that point of order which the gentleman from New York | 





It isan old adage, Mr. Speaker, | 





The House has voted, and the bill | vote should be without any intervening motion, and here we have 


anappeal to the House. It is an intervening motion, so that upon 
every ground—upon the ground of delay or upon the ground that 
it is an intervening motion—it is clearly out of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to rule. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Before the Chair rules 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not desire to hear the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. One reply to the gentleman 
from New York—— 

The SPEAKER. It needs no reply. nese.) 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I think so myself. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to rule. 
will read section 3 of Rule XVII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All incidental questions of order arising after a motion is made to the pre- 


vious question, and pending such motion, shall be decided, whether on appeal 
or otherwise, without debate. 


The SPEAKER. If, under the rules. the previous question has 


The Clerk 


| been moved upon the question arising, there are many precedents 


The gentleman from New | 
York can not make the point of order that thisis dilatory, because | 


where points of order would be entertained, and, of course, if 
entertained, be subject to appeal, unless they be dilatory, when 
they would come under another rule. Now, the House, after de- 


| bate, has adopted this special order upon a yea-and-nay vote with 
| a full House, and we are proceeding under the special order, which 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to | ‘ 

| in order. 
| commit, the Chair necessarily, under the order of the House, sus- 


cuts off a motion to recommit, which motion would otherwise be 
When the gentleman seeks to make the motion to re- 


tains the point of order to that motion. The gentleman appeals 
from the ruling of the Chair. The Chair thinks the better prac- 


| tice is not to invoke the rule touching dilatory motions except in 


cases where the purpose to delay is plainly evident, and the Chair 
would prefer to err, if it errs at all, upon giving the House the 


| right to express its will; and although the House may have ex- 


pressed its will otherwise heretofore, the Chair is proceeding 
under the order of the House in making the ruling,’*from which 
ruling the gentleman from Mississippi appeals. The Chair there- 
fore entertains the appeal. [Applause on Democratic side. } 

a PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the appeal on the 
table. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York, who moves to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, in order to save 
time I think we might as well have the yeas and nays upon the 


| motion to lay the appeal on the table, and I demand them. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 194, nays 165, 
answered present 2, not voting 22, as follows: 


YEAS—1?4. 





Acheson, 


Adams, Wis. 
Alexander, 


| Allen, 
| Ames, 


Babcock, 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Bede, 
Beidler, 
Bingham, 


| Birdsall, 


I think | 


Bishop, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Brandegee, 
Bradley, 
Brick, 
Brooks, 
Brown, Pa. 
Brown, Wis. 
Brownlow, 
Backman, 


Burke, 8. Dak. 


Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, Pa. 
Calderhead, 
Campbell, 
Capron, 
Conner, 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
omer. . 
‘rumpacker, 
Currier, 
Curtis 
Da 


lzell, 
Daniels, 
Darragh, 
Davidson, 
Davis, Minn. 
Dayton, 

er, 

Dick, 
Dixon, 


Douglas, 
Dovener. 
Draper, 
Dresser, 
Driscoll, 
Dunwell, 
Dwight, 
Esch, 
Evans, 
— 


‘oss, 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler, 
French, 
Fuller, 


Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 


Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Cal. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 

Greene, 


Hamilton, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 
H , 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hildebrant, 
Hill, Conn. 
Hinshaw, 
Hitt, 


Holitday, 


Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 


H , 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull 


Humphrey, Wash. 
Jackson, Md. 
Jackson, Ohio 
Jenkins, 

Jones, Wash. 
Kennedy, 








Landis, Frederick 
Lanning, 
Lawrence, 


ud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 


McCreary, Pa. 
McLachlan, 
McMorran, 
Mahon, 


Adamson, 
Aiken, 
Badger, 
Baker, 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Bassett, 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Cal. 


Benny, 
Benton, 


Brantley, 
Breazeale 
Broussard, 
Brundidge, 
Burgess, 
Burieson, 
Burnett. 
Butler, Mo. 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 
Clayton, 
Cochran. 
Cowherd, 
Croft, 
Crowley, 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Fla. 
De Armond, 
Denny, 
Dickerman, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Emerich, 
Field, 
Finley, 
Fitzgerald, 
Fitzpatrick, 
ood 


Burk, Pa. 

Byrd, 

ark, 

Cooper, Tex. 

Cushman, 
ck, 


Littauer, 


Powers, Mass. 


£o the appeal was laid on the table. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. CLARK. 
For the special session: 
Mr. LitTLEFIELD with Mr. SMALL. 
For one week: 
Mr. Mupp with Mr. WiLu1Am W. KITCHIN, 
Until Saturday next: 
Mr. Burk of Pennsylvania with Mr. Byrp. 


For this day: 


Man Powers, Me. Stevens, Minn. 
Marsh, Prince, Sulloway, 
Marshall, Reeder, whey, 
Martin Roberts, Thomas, Iowa 
Metcalf, Rodenberg, rell, 
Miller, Scott, Townsend, 
Minor, Sherman, Van Voorhis, 
Mondell, Shiras, Volstead 
Moon, Pa. Sibley, recland, 
Morgan, Skiles, Wachter. 
Morrell, Slemp, Wadsworth, 
Murdock, Smith, Ml Wanger, 
Needham, Smith, Iowa Warner, 
orris, Smith,Samuel W. Warnock, 
Olmsted, Smith, Wm. Alden Watson, 

. 3 Smith, Pa. Weems, 
Otjen, Snapp. Wiley, N. J. 
Overstreet, Southard, Williamson 
Parker, Southwick, Wilson, Ml. 
Patterson, Pa. Spalding, Woodyard, 

ayne, Sperry, Wright, 
Pearre, Stafford, Young. 
Perkins, Steenerson, 
Porter, Sterling, 

NAYS—165. 
Foster, Il. Lewis, Sheckleford, 
Gaines, Tenn, Lind, Shafroth 
Garber, Lindsay, Sheppard, 
Garner, Little, Sherley, 
Gilbert, Live x Shober, 
Gillespie, paren, Shull, 
Glass, Lloyd, Sims, 
Goldfogle, Lucking, Slayden 
Gooch, McAndrews, Smith, Ky. 
Goulden, McClellan, Smith, Tex. 
Granger, McLain, Snook, 
Gregg, McNary, Southall, 
Griffith, Macon, Sparkman, 
Griggs, Maddox, Epight, 
Gudger, Mahoney, Stanley, 
Hamlin, Maynard, Stephens, Tex. 
Hardwick, Meyer, La. Sullivan, Mass. 
Harrison, Moon, Tenn. Sullivan, N. Y. 
Hay, Padgett, Sulzer, 
Henry, Tex. Page, Swanson, 
Hill, Miss. Patterson, N.C. Talbott, 
Hitchcock, Patterson, Tenn. Tate, 
Hopkins, Pierce, Taylor, 
Houston, Pou, Thayer, 
Howard Pujo, Thomas, N.C 
Howell, Pa. Rainey, Thompson, 
Hughes, N. J. Randell, Tex. Trimble, 
Humphreys, Miss. Ransdell, La. Underwood, 
Hunt, Reid, Vandiver, 
James, Rhea, Van Duzer, 
Johnson, Rider, Wade, 
Jones, Va. Rixey, Wallace, 
Kehoe, bb, Webb, 
Keliher, Robertson, La. Wiley, Ala. 
Kline, Robinson, Ark, Williams, Ill. 
Kluttz, Robinson, Ind. Williams, Miss. 
Lamar, . Rucker, Wilson, N. ¥. 
Lamar, Mo. Ruppert, Wynn, 
Lamb, Russell, Zenor. 
Legare, Ryan, 
Lester, Scarborough, 
Lever, Scudder, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—2. 
Miers, Ind. Small. 
NOT VOTING—22. 

Goebel, Littlefield, Richardson, Ala. 
Grosvenor, McDermott, Richardson, Tenn. 

earst, Mudd, Smith, N.Y. 
Kitchin, Claude Nevin, Weisse. 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Palmer, 


Mr. LirravEerR with Mr. RicHarpson of Tennessee. 
Mr. FLACK with Mr. RicHarRDSON of Alabama. 

Mr. CUSHMAN with Mr. Coorsr of Texas. 
Mr. N&vin with Mr. WEISSE. 
Mr. Powers of Massachusetts with Mr. McDERMoTT. 
Mr. PALMER with Mr. CLAUDE KITcHIN. 
Mr. GOEBEL with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GorBEL]}. 


I voted ‘‘ no.”’ 


withdraw my vote and to be marked “‘ present.”’ 


Mr. SMALL. 
the gentleman 


Mr.S 
from 


er, I voted ‘‘no;’’ but I am 
aine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] and 
withdraw my vote and be recorded “ present.”’ 
Mr.SLAYDEN. Mr.Speaker, I was requested by my colleague 
[Mr. Cooper of Texas] to state that_he was unexpectedly and | order against that resolution. 


unavoidably detained by business, and he asks to be excused. 
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desire to 
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1 desire to | leged resolution, which the Clerk will report. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state 
that my colleague [Mr. Byrp] is absent at home on account of 
sickness in his family. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi will agree 
= the Chair that these statements are not in order under the 
rule. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I had not thought of that. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon the passage 
of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-three gentlemen have arisen, not a 
sufficient number, and the yeas and nays are refused. . 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I call for a division. 

Mr. PAYNE. Itistoolate. [Cries of ‘‘ Too late!’’] 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman on his feet for the pur- 
pose of asking for a division and seeking to be recognized? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I was. 

The question was taken; and the House divided, when there 
were—ayes 335, noes 21. 

So the bill was passed. [Loud applause. ] 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 


Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that all who have 
spoken in the debate on the bill be allowed to extend their remarks 
in the REcorD within the next five days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that all who have spoken on the bill may have leave 
to extend their remarks in the REcorp for the next fivedays. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. PAYNE. On consultation with several Members it would 
seem more convenient, I think, if we should adjourn from to-day 
until to-morrow, and then to-morrow adjourn until Tuesday next. 
It will be impossible to transact any business until the committees 
are announced, and I would like to have unanimous consent now 
that when the House adjourn to-morrow it be to meet on Tuesday 


next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that when the House adjourn to-morrow it adjourn 
to meet on Tuesday next. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will be forced to object. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iasked unanimous consent to make a motion to 
that effect now. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I shall not object to that. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, I move that when the House adjourn to- 
morrow it adjourn to meet on Tuesday next. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

REPRINT OF BILL. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a 
reprint of House bill 34, introduced by me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for a reprint of House bill 34. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Let us hear the title. 

Mr. SULZER. It is entitled ‘‘A bill toregulate commerce with 
foreign nations, to make preference in the use of American vessels 
in the postal service at sea, and to promote American commerce.” 
The supply is exhausted. 

Mr.PAYNE. IthinkIshallhave to object to that, Mr. Speaker. 
There is too much of it. [Laughter.] I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

ADDITIONAL LABORER IN BATITROOM, 
Mr. HILDEBRANT. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged reso- 
ution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, presents a privileged report. 

Mr. HILDEBRANT. It is not a report from the Committee 
on Accounts. It is a privileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio presents a privi- 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and directed to 
employ an additional laborer in the bathroom during the remainder of the 
present fiscal year, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at the 
rate of $60 per month. 


Mr. PAYNE. It distresses me very much to make the point of 
The SPEAKER. Perhaps the matter can be adjusted. 
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Mr. HILDEBRANDT. 
House. 

The SPEAKER. It may tend to its comfort. [Langhter.] 
The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. I renew the motion to adjourn. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. WiLEy obtained leave of absence 
for ten days, on account of important business. 

Mr. PAYNE. I renew my motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 
88 minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


It tends to the organization of the 


- 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clanse 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive communi- 
cation was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a favorable recommendation, a draft of a bill to control grazing 
in forest reserves—to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3456) for the 
relief of W. W. Jackson; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
_- following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4482) for the relief 
of tobacco growers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 4488) declaring the tunnels under 
the Chicago River an obstruction to navigation, and for other 
purposes—_to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 4484) appropriating the use of 
certain old Springfield breech-loading rifles to the old guard and 
Grand Army of the Republic drill corps, in the various States of 
the Union—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 4485) to construct a road from 
the army post at Chickamauga National Park, Georgia, to the 
rifle range and military range at or near Waco, Ga.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 4486) for the erection of 
an equestrian statue of Maj. Gen. John Stark in the city of Man- 
chester, N. H.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 4487) for the construction of 
a free public trail from the eastern slope of the Sierra Nevada 
Mountains, in Inyo County, Cal., to the summit of Mount Whit- 
ney, California—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 4488) to reduce 
import duties on articles the growth and products of certain coun- 
tries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 4489) to amend section 64 of the 
bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 4490) to establish a fish hatch- 
ery and fish station in the State of Maryland—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4491) to establish a permanent military camp 
ground in the vicinity of Oakland, in Garrett County, Md.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 4492) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Portland, in the State of Maine—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 4493) to provide for a mac- 
adamized roadway from the town of Sharpsburg, Md., to the 
Connecticut monument on the battlefield of Antietam—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a’bill (H. R. 4494) to provide for the erection of a monu- 
ment to the heroes of the war of the American Revolution—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4495) to establish a national military park at 
Fort Frederick, Md.—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4496) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to 
extend the free-delivery system of the Post-Office Department, 
and for other —_. ’ approved January 3, 1887—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 4497) to amend the laws relat- 
ing to the issuance of bonds by municipalities in Territories so as 
to include the issuance of the same a and electric lighting 
purposes—to the Committee on the tories. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 4498) for the protection and 
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improvement of harbor on Mississippi River at Natchez, Miss.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 4499) to provide for the 
construction of a revenue cutter of the first class for service in the 
waters of Key West, Fla.—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4500) authorizing, empowering, and direct- 
ing the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries to establish in the 
State of Florida, on the Gulf of Mexico, a station for the investi- 
gation of problems connected with the marine-fishery interests of 
the region—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4501) in relation to claims arising under the 
provisions of the captured and abandoned property acts, and for 
other purposes, and to amend and revive the same—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Florida: A bill (H. R. 4502) to grant land 
to the State of Florida for the use of the normal college for white 

| pupils at De Funiak Springs and for the use of the normal college 
- ee for colored pupils—to the Committee on the Public 
ands. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4503) in relation, to 
the expense of holding courts of the United States in the northern 
and middle districts of Alabama—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 4504) for the benefit of offi- 
cers who served over three — during the civil war and over 
thirty years since, and who have retired on account of disability 
incurred in the line of duty since the close of the Spanish- 
American war—to the ttee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 4505) to m-ke $10 
per month the minimum amount of see paid by the Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 4506) viding for excavating 
a new channel for Fox Creek and for Sistine the bar formed 
by Fox Creek in Hamburg Bay, Calhoun County, I1l.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 4507) to prevent discrimina- 
tion by common carriers of ngers traveling between the 
States on accountof race and color—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 4508) to create in the De- 
partment of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the Bureau of 
Public Roads, and to provide for a system of national, State, and 
local cooperation in the permanent improvement of the public 
highways—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Florida: A bill (H. R. 4509) making an ap- 
propriation for completing the improvement of the road to the 
national cemetery near Pensacola, Fla.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4510) to provide for the 
Theater of National Education—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 4511) to prevent fraud in the sale 
of boots, shoes, slippers, or other leather footwear—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DICKERMAN: A bill (H. R. 4512) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Shamokin, in the State of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 4518) to amend the act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to better define and regulate the rights of aliens to 
hold and own real estate in the Territories,’’ approved March 2, 

| 1897—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 4514) to provide for a naval 
training station for the Great Lakes at Muskegon, Mich.—to the 

| Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 4515) to prevent the desecration of 
the American flag—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 4516) for the maintenance 
and improvement of the Choctawhatchee River—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 4517) to regulate the use of 
grazing lands surrounding public reservoir sites upon the public 
lands of the United States—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 4518) to make Alexandria, Va., 
a port of entry—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 4519) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish station in the State of Wyoming—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 4520) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Wytheville, Va.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 4521) to establish a 
supreme court for the Territories of Arizona, New Mexico, and 
Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4522) to provide for the payment of claims 
for losses by old pioneers in the Territory of Arizona during the 
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years 1862 and 1863 by Indian depredations committed upon these 


ioneers while holding the mountain passes and trails for immi- 
nts after they wer abandoned the soldiers of the United 
tates Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 4523) for the purchase or con- 
struction of a steel steam light-vessel, to be located on Martins 
Reef, Michigan—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. : 

By Mr. RAINEY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 42) providing 
for the removal of the remains of Commodore John Paul Jones 
from France tothe United States—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

die a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 48) to remove from the Ili- 
nois River the Government dams at Kampsville and Lagrange— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 44) for re- 
lief of P. J. McMahon—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A resolution (H. Res. 24) 
looking toward reconvening the Joint High Commission eee 
by Great Britain, the Dominion of Canada, and the United States 
for the pu e of a. ing upon freer trade relations—to the Com- 
mittee on ign ffairs, 

By Mr. RAINEY: A resolution (H. Res. 25) asking for estimate 
as to cost of certain improvements in Hamburg Bay, Calhoun 
County, Ill.—to the Committee on Riversand Harbors. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 26) requesting information as to 
flow of water into Illinois River through Chicago Drainage Canal, 
and estimate as to cost of surveying Government dams, etc.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
re _ following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 4524) for the relief of the 
a of Samuel M. Farrar, deceased—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4525) for the relief of the estate of Daniel 
Brewer, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: A bill (H. R. 4526) granting an increase 
of pension to William J. Shepherd—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4527) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Siples—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4528) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles 8. Atkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 4529) ting a pension to William Deay— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4530) granting a pension to Dr. J. A. Cook— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4531) granting a pension to Martha R. Divil- 
biss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4532) granting a pension to John F. Epler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4533) granting a pension to Marquis L. Ken- 
nedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4534) granting an honorable discharge to 
Marion M. Barton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4585) for the relief of Harriet Camp—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 4536) for the relief of Nancy 
Rose—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 4537) for the relief of 
Charles T. Bouillon for arrears of pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 4588) for the relief of Mary 
F, Casey Tucker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4589) granting a pension to Jane E. Tatum— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4540) granting a pension to Amanda Skin- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 4541) for the relief of Mrs. 

E. Ord—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4542) granting a 

oe to Elizabeth M. Vandiver—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. DICK: A bill (H. R. 4548) for the relief of John A. 
Wanless—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4544) for the relief of Harlow L. Street—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4545) for the relief of John W. Lewis—to 
the Committee on Mil Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4546) for the relief of John F. Lewis—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4547) for the relief of Edward Byrne—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4548) to remove charge of desertion against 
A. B. Ackerman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4549) to correct the military record of Jacob 
Eckert—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4550) to remove the charge of desertion and 
grant an honorable discharge to Richard Lanigan—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4551) granting a pension to Martha J. Hurl- 
but—to the Committee on Invalid iamtonn. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4552) granting an increase of pension to 
Orin P. Stoffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4553) granting an increase of pension to 
M. Cornelia Harmon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4554) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Breckinridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4555) to amend the muster roll of Company 
B, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, so as to place theron 
the name of Willlam C. Armstrong—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4556) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret L. Getty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4557) nting a pension to Sadie C. Stead- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4558) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
mira G. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4559) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew H. Vorderman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4560) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah O. Lyon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4561) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.*4562) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry H. Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4563) to removs the charge of desertion 
against Marshall N. Murphy, alias William R. Hallam—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

a Mr. DICKERMAN: A bill (H. R. 4564) granting a pension to 
Michael Salter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4565) nting a pension to Carrie Keefer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 4566) granting an increase of 
pension to Stephen N. Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4567) granting an increase of pension to Ezra 
B. Spoor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 4568) for the relief of John W. 
Gummo—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 4569) for the relief of 
the heirs of Catharine Gillen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 4570) to provide an Ameri- 
can register for the steamer Beaumont—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 4571) granting a pen- 
sion to John W. Holcomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4572) granting a pension to Peter Lander— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4573) for the relief of Eugene Patenaude—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4574) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of John McVar—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4575) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of John Lavigne—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4576) to place Josiah H. Adams on the re- 
tired list of the United States Army with the rank of second 
lientenant—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 4577) granting a pension to 
Theodore C. Arons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 4578) granting a pension to 
Catharine M. McClanahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 4579) for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of those killed by the explosion of 
the gun-cotton factory at the United States torpedo station at 
Newport, R. I.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4580) granting a pension t> Penelope A. 
Dexter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4581) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry M. Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 4582) granting an increase of pension to John 
S. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4588) granting a pension to Ella C. Baker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 4584) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel A. Butler—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 
By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 4585) for the relief of W.O. 
Donovan ‘and the heirs of Lizzie M. Donovan, deceased—to the 


Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 4586) granting an increase 
of pension to Elisha Hammer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 4587) granting a pension to 
Robert Sturgens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4588) granting a pension to Rollin S. Bel- 
knap—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4589) granting a pension to H. H. Barrett— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4590) granting an increase of pension to Dan- 
iel Giles—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4591) for the relief of Henry H. Woodward— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4592) for the relief of George D. Elgin—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 4593) for the 
relief of Edgar Zielian—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4594) granting an increase of pension to 
James Moss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H.R. 4595) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles D. Fortney—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
810ns. 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 4596) tocorrect the military record 
of Charles W. Howard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4597) to correct the military record of James 
H. Campbell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H.R. 4598) granting a pension to 
James M. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H.R. 4599) granting a pension to 
Ella F. Whitehead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.4600) granting a pension to Jane Sloan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4601) granting an increase of pension to Hi- 
ram S. Kingsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4602) granting an increase of pension to He- 
lim Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4603) to amend and 
correct the records of Company D, Seventh Regiment Provisional 
Enrolied Missouri Militia, by including the name of Valentine 
Fraker therein, with the dates of his enlistment and discharge— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (EH. R. 4604) granting a pension to Christian Kloep- 
pel—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4605) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Herlinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Florida: A bill (H. R. 4606) for the relief of 
W. M. Quinn and George L. Long—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4607) for the relief of John Barfield—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4608) for the relief of Capt. J. E. Turtle—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4609) for the relief of the heirs at law of Ed- 
ward N. Oldmixon—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also a bill (H. R. 4610) for the relief of Samuel Puleston—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4611) for the relief of Sarah E. Caro and 
Henry O. Bassett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4612) for the relief of John Dunn—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4613) for the relief of B. W. Johnson—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4614) for the relief of Sarah A. Marcus—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4615) for the relief of William T. Bell—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4616) for the relief of the heirs at law ‘of Ed- 
ward N. Oldmixon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4617) for the relief of the heirs of Manette 
Marsons, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4618) for the relief of Chester P. Knapp, of 
Escambia County, Fla.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4619) granting a pension to Susan Kent—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4620) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Andrew Brewton—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4621) releasing unto W. J. Cosgrove, Mary 
Cosgrove, Mary Ellen Aylward (born Cosgrove), and others any 
rights the United States may have in certain lands in Pensacola, 
Fla.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

~ 4 Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 4622) granting a pension to 
William E. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4623) ting a pension to Electa L. Wil- 
lard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4624) granting a pension to Isabella Phelps— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4625) granting a pension to Theresa B. Nash— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4626) granting a pension to Hattie M. Mathe- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4627) granting a pension to Annie Young— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4628) to repay $473.20 excess duties paid by 
Richard Hawley & Sons—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 4629) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas C. Pond—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4630) granting an increase of pension to T. 8. 
Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4631) anne an increase of pension to 
Julius Kraig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: A bill (H. R. 4632) granting an increase of 
pension to Peter J. Lussem—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 4633) granting an increase 
of pension to William Paul—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 4634) granting an increase 
of pension to Randolph T. Stoops—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 4635) granting a pension 
to Susan Bigler Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4636) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Martin J. Severance—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 4637) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay James L. Anderson 
the sum of $798.28—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4638) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary E. Pillow—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 4639) for the relief of Horace 
Resley—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4640) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4641) to reimburse and indemnify the town 
of Frederick, in the State of Maryland—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 4642) granting an 
increase of pension to William L. Wheeler—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 4648) for the 
relief of John McDonnell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4644) for the 
relief of the heirs of John Meals, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4645) for the relief of Mrs. Bathsheba Gor- 
don—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4646) for the relief of John Till—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4647) for the relief of John Jones—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4648) for the relief of Ann E. Damon—tothe 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4649) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of the estate of Thomas F. Brumby—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4650) for the relief of Charity Boyed—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4651) for the relief of Mrs. W. R. Britton— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4652) for the relief of Mary J. Bailey—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4653) for the relief of the heirs of James T. 
Anderson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4654) for the relief of the heirs of George W. 
Hughes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4655) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Jeffers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4656) to authorize and direct the Secretary 
of War to grant’ an honorable discharge to Robert Crompton— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4657) to refer the claim against the United 
States of the heirs of Fabian Varin to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 4658) raising the rank of 
Surg. John W. Baker, on the retired list of the Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 4659) for the relief of John 8. 
Van Doren—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4660) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Reel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 4661) for the relief of John Brill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 
By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 4662) for the relief of the 


heirs of John Baxter—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4663) for the relief of Joseph D. Campbell— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. y ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4664) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Carlisle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 4665) granting a pension to Ma- 
lissa Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4666) granting a pension to Albert Cogs- 
well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4667) granting an increase of pension to 
James Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4668) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon McCall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 4669) granting an increase 
of pension to Lewis 8. George—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4670) granting a pension to Green W. Hodge— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4671) for the relief of Adam L. Eichelberger— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4672) for the relief of Mariah L. Trowell, ad- 
ministratrix of Benjamin F. Trowell, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4673) for the relief of Carolyn M. McIlvain— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 4674) granting an increase 
of pension to John Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 4675) for the relief of the 
estate of Moses K. Wheat, deceased, late of Macon County, Ala.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 4676) granting an increase 
of pension to James B. Judson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 4677) granting an increase of 
pension to William Nichol—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4678) grantinganincrease of pension to John 
Magee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 4679) granting an increase 
of pension to Martha M. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 4680) granting a pen- 
sion to Jonas Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Letter of the Iron Molders’ 
Union of North America, No. 111, of Philadelphia, requesting the 
passage of an eight-hour law and an anti-injunction bill—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of the Travelers’ Protective Association, Post 
B, Pennsylvania Division, relative to a 35-foot channel for the 
Delaware River, port of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the National German-American Alliance, 
against the passage of the Hepburn bill, relating to interstate 
liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. BADGER: Resolution of J.C. McCoy Post, No. 1, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Columbus, Department of Ohio, relative to 
the use of old Springfield rifles by Old Guards and Grand Army 
of the Republic drill corps in such organizations of the United 
States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of J. M. Wells Post, No. 451, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Columbus, Department of Ohio, relative to the use 
of old Springfield rifles by Old Guards and Grand Army of the 
Republic drill corps in such organizations of the United States— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Papers to accompany bill to increase pen- 
sion of James Mattingly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Paper to accompany bill to increase pen- 
sion of William McBrien—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, letter from Charles Weston, Lincoln, Nebr., in favor of 
denying the use of the mails to fraudulent insurance companies— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany bill to pension Victor Vifquain—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of National German-Amer- 
ican Alliance against the passage of the Hepburn bill, relating to 
interstate liquor traffic—to the Committee on the J poy! 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of Elsie Peiffer, of Pana, Ill., for 
pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Resolution of the board of supervisors of 
Inyo County, Cal., favoring the construction of a trail to the 





elt Whitney, in said State—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

Also, resolution of George A. Custer Council, No. 22, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Oakland, Cal., favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration. 

By Mr. DICK: Papers to accompany bill for relief of John A. 
Wanless—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of the national executive com- 
mittee of the National German-American Alliance protesting 
against the passage of the so-called Hepburn bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 25, of 
Milwaukee, Wis., protesting against the passage of Cuban reci- 
procity bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of Mahlon 
Farmin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUFF: Resolution of the Pennsylvania Shoe Manufac- 
turers’ Association, favoring 35-foot channel forthe Delaware River, 
port of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Grain and Flour Exchange of Pittsburg, 
Pa., favoring legislation enlarging powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the National German-American Alliance, 
against the passage of the Hepburn bill relative to interstate 
liquor traftic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HULL: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 3240, to pension 
Helen A. Scholes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 3243, to increase pension 
of Warren Closson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID (by request): Petition of citizens of Atkin- 
son, Nebr., protesting against passage of parcels-post bill—to the 


| Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also (by request), petition of citizens of Ainsworth, Nebr., 


| urging amendment of the homestead laws—to the Committee on 


the Public Lands. 

Also (by request) , petition of citizens and freeholders of Wheeler 
County, Nebr., favoring amendment of the homestead laws—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also (by request), petition of citizens of Johnstown, Nebr., 
favoring amendment of the homestead laws—to the Committee on 


| the Public Lands. 





Also (by request), petition by citizens of Cherry County, Nebr., 
favoring amendment of the homestead laws—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also (by request), petition of citizens of the State of Nebraska, 
favoring amendment of the homestead laws—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Letter of the National Cigar 
Leaf Tobacco Association, opposing the Cuban reciprocity bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, letter of the Minnesota Commandery, Military Order of 
the Loyal Legion of the United States, favoring a service-pension 
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, letter of John A. Logan Regiment, No.2, Union Veteran 
Union, St. Paul, Minn., favoring passage of a service-pension 
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Resolution of the Travelers’ Protective 
Association, Post B, Pennsylvania Division, relative to a 35-foot 
channel for the Delaware River, port of Philadelphia—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the National German-American Alliance, 
against the passage of the Hepburn bill relating to interstate 
liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of Sacramento Chamber of Com- 
merce, relating to the establishment of an additional Federal court 
to be located at the city of Sacramento, Cal.—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
James L. Anderson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: Papers to accompany bill to in- 
crease pension of William L. Wheeler—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution of the National German- Ameri- 
can Alliance, against the passage of the Hepburn bill relative to 
interstate liquor traffic. 

By Mr. RYAN: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 4365, to pen- 
sion Barney L. Brookins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Petition of Leonard Govern and 
89 other citizens of Stamford, N. Y., urging an amendment to 
the Constitution defining legal marriage to be monogamic, and 
making polygamy a crime against the United States, etc.—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WANGER: Resolution of the board of directors of the 
Grainand Klour Exchange of Pittsburg, Pa., favoring enlarge- 
ment of the pewer.of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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SENATE. 


Fripay, November 20, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Kean, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

ae T pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, 


PUGET SOUND AND LAKES WASHINGTON AND UNION CANAL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate sundry 
maps to accompany a communication from the Secre of War 
of January 28, 1903, transmitting the report of the board of engi- 
neers on improvements of the Puget Sound Canal, etc.; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


EMMA N. WARWICK, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of Emma N. Warwick, administratrix of John W. 
Warwick, deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a convention between the 
United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the 1ith day 
of December, in the year 1902; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore —— petitions of the Bap- 
tist Association of Raleigh, Ill.; of the congregation of the Mount 
Olivet Baptist Church, of Uniontown, Pa.; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of San Jacinto, Cal., and of the 
Young Woman’s Christian Association of the Woman’s Medical 
College of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of Post B, Pennsylvania 
Division, Travelers’ Protective Association of America, of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made to provide a 
85-foot channel in the Delaware River from Philadelphia to the 
sea: which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Colonel Charles J. Biddle Post, 
No. 238, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Kane, Pa., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Grain and Flour Exchange of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the | 
enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Trinity Church, of Connellsville; of the 
Junior Mission Band of the Trinity Lutheran Church, of Con- 
nelisville; of the Trinity Lutheran Church Sunday School, of | 
Connellsville; of the Young Men’s Christian Association of New- 
ville; of sundry citizens of Newville; of the New Century Club, | 
of Kennett Square; of sundry citizens of West Alexander; of the 
Young Men’s Christian Association of Connellsville; of the congre- 
gation of the Baptist Church of Wilkinsburg; of sundry citizens 
of Wilkinsburg; of the congregation of the United Evangelical 
Church of Wilkinsburg; of the Epworth League of Gettysburg; 
of the congregation of the Calvary Presbyterian Church, of Wil- 
kinsburg; of the congregation of the Methodist Epi Church 
of Williamsburg; of the congregation of the Grace Methodist 
ae Church, of Reading; of the congregation of the Church 
of God, of Newville; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Newling Township; of the Woman’s Missionary Society of the 
Trinity Lutheran Church, of Connellsville; of the Epworth e 
of Bird in Hand; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Bird in Hand; of pera meg ata the Presbyterian Church 
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Philadelphia; of the Northwest Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Philadelphia; of the con tion of the Twenty-ninth 
Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Philadelphia; of the Wo- 
man’s Home Missio Society of Washington; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Burgettstown; of the congrega- 
tion of the First United Presbyterian Church of Sheridan; of the 
congregation of the Methodist Protestant Church of Sheridan, 
and of the Haddington Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of 
West Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for 
an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. KEAN presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Tem- 

erance Union of Passaic; of the congregation of the Methodist 
Spiscopal Church of Mount Hermon; of sundry citizens of Phillips- 
burg; of Council No. 97, Junior Order of United American Me- 
chanics, of Town Hope; of the congregation of the Presbyterian 
Church of West Milford; of the Woman’s Home Missionary So- 
ciety of the First Presbyterian Church of Salem, and of the con- 
gregation of the West Presbyterian Church, of Bridgeton, all in 
the State of New Jersey, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of Colonel Randall Post, No. 
648, Department of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
the State of New York, praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Canton; of the congregation of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Cazenovia; of the congregation of the Baptist 
Church of Cazenovia; of the congregation of the Second Baptist 
Church of Rochester; of the congregation of the Presbyterian 
Church of Green ; of the Woman’s Christian Tem ce 
Union of Cancandea; of the congregation of the First sby- 
terian Church of Dunkirk; of the congregation of the Methodist 

iscopal Church of Smithtown; of the Woman’s Club of Staten 
d; of General William vo Chapter, Daughters of the 
American Revolution, of Boonville; of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Wynants Kill; of the congregation of the 
First Reformed Church of Wynants Kill; of the congregation of 
the First Methodist en al Church of Dunkirk; of sundry citi- 
zens of Hunter, and of the West Harlem Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, of New York, all in the State of New York, pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a memorial of Local Union No, 24, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Muskegon, Mich., remon- 
strating against the ratification of thereciprocity treaty with Cuba; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Fulton; of Flushing Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, 





| of Flushing; the congregation and Sundayschool of the Baptist 


Church of Flushing; the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Flushing, and of 755 citizens of Flushing, all in the 


| State of Michigan, praying for an investigation of the charges 
| made and filed against Hon. Rexp Smoot, a Senator from the 
| State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 


leges and Elections. 

Mr. ANKENY presented petitions of the Presbyterian Mission- 
ary Society of Chehalis, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Unicn of Oak Harbor, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Dixie, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Huntsville, of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of 
Walla Walla, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Spokane, of the Presbyterian Young People’s Society of Christian 
Endeavor of Chehalis, of the Baptist Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Chehalis, and of the congregation of the 
Westminster Presbyterian Church, of Chehalis, all in the State 
of Washington, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Current Event Club, of 
Ayer, Mass., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of earn Iowa, praying for an investi- 

tion of the c made and filed i on. ReEep SMoorT, a 

nator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. S 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 71, Order of 
Railway Telegraphers, of Oskaloosa, Iowa, praying for the passage 
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of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred to the Com-| He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 797, of Ayrshire; 
mittee on Education and Labor. t of Federal Union No. 10106, of Stone Bluff; of Local Union No. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 71, Order of | 61, of Gas City, and of Local Union No. 244, of Brazil, all of the 

ailway Telegraphers, of Oskaloosa, Iowa, praying for the pas- | American Federation of Labor, in the State of Indiana, praying 
se rT laces IDA Etorantidedenetion till; whick waneedenced | for the 2.of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were re 
sage 0 oar anti- : } > ght-hour bill; which were re- 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. ferred to the Committee of Education and Labor. 

Mr. CARMACK pres’ = ° tition of the tag Christian on = ao ene of Local Union No. 797, of Ayrshire; 
Temperance Union of Par , Chattanooga, Tenn., praying | o era r Union No. 10106, of Stone Bluff; of Local 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. | Union No. 61, of Gas City, and of Local Union No. 244, of Brazil, 
ReEep Smoot, a Senator from —. State of Utah; which was re- | all of the age sage Federation of Labor, in the State of Indiana, 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. praying or the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local | bill; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Union No. 339, American Federation of Labor, of Vincennes, Mr. COCKRELL ane petitions of the congregation of the 
Ind., and a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 221, | First Presbyterian Church of Cameron; of the Woman’s Christian 
American Federation of Labor, of South Bend, Ind., remonstrat- | Temperance Union of Johnson City; of the congregation of the 
ing against the ratification of the Cuban reciprocity treaty; which | Methodist Episcopal Church of Hydesburg; of the Epworth 
were referred to oe Committee a Forei ane bon ‘tite ee ay a of the -_ egation of the Central Presby- 

He also presen a petition of Local Union No. 2023, Uni terian Church, of Everton; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Mine Workers of America, of Hymera, Ind., praying for the pas- | Union of Wellsville; of thecongregation of the Baptist Church of 
sage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred to the | Montgomery, and of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
Committee on Education and Labor. of Montgomery, all in the State of Missouri, praying for an in- 

He = oa a a of ven : egation — Wes- saetenien of ~ Seaam mote o filed against Hon. Rerp 
leyan Me t Churc airmount, ~ a praying for an in- | Smoot, a ator from the State of Utah; which were referred 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep | to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to Mr. McCUMBER presented a petition of the Woman's Presby- 
be = eh amen -_ oy a) terian ne eae of — gate, N. Dak., praying for an 
e a petition nion No. 2023, ted | investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
a oe on of en — praying for - _ Smoor, a Senator from the ote s Utah; which was referred to 
sage oar anti-injunction bill; which was referred | the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
to ag ee on the J ine z= - Mr. po tol om os a a resolution of the legis- 
: mted petitions of Victor Post, Department of | lature of Nevada, relative to the development work on minirg 
Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Fort Dodge; of General | claims and on land containing minerals; which was referred to 
Bailey Post, N 49. Department of Kan Grand Army of the | the C ittee on Mi d Mini d ordered to b inted 
e , No. 49, sas y of the e Commi on Mines an ining, and ordered to be printe¢ 
Republic, of Girard; _ ae ae No. 191, ae . in the Recor», as follows: 
ington Post, No 12, Department of ‘Kansas, Grand Army of the | “'sludea sonra govebpugt work of ing cisaw' asi oa al Sa 
pu wrence, in of Kansas, praying for the ining minera. pprov arch 17, 1903. 
enactment of . service-pension law; which were referred to the Whereas the Feders] mining laws being expressed in ithe affirmative and 
. . | ridi i o t work, locat e enable 
zamnisteo on Pensions of the Woman's Christian Temper. | batt ssnius and ie porpersiy by sieo rloestion oftheir eins wi 
ance Union of Sabetha; of the congregation of the Friends’ Church Boo ee patents, which land is more 
of Lowell; of sundry citizens of Sabetha: of the congregation of eee ey es Sonthemn’ a ieee 
e S . oy FT jOCATIONS an 
a ae 1 — ab aco a. . ~ — a a — with the Federal laws pooviline for the loca- 
, j on of taining Ciaims; an 
Congregational Church of McPherson; of the congregation of Whereas the prosperity of the so-called mining States depends to a very 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of McPherson; of ‘the congrega- | £7c=* Stent on actual development work to be done on mining claims, and 
tion of the Evangelical Lutheran Church of McPherson; of the | come the inclination to hald mining land by various questions ble expedient 
congregation of the Presbyterian Church of McPherson: of the — _— — — er — —auee Seateneee, — eyo 
. . 2 : ° s+ rospe iy e ni States: eretore, pel 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Dalton; of sundry citi- Resolved by the anaubiy of the Blate of Nevada tthe senate coneuretan ), That 
eeeeneetan tenet Kecmeenthnssal Waa eeaer | Se tes eaten es kies oe en TET 
congrega oO e ni ren ure. oO 1en1 , an OL } e OF. elture 0 © loca ions O ose oiaers or claimants w 10 al 0 do 
the Central Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Wichita, | io ssessment work required by the statutes of the United States to be 
= in the ao Se pra ng — et roe the | . That the Congress of the United Bentes be requested to open all lands 
. REE | he < mts ot. i ic B tents to development by min- 
the "Reade of Utah: cote. apnea ‘can to aan Gheuiates ome ers, such miners to oon oor evanla Seannee dae thena ae cod men oon 
1U1 v } nas; 
a. — es ai cain le om. Kei That the Congress of the United States be, and is hereby. requested to 
ore cles e st ower: } s States to ct legislation con- 
County, Mo. praying that en appropriation be made for the pro. | cerning the location of maining claima, preliminary or tovation work, devel 
tection of the bank of the Missouri River so as to prevent the | oP That the Congress of the United States be, and th hereby, requested to 
valuable bottom land from being washed away; which was re- | canes le a of a enous » qnacurage, actual development of mining 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. ) en oa eo. aoe. miees SOT OB ERO Rope of anie, 

He alsopresented a petitionof the Woman’s Missionary Society | Sator may hold on one lode or vein or in one mining district, and ineorporativg 
of the Presbyterian urch of King City, Mo., praying for an Coa een ow pow Le —_ = such wR — be 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED aeve o s0me extent or fortel 0 e overnment of the nited 

: States; 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to That a copy of this resolution be sent by the secretary of the State of 
i ivi i s Nevatia to each United States Senator and zach Representative in Con- 
her, CULLOM pecan eitee ot the congregations of the | gress from the aatniter States, and to each ‘Delemnte in C jongress f en each 
Christian and Congregational churches of Rock Falls; of the | a ro oe oe coneene <2 Ene 
Normal Park Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Chicago; mn T = the Gqnatons ond Repocemntative in Congress from the State of 
. ee . s. : raC ,and are hereby, requeste ‘ ppare. introduce, am rge the 
of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Whiteside | ;.2ilation recommended by this resolution at the earliest possible time their 
County, and of sundry citizens of Terre Haute, all in the State | convenience will permit. 

ra amar pra for an investigation of the charges made and UNITED STATES OF AMERTOA, State of Nevada, ss: 
d against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; I, W. G. Douglass, secretary of state of the State of Nevada, do hereby cer- 
which were referred tothe Committee on Privileges and Elections. | tify that the above is a true and correct copy of assembly concurrent resolu- 
Mr. FAIRBAN er a petition of Gettysburg Post, No. | tion No. 9, entitled “Assembly concurrent resolution concerning development 











. : + s.”’ adopte: v y 
93, Department of diana, Grand Army of the Republic, of ee ed aioe tn laabiemmnet aoa ion me eae 
cer, Ind., and a petition of Blinn Post, No. 394, Department | by John Sparks, governor of said State, on the 17th day of March, 193. 
of Indiana, Grand y of the Republic, of Prairieton, Ind., In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were | mn Sorat om. YD. to08. eT 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. [SEAL] oe, W. G. Doverass, 
He also ted a Retition of the Perry County Baptist Asso- secretary of State, 
ciation, of Tobinsport, Ind., and a petition of the ippecanoe Bap- By Guo. N. NokL, 
tist on, of Lafayette, Ind., praying for an investigation Deputy. 
of the charges made filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Sena- Mr. STEWART presented a joint resolution of the legislature 


tor from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Commit- | of Nevada, relative to the abolishment of the limits of the Pyra- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. mid Lake Reservation in certain towns in that State; which was 
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referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Assembly memorial and joint resolution relative to the Pyramid Lake Res- 
ervation. 


Whereas the Government of the United States has heretofore issued to its 
citizens, by letters patent, title to many hundreds acres of the public domain 
situated within townships Nos. 20 and 21 north, range 24 east, Mount Diablo 
base and meridian; and 

Whereas said lands lie within the Pyramid Lake Reservation lines; and 

Whereas the ** Monroe survey,” under which said Pyramid Lake Reser- 
vation is held, was made in 1865 and sent to the Department at Washington, 
but_ was not acted upon until 1874, having nol existance or withdrawal of 
lands uatil the date last mentioned, butin the meantime many locations 
were made within said limits, including the town of Wadsworth, on the Central 
Pacific Railroad, and the knowledge of the reservation boundaries was so 
limited that the Government disposed of a portion of said lands; and 
Whereas said Pyramid Lake Reservation now includes the entire Pyramid 
Lake and large tracts of land comprising a total of 322,000 acres, or an area 
of more than 500 square miles, a very small portion of which, about 1,000 
acres, is occupied or used by the Indians, lying at the southern portion of 
said lake and near the mouth of the Truckee River; and 

Whereas Government agents, without exception, in their reports and other- 
wise, since 1874 to the present time, have recommended that said reservation 
be reduced in extent, as it was of much larger proportions than was requi- 
site for reservation purposes; and 

hereas no cultivation or substantial improvements or use have been 
made upon land within the townships above mentioned by the said Indians: 
Therefore, be it ; 

Resolved by the assembly, the senate concurring, That our Senators and 
Representative in Congress be pogesets to use all reasonable means to 
abolish the limits of said Pyramid Lake Reservation in the townships above 
mentioned, thereby establishing the south boundary of said reservation at 
the south line of township No. 22 north, range 24 east, Mount Diablo base and 
meridian, thereby removing the cloud upon titles granted by the Govern- 
ment, but injuriously affected by useless reservation lines, at the earliest 
day practicable. 

Resolved further, That the governor be, and is hereby, requested to for- 
ward copies of this memorial and resolution to each of our Senators and to 
our Representative in Congress, 

Marron 8. WILSON, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
J. A. CLARK, 
oe Clerk of the Assembly. 


LLEN, 
President of the Senate. 
C. H. McInrosn, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


JOHN SPARKS, Governor. 


Assembly memorial and joint resolution No. 6, by J.F. Crosby. Memorial 
and joint resolution relative to the Pyramid Lake Reservation. 

February 26, 1903, rules suspended, reading had, considered for first read- 
ing; rules further suspended, read second time by title, and referred to 
committee on federal relations. February 28, 1 reported back from 
committee with recommendation that it do ra. March 2, 1903, considered, 
cngromee. and placed aca third reading and final ge, and passed by the 
following vote—yeas 33, nays 0, absent 4; transmitted to the senate. F.C. 
Armstrong, assistant clerk of the assembly. March 3, 1908, received in sen- 
ate; rules suspended, i £ had, considered first ; rules further 
suspended, read second time by title, and referred to committee on federal 
relations. March 5, 1903, reported back from committee favorably with the 
recommendation that it do pass. Placed upon third reading an 1 pas- 
sage, and passed by the following vote—yeas 14, nays 0, absent 3; transmitted 
to the assembly. E. T. George, assistant secretary of thesenate. March 5, 
1908, received from senate, sent to enrollment. F.C. Armstrong, assistant 
clerk assembly. 

Filed in the office of the secretary of state this 7th day of March. 

W. G. Douauass, Secretary of State. 
Srate or NEVADA, Department of State, ss: 

I, W.G. Dae. the duly elected, qualified, and acting secretary of state 
of the State of Nevada, do hereby certify that the foregoing isa true, full, 
and correct copy of the original assembly memorial an 
— to the Pyramid Lake Reservation now on file an 
office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set ny ee and affixed the great seal 
of State at my office in Carson City, Nev., t 9th day of March, A. D. 1903. 

(SEAL. ] . G. DOUGLASS, 

Secretary of State. 
By Gro. N. Nog, 
Deputy. 

Mr. BURTON presented a — of sundry citizens of Kiowa, 
Kans., and a petition of the Presbytery, Synod of Kansas, pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


ANGALINE P, ROOT. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso- 
lution submitted by Mr. DoLLIvER on the 12th instant, reported it 
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of theSenate be,and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Angaline P. Root, widow of Richard ot, late mes- 
senger, acting assistant doorkeeper in the Senate of the United States, a sum 

ual to six months’ pay at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of 
his demise, said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all 
other allowances. 


Approved March 6, 1908. 


joint resolution rel- 
of record in this 


KATE L. ZIMMERMAN. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. Scott on the 12th instant, reported it with- 
outamendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hergby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Kate L. Zimmerman, widow of John RK. Zimmerman, 
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late Fybeisterer and locksmith in the Senate of the United States, a sum 

ual to six months’ salary at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of 
his demise, said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all 
other allowances, 


SARAH E, NICHOLS. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. CuLLomM on the 12th instant, reported it 
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he pareby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Sarah E. Nichols, widow of John L. Nichols, late 
assistant in stationery room, Senate of the United States, a sum equal to six 
months’ salary at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, 


said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other allow- 
ances, 


JULIA C, BRADLEY, 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. QUARLES on the 18th instant, reported it 
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and heis pereby. authorized 
and directed to pay to Julia C. Bradley, widow of David B. B ey, late lieu- 
tenant of — in the Capitol of the United States, a sum equal tosix months’ 
salary at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his demire, said sum 
to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA, 


Mr. CULLOM. Iask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
bill from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a convention between 
the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the 11th 
oa of December, in the year 1902, was read the first time by its 
title. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. I 
desire to know if, under the rules of the Senate and without a 
motion, this bill could be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations? 

Mr. CULLOM. In answer to the Senator from Texas, I will 
state that I made the motion that it be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iunderstand. Iasked the question for the pur- 
pose of making another parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If objection was made, the 
Chair is rather of the opinion that it could not be referred to-day, 
because it would have to be twice read before it was referred. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I am compelled to object to the 
reference of the bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations, It 
certainly, under the rules of the Senate, must go either to the 
Committee on Finance or the Committee on Relations with Cuba. 
I should not feel it incumbent on me to object to its reference to 
either of those committees. It does not appear to me to be a safe 
practice in the Senate to take from the proper committees a mat- 
ter within its jurisdiction and refer it to a committee which has 
absolutely no jurisdiction of any kind over the question of taxa- 
tion. 

Mr. CULLOM. In answer to the Senator from Texas, I will 
state that it has been the universal practice of the Senate to refer 
bills to the Committee on Foreign Relations where they were 
based upon the —— of the ratification of a treaty. It is the 
object of this bill to carry out or to approve the treaty which 
was ratified by the Senate, and which came from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. If the Senator will look up the precedents, 
he will find that all such bills have gone to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, unless they were considered by the Senate 
without a reference at all. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois has 
simply called attention to the very ground upon which i make 
this objection, and that is that a treaty can not be ratified and 
approved by the House of Representatives. With a treaty the 
House has nothing to do, and I imagine if it is a revenue bill it 
could not very well have been originated by the President and 
the Senate. It is upon that very ground that I desire to have 
this bill referred as a revenue measure, and not as one approving 
a treaty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read once. 
oy the Senator from Texas object to a second reading of the 

i11? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I do not desire to seem captious 
in the least. I do not object to the second reading unless it car- 
ries with it the reference of the bill to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no; it would then be for the Senate to 
determine to which committee it should go. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course, I am sure that the Senate will de- 
termine to send it to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I 
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have no desire to prevent the Senate from taking its own course on 
that point. I shall simply content myself, after making a pro- 


test, with voting against its reference to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations on the motion. < : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Whatis the pending question? Is it to refer? 

Mr. CULLOM. I made a motion to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. ; . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion to refer is not in 
order, objection having been made to the second reading. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No objection has been made to a second 
reading. 

Mr. GULLOM. No objection was made. There has been no 
objection made to a second reading. The objection relates to the 
question as to which committee the Senate may desire to have the 
bill referred. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not object to a second reading, because 
that was not the question before the Senate. I was induced to 
make a parliamentary inquiry by the motion of the Senator from 
Tllinois to refer the bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
If it is to be read before that motion is in order, I shall not make 
an objection to that, and I shall not attempt to prevent the refer- 
ence to-day except by voting against the motion to refer the bill 
to a committee which, in my judgment, has no jurisdiction over it. 

The bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a convention between 
the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the 1lith 
day of December, in the year 1902, was read the second time by 
its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the motion 
made by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom], that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I think the motion should be 
laid aside informally until we get through with the morning busi- 
ness. It is quite an important question, not so much for this bill 
as bills that may come hereafter, whether it goes to the Committee 
on Finance or the Committee on Foreign Relations. I suggest 
.that it be laid aside informally until we get through with the 
morning business, and then the Senator from Dlinois can call it up. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to having the bill laid aside 
informally if the Senator has morning business to present. 

Mr. TELLER. Then all Senators.who wish to do so can dis- 
cuss the question. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to say again that the motion I have 
made is in entire harmony with the action of the Senate hereto- 
fore on such bills. 

Mr. TELLER. We can not very well debate the question just 
now. I should like to hear the authority. I will not myself ob- 
ject to the second reading. and I do not suppose anyone else will 
object to it; but let it be determined by the Senate that it ought 
to go to one committee or the other. 

Mr. SPOONER.., It has been read twice. 

Mr. TELLER. 
morning business some care can be given to the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks that the bill be laid aside until the conclusion of morning 
business. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and that 
order is made. 


LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, on motion of Mr. ALLISON, was, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed, together with the accompanying illus- 
trations: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a statement showing the receipts and disbursements 
of the Louisiana Pure xposition Company from date of incorporation 
to September 30, 1903, furnished by the Louisiana Purchase Exposition Com- 
mission in pursuance of section 11 of the “Act to provide for celebrating the 
one hundredth anniversary of the purchase of the Louisiana territory,” 
etc., approved March 3, 1901, together with a report submitted by the expo- 
sition company, showing progress made by the various departments of the 
exposition. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
WHITE House, Washington, November 20, 1903. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1503) relating to the residence 
of postmasters; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 1504) granting a pension to 
William A. Daughtry; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1505) granting a pension to Thomas W. Coe; 

A bill (S. 1506): granting an increase of pension: to George H. 
Eastman (with accompanying papers); and 


If it is laid aside until we get through with the | 





A bill (S. 1507) granting a pension to Franklin L. Mead (with 
an accompanying paper). 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 1508) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building 
to be used for a Department of State, a Department of Justice, 
and a Department of Commerce and Labor; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1509) granting a pension to Emma K. Frazee (with 
an accompanying paper); 

A bill (5S. 1510) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Mount (with accompanying papers); and 
aa (S. 1511) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 

avis. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills: which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1512) to correct the military record of Josiah T. Pos- 
telthwait: 

A bill (S. 1518) to correct the military record of Milton Mc- 
Pherson; 

A bill (S. 1514) to correct the military record of David P. Mor- 
rison; and 

A bill (S. 1515) to correct the military record of John Mc- 
Pherson. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1516) granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. 
| Guthrie; 


A bill (8S. 1517) granting an increase of pension to James J. 
Hasson; 

A bill (S. 1518) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Brooks; 

| A bill (S. 1519) granting an increase of pension to Joseph E. 


arr; 
| A bill (S. 1520) granting an increase of pension to Levi Brader; 

A bill (S. 1521) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth M. 
Muller; 

A bill (S. 1522) granting a pension to Fidelia C. Losch: 

A bill (S. 1523) granting an increase of pension to John J, 
| Gangwere; and 
| A bill (S. 1524) granting an increase of pension to Catherine M. 
| Peck (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1525) to provide for 
| registering and confirming titles to land in the District of Colum- 

bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1526) providing that the Federal 
Government shall not grant liquor-tax receipts to persons resid- 
| ing in prohibition territory, State or local; which was read twice 

by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced the following bills: which were 
| severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commitiee 
, on Claims: 
| A bill (S. 1527) for the relief of the estate of John T. Stringer, 
| deceased; and 
A bill (S. 1528) for the relief of the estate of William H. 
| Stringer, deceased. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 1529) for the relief of 

Frances A. Bliss; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
| to the Committee on Claims. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 1530) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Theron T. Lamphere; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
| Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1531) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Barton; 

A bill (S. 1532) granting an increase of pension to Electa Allen; 
| and 
| <A bill (S. 1533) granting an increase of pension to Orville V. 

Percy. 
| Mr. COCKRELL introduced the following bills; which were 
| severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
| tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1534) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
| Episcopal Church of Springfield, Mo.;: 

A bill (S. 1535) for the relief of the trustees of the Cumberland 

Presbyterian Church, of Syracuse, Mo.; and 
-- A DHL«S. 1536). for the relief of Annie T. Jones, widow of Jona- 
than L. Jones, deceased. 
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Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 1537) to provide for the 
payment to the heirs of Darius B. Randall, deceased, for certain 
improvements relinquished to the United States for the use of the 
Nez Perce Indians; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. SCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee | 
on Pensions: 
A bill (8. 1538) granting pensions to officers and enlisted men | 
of the military and naval service of the United States who served 
inety days or more during the war of the rebellion, and for other 
urposes; 

. A bill (S. 1539) granting an increase of pension to Edward Shif- 
ett; 

A bill (S. 1540) granting a pension to Margaret P. Smith; and | 

A bill (S. 1541) granting an increase of pension to Comodore 
P. Hall (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 1542) for the relief of James M. 
Stephenson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 1548) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William W. Jackson; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1544) for the relief of W. W. Jack- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 1545) granting a pension to 
Anna M. Gregory; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1546) to amend section 2745 of: the 
Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. KEARNS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1547) for the 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions; 

A bill (8.1548) granting an increase of pension to Joseph R. 
Benham (with accompanying papers); | 

A bill (8.1549) granting an increase of pension to Reuben | 
Smalley; 

A bill (8.1550) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. | 
McCarty; and 
a bill (8S. 1551) granting an increase of pension to Alexander C. 

onroe. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 1552) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Baptist Church of Red Banks, Miss.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 1553) for payment to 
Liliuokalani, formerly Queen of the Kingdom of Hawaii; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced the following bills: which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1554) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
Pickard; 

A bill (S. 1555) granting an increase of pension to Owen E. | 
Newton; and 
- bill (S. 1556) granting an increase of pension to Daniel P. 

Andras. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 1557) to amend an act en- 
titled “‘An act to provide for the adjudication and payment of 
claims arising from Indian depredations,”’ approved March 3, 
1891; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1558) to grant to the State of 


erection of amonument tothe memory of Commodore John Barry; B 


Minnesota certain vacant lands in said State for forestry pur- | *P% 


poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1559) granting an increase of 
pension to Marie A. Rask; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. | 

Mr. BURTON introduced the following bills; which were sev- | 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee | 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1560) granting an increase of pension to William | 
Sweet (with an accompanying paper) ; | 

A bill (8. 1561) granting an increase of pension to Samuel P. H. 
Ver 

A bill (S. 1562) granting an increase of pension to Riley W. 
Cavins (with an accompanying paper); 
an bill (S. 1563) granting an increase of pension to William D. 

alt; 





| ing 
| whic 
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A bill (S. 1564) granting an increase of pension to Daniel W. 


orking; 

: bill (8. 1565) granting an increase of pension to S. N. Rock- 
old; and 

A bill (S. 1566) granting a pension to Josiah C. Ury. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 1567) to authorize the employ- 

ment of additional special agents in the rural free-delivery division 

of the Post-Office Department; which was read twice by its title, 

and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1568) to increase the compensation 
of fourth-class postmasters; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1569) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Schafnit; 

A bill (8. 1570) granting an increase of pension to Jasper 
Robinson; 

A bill (S. 1571) granting an increase of pension to Stella B. 
Moore; 

A sae (S. 1572) granting an increase of pension to Isaac N. 

ughey; 

A bill (S. 1578) granting an increase of pension to William Q. 
Haworth; 

A bill (S. 1574) granting an increase of pension to Eli Davis: 

A bill (8S. 1575) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


lake; 
A bill (S. 1576) granting an increase of pension to Emily M. J. 
ooley; 
A bill (S. 1577) granting an increase of pension to Elvira C. 
Compton; 

A bill (S. 1578) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus A. 
owers: 
A bill (S. 1579) granting an increase of pension to Hampton C. 


oth; 

A bill (S. 1580) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Ambrose; 

A bill (S. 1581) granting an increase of pension to Hiram F. 
Armstrong; 

A bill (8. 1582) granting an increase of pension to Alfred R. 
Babb; and 

A bill (S. 1583) granting an increase of pension to Henry R. 
Bennett. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1584) for the relief of 
J. C. Irwin & Co, and Charles A. Perry & Co.; which was read 
twice by its title. and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NEWLANDS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 15) in- 
viting Cuba to become a State of the American Union; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Relations with Cuba. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 16) to 
provide for the printing of 15,000 copies of the statement of re- 
ceipts and expenditures of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition 
from date of incorporation to September 30, 1903, with the ac- 
companying report submitted by the Exposition Company, show- 
rogress made by various departments of the exposition; 

was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


| on Printing. 


PROTECTION OF FUR-SEAL HERD OF ALASKA. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 
Whereas the concurrent regulations ordered by the tribunal of arbitra- 


| tion and published ja 16, 1898, for the protection and preservation of 


the fur-seal herd o under authority of the treaty of Washington, 
ey 29, 1892, have been found after ten years of faithful enforcement 
and fw wholly insufficient to serve the purpose for which they were 
created; an 

Whereas this failure of these concurrent regulations, if not corrected at 


| once, will result in the immediate and complete extermination of the fur-seal 


‘ies of Alaska: Therefore, be it 
Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate of the United States that the 
Government of Great Britain be requested by the Secre of State to unite 
with the Government of the United States, without undue delay, in a revision 
and amendment of the concurrent regulations now in force for the protec- 
tion and preservation of the fur seals of Alaska, duly established and known 
= ~, = of the tribunal of arbitration at Paris, August 16, 1893; and be 
er 

Resolved, That this request of our Government for the revision of said 
regulations shall be made at once, so that the British Government shall have 
a reasonable length of time in which to consider the same before the next 
pelagic season opens in February, 1904. 


SOLDIERS’ ROLL OF THE SENATE. 


The PRESID™NT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will 


be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PENROSE, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate is hereby directed to 
place on a special roll the names of all messengers now on his list of employees 
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who are employed about the doors, committee rooms, or elevators of the Sen- 


ate, whose arm 


wounds, and service in the Senate 
entitle t to a ted 


justl consid to be known and 

as “* soldiers’ roll of the Senate,’ and to continue such in such 
positions and employment until cause for their removal have been re- 
ported to and approved by the Senate and their removal directed. 


Mr. HALE. As suggested yesterday, I move that the resolu- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Rules. 
The motion was agreed to. 


TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before the Sen- 
ate is on the motion made by the Senator from [linois [Mr. Cut- 
LOM] to refer to the Committee on Foreign Relations the bill 
(H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a convention between the United 
States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the 11th day of De- 
cember, in the year 1902. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I have no doubt the Senator 
from Illinois correctly states the practice of the body when he 
says that it has been the custom to refer legislation of this kind 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. I must, however, be 
allowed, as a new member of this body, to express surprise that 
for so long a time in such an uninterrupted way the Senate has 


permitted that committee to assume and exercise jurisdiction | 


over subjects not committed to it by the rules. That it is an 
extraordinary proceeding is made manifest by the fact that a mo- 
tion was necessary in order to carry it to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator from Texas allow me just a 
moment? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have been a member of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations almost ever since I have been in the Senate, 


and I do not remember a case when a tariff bill coming from the | 


other House was ever referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 
sort, I should like to know what it is. 


Mr. CULLOM. I will give the history, if the Senator desires, | 


when the Senator from Texas gets through. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is to be hoped that the instances of this char- 
acter of legislation are few, though they have unfortunately oc- 
curred before this time. 

It seems to me—and that was my whole interest in the matter— 
the proper ee (and the proper practice ought always to pre- 
vail) would be to commit all matters relating to our revenues to 
the Committee on Finance. If an exception to that rule could be 
justified, it perhaps would send this particular bill to the Com- 
mittee on Relations with Cuba. I believe that the Committee on 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico has claimed and has been conceded 
the jurisdiction over bills relating to the revenue of those coun- 
tries. I believe also that the Committee on the Philippines has 
claimed—and has had the claim allowed—the right to consider 
and report upon all questions, er the question of taxation, 
which relates to the Philippine Islands. Under the precedents 
thus established in the case of the Committee on the Philippines 
and the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, I should 
raise no question about the propriety of referring this bill to the 
Committee on Relations with Cuba. 

But, Mr. President, if the Committee on Foreign Relations can 
thus usurp the functions of the Committee on Finance in this 
particular case, it seems to me that it could doso in almost every 
case, because it is impossible to conceive a tariff bill that does 
not affect our relations with foreign countries. 

I can not bring myself to believe that because this bill is in pur- 
suance of a treaty the rule ought to be different, unless, indeed, 
it is meant to assert here the right of the President to negotiate 
-and the Senate to ratify a revenue measure. Treating the exist- 
ing convention as inchoate and as of no effect until ratified by 
Congress does not seem to me to relieve the difficulty of the situa- 
tion in any great degree. It is predetermined—and I understand 
that as well as any Senator in this ay ip this bill shall 
become a law, or, rather, that it shall be placed upon the statute 
book, leaving the es whether it be a law or not perhaps to 
be determined by the judicial tribunals of the country. Know- 
ing that it is predetermined to pass it through this body, it makes 
precious little difference whether it is reported for pé e by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, the Committee on Relations 
with Cuba, or the proper committee, the Committee on Finance. 

I t to the Senator from Illinois that the reference he 
moves will not affect the course of the bill. It will not bring it 
one day earlier, as I believe, toa vote. Having said this much, 
in order that it may not be construed as an in tion of Sr 


steerer Soy Polly! «nfl renegeenang a of that kin 
want tosay that on this question, as on vi others, when the debate 


has been finished I am ready to take the vote. However, I take it 
that this matter will call for a debate extending beyond the pres- 
ent extraordinary session, if it is expected to adjourn itin advance 


If the Senator from Illinois can cite any precedent of that | 


of the regular session, and the Senator conld accomplish every 
purpose which he has in his mind by allowing the bill to take the 
usual course of a reference without a motion. 

I have no doubt that in the Senate now, or, if it were preferred 

to wait, after the bill has been reported, an agreement could be 

| reached to take a vote upon the bill on a particular day of the 
regular session, that particular day being early enough after our 
regular meeting to serve all the purposes which the friends of the 
bill have in their minds. 

I hope the Senator from Illinois will withdraw his motion and 
| let the bill take the usual and regular course which it would take 
without a motion. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the jurisdiction of committees 
can only be determined by the primary object of the measure 
which comes before the Senate. Many bills come to us from the 
other House which in different aspects would open jurisdiction 
to different committees. 

It is quite true, as the Senator from Texas says, that a revenue 
or a tariff bill would affect our relations by the duties imposed or 
change our trade relations with other countries, but noone would 
think on that account of referring such a bill to any committee 
but the Committee on Finance, because the primary object of 
such a bill is not to affect our relations with another country, but 
our own domestic revenue. Now, Mr. President, the primary ob- 
ject of this bill is not the adjustment of the American tariff—it 
is the confirmation by an act of Congress of the provisions of a 
| treaty entered into with the Republic of Cuba. 
| When the bill making an appropriation to carry into effect the 
| Alaskan treaty of 1867 came over here from the House of Repre- 
| sentatives, the purpose of the bill was, as purely as anything could 
| be, to make an appropriation of public money to carry out the pur- 
| poses of the treaty with Russia. The bill contained nothing else 
except a resolution, which the House saw fit to pass, of approval, 
| which they added in a single clause. There was nothing else in 
the bill but an appropriation. It was not one of the great ap- 
| propriation bills; it was a separate appropriation. That bill was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations without debate 
or question, because the Senate understood. as I think is clear 
about this case, that the primary purpose of the bill was connected 
with our foreign relations. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations is charged with the sub- 
ject which its name implies—anything relating to our relations 
with other nations. Under that understanding bills go to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations in the nature of claims. If they in- 
volve the claim of a foreigner or the subject of another state, 
bills which ordinarily go the Committee on Claims go to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, because they involve the relations 
of this country with other countries. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that we have got to apply that 
general rule to all bills, and that the question of reference must 
| be decided by their primary purpose. Otherwise we get into in- 
extricable confusion of jurisdiction. 

In this case, as in the case of the Alaskan bill, as in cases 
relating to treaties affecting the revenue, which the Senator 
| from Illinois [Mr. Cuttom] will lay before the Senate—in all 
| these cases the fact that a bill relates directly to a treaty, toa 
| matter coming within the jurisdiction of the Foreign Relations 

Committee, is taken as the primary purpose, and in the same way 
| with all the reciprocity treaties that came here. Those were 
| treaties that exclusively affected the revenue. The treaty with 
| France was so extensive in its character that it was pretty nearly 

a revision of the tariff. That treaty went, and I think correctly, 
| to the Committee on Foreign Reiations. But in the case of a 
| treaty like that it seems to me that in the proper course of busi- 
| ness- 
| Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit 
| me to ask him a question? 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
| chusetts yield to the Senator from Texas? 
| Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
| Mr. BAILEY. I ask the Senator if the law under which that 

treaty was negotiated was not under the general law known as 
| the McKinley Act? 

Mr. LODGE. This was under the Dingley Act. 
| Mr. BAILEY. I understand that. While the purpose of those 
| laws was to authorize the negotiation of a treaty, the bills to ap- 

rove would not go to the Committee on Foreign Relations. A 
| bill to authorize the negotiation of commercial treaties might go 
| to the Committee on Fimance, and the treaties themselves, nego- 

tiated under the authority of that law, would certainly go the 

Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE. I entirely agree with that, but I think the Sena- 
| tor’s example strengthens the point lam making. The Dingley Act 
| did convey that authority, but the primary purpose of the Ding- 
| ley Act was the raising of revenue by the levying of certain du- 

ties; and I think that the matter of authorizing the treaties might 


| 
| 
} 
} 
| 
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have been claimed with a fair show of reason for the Foreign Re- 
lations Committee. It would hgve been perfectly absurd for a 
committee to have claimed jurisliction of a bill the primary ob- 
ject of which was entirely different, and to which only a subordi- 
nate part could by any pretense be supposed to belong; but after 
that bill, properly referred to the Finance Committee, became a 
law, and the committee, there the Finance Committee, was obliged 
to deal with the question of our foreign relations, which does not 
strictly come within its province—after it had become a law under 
their management, the bill providing for which had passed throngh 
the Finance Committee and through the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee of the other House, that treaty went to the Commitiee on 
Foreign Relations; and it has always been my belief that was a 

roper reference; that it ought to have gone there first; but I also 

elt that, as a matter of judicious legislation, if that treaty had 
ever been brought for absolute action before the Senate it cer- 
tainly onght to have been acted on by the Foreign Relations 
Committee as coming primarily within their jurisdiction, and 
that it would have been in the interest of wise legislation to have 


had it referred secondarily to the Committee on Finance for such | 


report as they might see fit to make. 

But that, Mr. President, is not the point involved here. This, 
to my mind, is primarily a bill to carry out and approve a treaty. 
That treaty was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
without debate, was dealt with by them, reported by them, and 
passed by the Senate under the direction and management of the 
chairman of the committee. 


Now comes this bill from the House of Representatives, the pur- | 


pose of which is solely and primarily to give that treaty life and 
vitality. 
to approve a treaty, that the natural and proper place for it to go 


is to the committee which has charge of the foreign relations of | 


the country. I think that the Alaskan case, which I cited pur- 
posely, because it involves nothing but a naked appropriation 
of money, which would ordinarily go, of course, without ques- 
tion, to the Committee on Appropriations, is on all fours as to 
the matter of reference, and that is that the primary object of 
that bill for Alaska being to carry out a treaty which the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations had dealt with, therefore the bill fol- 
lowed the treaty to that committee. In the same way, this being 
to carry out a treaty which has been already dealt with under 
the control of that committee, I think it should follow the same 
course. 

I am quite aware that it is of no practical consequence to which 
committee of the Senate the pending bill goes, but it doesseem to me 
that it is following a wise course to avoid conflicts of jurisdiction, 
and to let it go to that committee. I do not think that it has the 
slightest bearing on the large constitutional question which has 
been suggested in the debate. For that reason, Mr. President, 
it seems to me that the natural reference to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, the one which has been established in similar 
circumstances, is the proper one. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit 
me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doesthe Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. LODGE. I do. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to ask the Senator, if it be proper to 
refer to a matter which has transpired in the other House, is he 
advised or will he state to the Senate whether this bill in the other 
House came from the Foreign Affairs Committee or the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means? 

Mr. LODGE. It came from the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. BAILEY. That committee there corresponds to the Com- 
mittee on Finance here? 

Mr. LODGE. Unquestionably. 

Mr. BAILEY. The House originating the bill, having treated 
it as a revenue measure, it occurs to me that the House which is 
expected to concur in it might likewise treat it as a revenue 
measure. They have in the other House a Committee on Foreign 

lations, the same as we have in the Senate, but I believe they 
call it there the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Ishould be pleased 
to see the bill take the same course in the Senate as it took in 
the House. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, of course the action of the House 
of Representatives in matters of reference does not govern us. 
The House is constantly referring bills to certain committees 
where we send the same bills to different committees. More- 
over, the Committee on Foreign Affairs in the House for obvious 
reasons has no jurisdiction over treaties. They can not havea 
committee that has any jurisdiction over treaties. We have a 
committee that has jurisdiction over treaties. Again, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the House dealt with the Philippine tariff through its Ways 
and Means Committee; it dealt, I think, with the Porto Rican 
tariff through its Ways and Means Committee; it dealt with the 
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It seems tome, as itis carrying outa trea‘ 7 and intended | 
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Philippine bill through a general Committee on Insular Affairs; 
and it dealt with some of the Porto Rican measures through its 
general Committee on Insular Affairs; but when the Philippine 


| tariff bill came over here it went to the Committee on the Philip- 


pines, properly, as I think, and the Porto Rican tariff bill fol- 
In the same way there as to the Commit- 
tee on Insular Affairs, bills which have been reported by that 
committee when they come here have been divided, and have 
gone, some to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico 
and others to the Committee on the Philippines. It is impossible 
for us to follow the references made by the other House; and it 
ae to me in this case the only way is to follow our own prece- 
ents. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I simply desire to correct 
the Senator from Massachusetts in his statement that the Philip- 
pine tariff bill was considered by the House Committee on Ways 
and Means. On the contrary, it was considered and reported by 


Mr. LODGE. Oh, no; theSenatorismistaken. The bill affect- 
ing the Philippine tariff, a separate bill, came from the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means; but the bill for the government of the 


| the House Committee on Insular Affairs. 


| islands, the big general bill, came from the Committee on Insular 


Affairs. 


Mr. SPOONER. Only a word, Mr. President. This question 


| does not seem to me as important a question as my friend from 


Texas [Mr. BaILEy] appears to regardit. Itisa matter entirely 
under the rules within the jurisdiction of thé Senate. I do not 
find any rule which defines the class of bills which shall go to 
one committee or another. The rule contemplates motions to re- 
fer bills to committees. Of course, the custom is to refer bills 
affecting the revenues to the Committee on Finance, appropria- 
tion bills to the Appropriations Committee, etc. 

There are some reasons for a distinction between a bill of this 
kind and the Porto Rican bill and the Philippine bill. Here we 
are dealing with a foreign country, and as to Porto Rico and the 
Philippines we were not. That question was local. While ter- 
ritory not incorporated into the United States—the Senator un- 
derstands that—it is certainly territory belonging to the United 
States and under the jurisdiction of the United States. 

I do not, as Iam now advised, agree entirely with the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr], that all bills which carry into 
effect reciprocity treaties made with foreign governments should 
go to the Committee on Foreign Relations, nor doI understand 
that the act of Congress called the Dingley Act authorizes the 
President and the Senate to make commercial treaties. The 
President and the Senate derive their power to enter into treaties 
from the Constitution. Congress can give them no power which 
the Constitution does not confer; nor can Congress in the slightest 
degree restrict or limit the treaty-making power conferred by the 
Constitution upon the President and the Senate. 

My understanding of that legislation has always been this, not 
that it conferred any treaty-making power upon the President 
and the Senate, but that it furnished in advance legislative ap- 
proval of a treaty made within the limits indicated in the act, so 
as to avoid the necessity of supplementary legislation to carry the 
commercial treaty into effect. Iam amember of both of these 
committees, and I am frank to say that I was of the opinion that 
the legislation carrying into effect the reciprocity treaties made 
under that act, after we amended the treaties so as to provide that 
they should not take effect as a matter of agreement until they 
had heen approved by the Congress, ought not to be enacted with- 
out having passed the scrutiny of the Committee on Finance, be- 
cause it was contemplated by the act that reciprocity treaties af- 
fecting the revenue of the country might as a system be entered 
into with different countries, and it seemed to be in the interests 
of the people, as well as in harmony with the custom of the Sen- 
ate, that such an enlarged scheme of legislation or fiscal change 
should not be put into operation without being considered by that 
committee which has peculiar charge of the general fiscal system 
of the country. 

So it would be proper undoubtedly to refer this bill to the 
Committee on Finance; and it is equally proper, I think, and pe- 
culiarly proper, that it should go to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, although the reference of this bill to that committee 
is not probably to be taken as establishing as broad a rule as my 
friend from Massachusetts contends for. 

This legislation, Mr. President, is entitled ‘‘A bill.’’ and that is 
all there is of it except a disclaimer on the part of the House that by 
approving it it concedes the power of the President and the Senate 
by a. or contention alone to change the tariff laws—a propo- 
sition which I am very strongly inclined to agree with the fou 
about. It simply approves the treaty. It does not raise the ques- 
tion of prerogative. It does not assert the power of the Senate 
and the President to change hy treaty alone the tariff rates be- 
cause there was inserted as an amendment to the treaty—as a 
part of the agreement between this country and Cuba—that it 
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shall not take effect until it has been sagronse PEConapens. The 
bill for such approval originated in the House of Representatives, 
I think, properly, because it does affect, as all such treaties affect, 
the revenue. . : : 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me 
to ask him a question? F 

The PRESIDEN T pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. . 2 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, there is of course no question 

resented as to what committee should consider a treaty when it 
los been negotiated and is pending in the Senate, bnt I ask the 
Senator from Wisconsin if there is a single precedent in the his- 
tory of the Government where a treaty has nm negotiated and 
ratified and where a bill or resolution to carry that treaty into 
effect has come back to the Senate, where such treaty affected 
the revenues of the Government, as this treaty with Cuba does, 
that its reference was not to the proper committee—the Committee 
on Finance? ; 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am told the precedents are 
all in line with this motion that the bill should go to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GORMAN. Without the consideration of the Committee 
on Finance? 

Mr. SPOONER. Without the consideration of the Committee 
on Finance. That is my understanding. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is not my understanding, but I am 
speaking simply from recollection. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Wisconsin will allow | 
me—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I took occasion to look up the precedents in 
connection with this subject, running back to the treaty with 
Great Britain in relation to Canada, and including the treaty with 
Hawaii and also that with Mexico, which finally failed of ratifi- 
cation, or, at least, of being proclaimed by the President. The 
treaty in relation to Canada—if the Senator from Wisconsin will 
allow me, as I might as well get it into the REcoRD now as at any | 
other time—contains the following provision—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly; I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CULLOM. This is the provision in Article V: 

The present treet shall take effect as soon as the laws required to carry 
it into operation shall have been passed by the Imperial Parliament of Great 
Britain and by the yecvincens parliaments of those of the British North 


American colonies which are affected by this treaty on the one hand, and by 
the Congress of the United States on the other. 


That was the provision of the treaty which this Government 
made with Great Britain in reference to Canada, which was pro- 
claimed September 11, 1854. After the ratification of the treaty 
with that provision in it, Congress took up the question of approv- 
ing the treaty by the introduction and passage of a bill, and they 
incorporated into the bill for that purpose a long provision recit- 
ing every article and product, I think, that was affected by the 
treaty. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator give me the year in which that | 
treaty was negotiated? 

Mr. CULLOM, It was in 1854 that the treaty was made with | 
Great Britain. 

Mr. HOAR. That was during the Pierce Administration, 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKinsin the chair). Does | 
the Senator from Illinois yield to the Senator from Co!orado? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not think I ought to take up the time of 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER] who has the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. I merely wish to say that it is difficult to hear 
wae ee in this part of the Chamber, though it is not his fault, 

chink. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLoM] need 
not worry about taking up my time. He is consuming my time | 
and the time of the Senate very profitably. 

Mr. CULLOM. I.do not wish to take anyone off the floor, and 
am now speaking only with the kindly consent of the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is perfectly welcome to do so. 

Mr. CULLOM. The act at that time is published in 10 
Statutes at Large, page 587, and is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the President of the United States shall 
receive sa evidence that the Imperial Parliament of Great Britain 
and the provincial parliaments of Ca: New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, 
and Prince Edward Island have laws on their part to give full effect 
to the provisions of the treaty between the United States and Great Britain, 
signed on the 5th of June last, he is hereby authorized to issue his proclama- 
tion declaring that he has such evidence,and thereupon from the date of 
such proclamation the follo articles, being the growth and produce of 
said provinces of Canada, New nswick, Nova Scotia, and Prince Edward 
Island, to wit: Grain, animals, meats, cotton wool, fruits, fish, poultry, eggs, 
hides, furs and skins, stone, marble, butter, tallow, lard, horns, ores, coal, 
pitch, turpentine, lumber, trees, pelts, wool, fish oil, gypsum, flax, hemp tow, 
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unmanufactured tobacco, rags, shall be introduced into the United States 
free of duty so longas the said treaty shall remain in force, subject, however, 
to be suspen: in relation to the trade with Canada on the conditions men- 
tioned in the fourth article of said treaty, and all the other prsvisions of the 
— treaty shall go into effect and be observed on the part of the United 





tes. 

And be it further enacted, That whenever the island of Newfoundland shall 
give its consent to the application of the stipulations and provisions of the 
said treaty to that province and the legislature thereof,and the Imperial Par- 
liament shall “y he necessary laws for that purpose, the above-enumerated 
articles shall admitted free of duty from that province into the United 
States from and after the date of a proclamation by the President of the 
United States declaring that he has satisfactory evidence that the said prov- 
ince has consented, in a due and proper manner, to have the provisions of the 
treaty extended to it, and to allow the United States the full benefits of all 
the stipulations therein contained. 

Approved August 5, 1854. 

It will be seen that it uses the same language as would be found 
in a regular tariff bill, and the treaty was approved by Congress 
by this act. 

As stated in the Congressional Globe, volume 28, part 3, page 
2109, on August 3.1854, Mr. Bailey, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the House, reported a bill to carry into effect the above- 
named treaty. 

On the same day, August 3, 1854, the bill was passed by the 
House without opposition and without debate. 

On August 4, 1854, a message was sent to the Senate by the 
House announcing the passage of the bill. 

The bill was read twice by its title, was not referred to a com- 
mittee, but, on motion of Mr. Mason, chairman of the Foreign 
Relations Committee, the Senate proceeded to consider it; and it 
was passed without debate. (P. 2212.) 

Mr. BAILEY. Wasit passed without question? 

Mr. CULLOM. It was taken charge of, apparently with the 
consent of the whole Senate, by the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MORGAN. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. After that treaty was ratified, I will say, or 
was put in force by the act of Congress, did not the Committee 
on Ways and Means report a bill to conform the tariff laws to 
that treaty? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no information of that sort. They 
may have done so; but the bill passed by the other House, which 
came to the Senate, was taken possession of, as I say, by the then 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and it went 
through. 

Mr. MORGAN. Congress must have passed a law conforming 
the tariff or revenue laws of the United States to that act of Con- 
gress under the treaty, otherwise there would have been no rev- 
enue legislation on the subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. The act which they passed conformed the laws 
to the treaty, just as the treaty was ratified by the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Was that referred to the Committee on For- 


| eign Relations? 


Mr. CULLOM. That bill was not referred, but was taken pos- 
session of here by the then chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and under his lead the bill passed and became a 
law. 

The Hawaiian reciprocity treaty, which was ratified and pro- 
claimed June 3, 1875, provides, in article 5, as follows: 


The present convention shall take effect as soon as it shall have been ap- 
proved and proclaimed by His ey the King of the Hawaiian Islands 
and shall have been ratified and duly proclaimed on the part of tha Govern- 
ment of the United States, but not until a law to carry it into operation shall 


have been passed by the Congress of the United States of America. 

Mr. MORGAN. Right there, did not the Congress of the 
United States uniformly vote to respect that treaty and conform 
the tariff laws to all of its provisions? ‘ 

Mr. CULLOM. I will answer the Senator by giving a correct 


| detailed account of what did occur with reference to that treaty 


with that provision in it. 
On January 6, 1876, Mr. Luttrell introduced in the House a bill 
to carry into effect the above treaty (vol. 4, pt. 1, 44th Cong., p. 


| 300), which bill was referred to the Committee on Ways and 


Means; from which committee it was, on February 24, 1876, re- 
(P. 1420.) 

It was discussed at great length by the House; the details of 
the bill were gone into, and on May 8, 1876, it was passed—115 
yeas, 101 nays. (P. 3037, Recorp.) 

It was sent to the Senate by the House, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. (P. 3083.) 

On June 30, 1876, Chairman Simon Cameron, of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, reported the said bill favorably, and imme- 
diately Senator Morrill, chairman of the Finance Committee, 
moved that the bili be referred to the Committee on Finance, as 
it affected the revenues.’ This was objected to by Messrs. Came- 
ron and MITCHELL, but the motion prevailed. (P. 4261.) 

On the same day, June 30, 1876, Mr. Sargent, of California, 
moved to reconsider the vote by which the said biti was referred 
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to the Committee on Finance. The motion was opposed by Sen- 
ator Morrill, and was supported by Messrs. Windom, Sargent, 
Hamlin, Frelinghuysen, and MITrcHELL. i 

It appears from the Recorp that on August 11, 1876, Senator 
Morrill withdrew his opposition to the motion of Senator Sargent 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was sent to the Committee 
on Finance, and, further, Senator Morrill suggested that his Com- 


mittee on Finance be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill; which motion prevailed. 

So the bill went back to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and remained in control of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
until it became a law. 

Mr.ALDRICH. When didthe Committee on Foreign Relations 
report the bill back? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not remember the date, but on August 
- 1876, the bill was passed in the Senate after considerable 

ebate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Was that the same day on which the bill was 
referred? 

Mr. CULLOM. It was passed August 14, 1876. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that was on the same day the bill was 
referred. I think it was the last day of the session, and it was 
necessary that action should be had immediately on the same day. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not remember whether or not it was the 
last day of the session. The bill wasduly approved. It is found 
in volume 19, Statutes at Large, page 200, and reads as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the President of the United States shall 
receive satisfactory evidence that the legislature of the Hawaiian Islands has 
passed laws on their part to give full effect to the provisions of the conven- 
tion between the United States and His Majest e King of the Hawaiian 
Islands, signed on the 30th day of ery. 2 © is hereby authorized to 
issue this proclamation, declaring that he such evidence; and thereupon 


from the date of such proclamation the ree being the growth 


and manufacture or produce of the Hawaiian ds—to wit, arrowroot oil, 
bananas, nuts, hides, skins, vegetables, sugar, sirup of sugar cane, molasses, 
tallow—shall be introduced into the United States, free of duty, so long as 
the said convention shall remain in force. 

That was the proceeding with reference to what might be called 
a@ commercial or reciprocity treaty, and it shows that even when 
there was a controversy in the Senate as to what committee right- 
fully had jurisdiction of such a measure it was decided, finally, in 
favor of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

' Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from [llincis permit me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. It was decided exactly to the contrary the only 
time it was decided by the Senate. Mr. Morrill’s motion prevail- 
ing and the motion to reconsider being made that day, evidently 
the Committee on Foreign Relations took up the subject without 
having it before it. Senator Morrill still asserted that his com- 
mittee had jurisdiction, by moving to discharge it, and the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, having completed its consideration 
of the subject, with which it never had been charged by the Sen- 
aie, was ready to report, and the Finance Committee was not. It 
was about the last day of the session, and it was just simply a 
question as to which committee could report. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator from Texas is a little in 
the wrong in reference to that. The measure first went to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. Then Senator Morrill, being 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, came into the Senate 
and made a motion to refer it to his committee. That was done; 
but when such men as Sargent and Windom and Hamlin and 
Frelinghuysen came into the Senate and found that that had been 
done, a motion to reconsider was at once entered by Senator Sar- 
gent, and the bill was reported back and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course theSenator has prepared this memo- 
randum and has it in his hand, and I would not assert my recol- 
lection of the transaction as against him, but my recollection was 
that the motion was to send the bill to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and that the motion was antagonized by Senator Mor- 
rill that day. His motion to refer it to the Committee on Finance 
prevailed, and on the same day a motion to reconsider was en- 
tered, and that motion to reconsider remained pending until the 
day when the whole matter was finally di of. 

Mr. CULLOM. I donot think there is enough in the technical 

int which the Senator makes, even if he be correct, to justify a 

ong discussion about it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Only except—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Whenthe Senate learned that there was a real 

uestion between the two committees as to which committee 
should have the bill, it was decided that it should go to the For- 
eign Relations Committee—— 

Mr. BAILEY. It never was so decided by the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. And the other committee was discharged. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is the point on which I rose to take issue 
with the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand the point, 


Mr. BAILEY. When the Senate took a vote, it decided that 
the measure should go to the Senate Committee on Finance. 
After a motion to reconsider was made, which motion was pend- 
ing until the last day of the session, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance withdrew his objection. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I do not know whether the 
statements which the Senator is making are correct according to 
the record. I take only what the Rmecorp shows to be the pro- 
ceeding in reference to the matter, and it certainly shows that 
finally it was decided that the Foreign Relations Committee was 
entitled to have charge of the subject. 

Here is a little information with reference to the Mexican 
treaty which I take the liberty of giving to the Senate. 

On January 20, 1883, a reciprocity treaty with Mexico was ne- 
gotiated by General Grant and others, and was duly ratified by 
the Senate and proclaimed June 2, 1884. 

The treaty provided, however, in Article VIII: 

The present convention shall take effect as soon as it has been a ved 
and ra by both contracting parties, ooner Cas to their respective con- 
stitutions, but not until laws soneen7 Ve carry it into operation shall have 
been passed both Line Congress of United States and the Government 
of the United Me n States and regulations provided accordingly, which 
shall take place within twelve months from the date of the exchange of rat- 
ifications to which Article X refers. 

A bill to carry this treaty into effect was duly reported by the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House similar in form to 
the bills to carry into effect the Canadian and Hawaiian treaties. 
This bill was discussed in the House during three sessions of Con- 
gress, but was never passed. 

All I wish to say further is that my distinguished friend the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. BaILEy] seemed to make a point of the 
fact that I made a motion to refer this bill. Iam perfectly aware 
that it is not necessary to make a motion to refer a bill when 
everybody understands to what committee it ought to go; but I 
confess that in the beginning I was in doubt whether this bill 
ought to go to the Committee on Relations with Cuba or the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations or the Committee on Finance. 
Therefore I looked up the matter as well as I could, and found 
these precedents, which convinced me that it should go to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. I think it is only fair to say 
that the precedents are in favor of the motion which i have made. 
Thinking there might be some question about it, and not desiring 
to have any informality about the matter, I made the motion, so 
that it might be clearly before the Senate, when, if anybody ob- 
jected to that reference, the question would be ready for discus- 
sion and action. 

I did not desire to take any advantage or to indicate that I was 
in any particular hurry to get the bill through. I want every 
Senator who desires to have a fair opportunity to discuss it. We 
shall discuss it in the regular way, without any particular excite- 
ment, and come to a vote when it seems proper and right. 

Mr. President, I beg pardon of my distinguished friend the 
Senator from Wisconsin TMr. SpoonzR] for interrupting him in 
the midst of his speech. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from 
Illinois for having incorporated in my observations his very excel- 
lent speech. 

Only a moment, Mr. President. I shall vote to refer this bill to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, but I do not want tc be un- 
derstood by that vote as agreeing that, asa rule, legislation to 
carry into effect commercial treaties shall be concurred in in the 
Senate without the scrutiny and action of the Committee on Fi- 
nance. That may perhaps later be wisely adjusted by rule. 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] has certainly shown 
that there is no unbroken line of precedents about it, and that 
such legislation has been acted upon by the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. In one caseit wascontroverted. The Senate had 
voted to refer the then pending measure to the Committee on Fi- 
nance instead of the Committee on Foreign Relations, but when 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance withdrew his objec- 
tion it went, by common consent, to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 7 

Mr. President, as to this particular bill, I think I may justly 
say that the Committee on Finance did not care to press the 
question, although not willing that it should be foreclosed by the 
action of the Senate in this case. There are some reasons why it 
should go to the Committee on Foreign Relations. I think it is 
generally conceded that this legislation will be enacted, and it is 
—— of a. — uence —- ; - — with a fair ee 
of promptitude; that i enacted, if it is to pass, as speedily as 
may be, after fair debate; and I take it, from what I have heard 
ae the floor here, no one will be contented with any less or 
will ask any more than that. It is important that it should pass, 
if it is to pass at all, so as to be in operation in time toinclude the 
present sugar crop of Cuba. 

Now, the Committee on Foreign Relations considered the whole 
subject. I know my friend the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
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MorGAN] was present almost constantly. We had many ses- 
sions. e calle witness before us—General Bliss. We took 
considerable testimony. We went with the utmost care through 
every phase of it. The Senator from Illinois reported it, and 
made a speech upon it. He furnished an abstract of its provi- 
sions, with statistical data as to its operation. It is, in another 
form, precisely the same proposition that we discussed, reported 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations, and it would take 
time to invoke the scrutiny of a committee which, as a commit- 
tee, has had nothing whatever to do with the subject. 

I think it is certainly competent and within the rules and suf- 
ficiently in ——— precedents to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and let them report it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonER] that the matter is not of any very great 
importance in this particular instance. Nor have I treated it as 
such. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not say so. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have suggested to the Senator from Illinois, 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, that he 
withdraw his motion and let the bill take the usual course which 
it would take without a motion. So far as concerns a report, 
favorable or adverse, I think it would be the same whether the 
bill goes to the Committee on Finance, or the Committee on Re- 
lations with Cuba, or the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Before resuming my seat, I desire to suggest, in reply to the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGEr], who described the 
main purpose of this bill to be a foreign relation, that the main 
purpose which he states lies behind the bill itself. The ‘‘ main 
purpose ’’ may be a foreign relation. but the bill adjusts that for- 
eign relation by the means of taxes, and the taxation must be 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


considered the main question so far as the bill under immediate | 


consideration is concerned, although the purpose that inspired it 
is one relating to our foreign relations. 

Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but a moment to say 
that I was so sure the Senator from Illinois, who is always dili- 
gent and careful, and generally accurate, was prepared with the 
proof that this was the usual course that I took the precaution 
to say that I did not doubt it if he asserted it; butif the research 
of the Senator from Illinois, well known by the Senate for the 
pains and care with which he-investigates a matter, has not been 


admission. 


able to make out a better case than this, I want to withdraw my | 


The truth of it is the Senator brings certain instances before the 
Senate. The first one proves nothing, because the Senator who 
at that time was chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions simply took charge of the bill, as any other Senator might 
have done, not with propriety, I grant you, but clearly within 
the rule, and in that first instance the bill was not referred to any 
committee at all. 

The second instance is that of the bill to carry into effect the 
Hawaiian treaty. I pause here, by the way, to say that it came 
from the Committee on Ways and Means in the House. It passed 
the other House by a vote of something like 115 against 101; and 
coming to this body was referred, so the notes of the Senator from 
Illinois declare, to the Committee on Foreign Relations, which re- 
ported it, whereupon the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrill] 
so long an honored member of this body, objected to the original 
reference, and moved that it be referred tothe Committee on Fi- 
nance. 


And mark you, Mr. President, that motion was made | 


after the bill had been reported by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, according to these notes, and thus makes the ‘case | 


vastly stronger. 


To have declined to refer it to that Committee 


ANS 


was reading that not so much to contradict him as tosustain my- 
self. I had said, in reply to his statement that the Senate decided 
it his way, that the only time the Senate ever decided it it decided 
it in accordance with my contention. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now read the balance. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator's notes say: 


On the same day, June 30, 1876, Mr. Sargent of California moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the said bill was referred to the Committeeon Finance. 
The motion was opposed by Senator Morrill and was supported by Messrs. 
Windom, Sargent, n, Frelinghuysen, and MircHE. 

But so far as the Senator’s notes go, it was not decided, and 

therefore the motion to reconsider, suspending the bill in the mid- 
dle aisle, as it were, left it there until the 11th of August, when 
the question seems to have been renewed. According to the Sen- 
ator’s notes— 
It ee fromthe Rrcorp that on August 11, 1876, Senator Morrill with- 
drew his yy to the motion of Senator Sargent to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was sent to the Committee on Finance, and, further, Sena- 
tor Morrill ——— that his Committee on Finance be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont, while main- 
taining the consistency of his position, because unless the meas- 
ure had been in charge of his committee there would have ‘been 
no sense in a motion to discharge the committee 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, if the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr, BAILEY. I will cheerfully yield in one moment. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask the Senator whether he does not agree 
with me now that the whole record in reference to that case shows 
in effect that Senator Morrill gave up the contest and himself 
moved to discharge his own committee and let the bill go to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations? 

Mr. BAILEY. That was not the Senator’s statement. 
Senator said the Senate decided it his way, and I repeat—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I read the statement. 

Mr. BAILEY. And I repeat for the third time the Senate de- 
cided it according to my contention. 

Now, the history of it is this: The bill being suspended by the 
motion to reconsider, the Finance Committee did not consider it, 
but the Committee on Foreign Relations had done so and had re- 
ported before it was referred by a vote of the Senate to the Fi- 
nance Committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it not a fact that the Recorp shows that 
the Senate passed the bill without any committee action upon it 
except that of the Committee on Foreign Relations? 

Mr. BAILEY. That is true. , 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr, BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Perhaps it would clear up the matter if he 








The 


| would allow me to read exactly what occurred. 


Mr. BAILEY. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. LODGE. The motion to reconsider 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts give the 
page of the Recorp from which he is about to quote? 

Mr. LODGE. Page 4261. The bill was referred to the Senate 
Committee on Foreign Relations, was reported back favorably, 
considered, and referred to the Senate Committee on Finance. 
The next day, which was June 30, Mr. Sargent, of California, 





would have been a decisive vote, but after the Committee on | who was absent at the time the vote was taken, moved a recon- 
Foreign Relations had actually reported it, for the Senate then | sideration, and the bill—— 

to take it from its jurisdiction, over its protest, and refer it to the | 
Committee on Finance, seems to me as conclusive expression of | that my statement was that it was on the same day, and that is 


the Senate’s 


| genes on the subject as could possibly have been 
made. And 


now repeat what I said when interrupting the 


Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] that the only time the Sen- | 


ate did decide the question it decided it in favor of the Finance 
Committee. 

Mr.LODGE. What followed that, will the Senator from Texas 
state? The Senate reconsidered that vote. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam repeating it from the notes of the Senator 


from Illinois, upon whose accuracy I always rely. The notes of | 


the Senator from Illinois declare, and I will read from them, so 
there may be no mistake about it, for I might be inaccurate— 

It was sent to the Senate by the House, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

On June 30, 1876, Chairman Simon Cameron, of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported the said bill fevorably, and immediately Senator Morrill, 
gaveen ee rience moved that a be nes —— on 

nce, © rev ‘ » 
ron and Mitchell, but the motion. prevailed. um pag par uN 


Mr. CULLOM. Now go on and read the rest of it. 
Mr. BAILEY, I will say to the Senator from Illinois that I 





| the statement made in the notes of the Senator from Ilinois 


Mr. BAILEY. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts 


Mr. LODGE. I think it was the day after, according to the 
RECORD, but that is unimportant. It remained on the table of 


| the Senate, without going to the Committee on Finance, from 
| June 30 until August 11. 


Mr. BAILEY. By reason of the pendency of the motion to re- 
consider? 
Mr. LODGE. By reason of the pendency of the motion to re- 
consider. On that day Mr. Sargent said: 
position 


I wish to make a statement in reference to this matter, as to the 
of it, and would have interrupted the Chair.to do soif it were allowa 

The position of the bill is this: A motion was made, when this bill was re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to refer it tothe Committee 
on Finance. I understand that motion will notnow be pressed. That motion 
was made and carried in my absence. hen I came into the Senate I found 
it had been done, and I at once entered a motion to reconsider. The matter 
which I wish to take up is the motion to reconsider, and have it disposed of, 
so as to bring the bill before the Senate. Therefore the motion which I want 
to bring up is my motion toreconsider the vote by which the bill was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


Then he went on about the merits of the question, which has 
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nothing todohere. They hada parliamentary discussion, and Mr. 
Morrill—and it is the only time he appeared in the debate—said: 


I suggest to the Senator from California that he simply move to discharge 
the Committee on Finance and withdraw his motion to reconsider. 
ane SARGENT. lam not particular; any way to bring the bill before the 

senate. 

Mr. MorRRILu. It never has been considered by the Committee on Finance, 
though we have had ample time to do it, because the motion to reconsider 
had been entered. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will put it in that +4 

Mr. MORRILL. I regret very much the committee has not had the bill 
under consideration, because I think there are some amendments the com- 
mittee would undoubtedly have reported. 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from California change 
is motion? 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not see the particular parliamentary point, but I sup- 
pose discharging the committee will answer the same purpose, and I will 
make that motion if the Senator prefers that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California moves that the 


Committee on Finance be discharged from the further consideration of the | 


Hawaiian treaty bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Then the bill came up, and the same points were made, and Mr. | 


West said: 


I rise to a point of order that this having now been reported by a commit- 
tee to-day, or, rather, the committee having been just discharged, which is 
equivalent to a report, its consideration is not in order if a single objection is 
raised. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of orCor if the | 


bill has been reported to-day. 


Mr. SarGeEnT. I ask the attention of the Chair fora moment. This bill 
was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations May 15, 1876. It has | 


never been before the Finance Committee. If the Senator from Vermont 
intended that by his motion, then I ask that the motion be reconsidered 
whereby the committee was discharged. 

Mr. MORRILL. I[ did not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands this is not a report 
of a committee, but is a discharge of a committee, and the bill is before the 
Senate. The Chair overrules the point of order, understanding the status of 
the bill. 

Then it went on. ; 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. Inother words, it was referred tothe Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BAILEY. It was referred without question. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. Mr. Morrill had that reference changed. 
Mr. Sargent, who had been absent, came in and entered a motion 
to reconsider. That kept the bill on the table from the 30th day 
of June until the 11th day of August. It then came up, and it 
was distinctly stated by Mr. Sargent that it had never been before 
any other committee, and it was the report of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. That was the exact condition. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, that is not an exactly fair state- 


ment of it. The bill was referred to the Committee on Foreign | 
Relations without a question. The reference was not then | 
changed, as would ordinarily be implied by the statement of the | 


Senator. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations had reported it, and then, 
after that report, the question having been raised as to the copes 
reference of the bill, the Senate by its vote decided that the ill 
ought to have been sent to the Committee on Finance, and did 
send it there. The only reason that committee did not consider 
it was the reason I suggested in the dark. I had not then had 
the time to examine the records, and I suggested merely in the 
dark as a certainly sufficient reason, and probably the only one, 
that the Committee on Finance had not considered it because 
they had no right to consider it with a motion to reconsider pend- 
ing. I suggested also that the near approach of the end of the 
session accounted for the final proceedings. Will the Senator 


from Massachusetts be good enough to see how near the end of | 


the session that was? 
Mr. LODGE. Four days. 


Mr. BAILEY. Fourdays. I apprehended that there was some | 


reason of that kind. It was certain, then, that the bill could not 
go to the Committee on Finance, be properly considered, reported. 
and disposed of. They were anxious to dispose of it then, and 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance, to accommodate the 
situation—just as almost any Senator in his position would have 
done—consented that his committee should be discharged. 

Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator from Texas permit me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. What was the object or the purpose of Mr. 
Morrill in objecting to the form of the motion of the Senator 
from California? Was it not for the purpose of showing upon 
4 record that the Finance Committee was entitled to consider the 

i11? 

Mr. LODGE. Senator Morrill, in what I read, expressly dis- 
claimed that. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is peeey plain that if the Senator from 
Vermont had not intended .to.insist upon the position .which_he 
originally assumed he would not have had the motion put in that 


way. An easy way to have disposed of it, because this motion to 
reconsider was pending, was to pass the motion to reconsider in 
the affirmative, and then the question would have recurred upon 
the reference, and if the motion then to refer it to the Committee 
on Finance had been voted down, the bill would have stood be- 
| fore the Senate as originally reported by the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. It simply took two motions to bring it back; but 

instead of making those two motions they yielded to Senator Mor- 
| rill’s contention and moved to discharge hiscommittee. Iam free 
| to say that with the motion to reconsider pending the Committee 
| on Finance had no charge of the bill, and therefore the motion to 
discharge it was not the proper one. But the Senator from Ver- 
/mont evidently intended to insist upon his contention from the 
beginning, and yielded only as a matter of convenience in view of 
the near approach of the adjournment of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Now, if the Senator will allow me a moment, as 
| he referred to the first motion, Mr. Cameron reported the bill on 
| the 30th of June, 1876. 

Mr. CULLOM. From the Committee on Foreign Relations? 

Mr. LODGE. From the Committee on Foreign Relations. Mr. 
Morrill of Vermont said: 

As this bill relates entirely to a change of the tariff, I suggest to the chair- 
| man of the Committee on Foreign Relations whether it ought not to be sub- 

mitted to the Committee on Finance. 
Then followed Mr. Cameron and Mr. MitcuELui. They thought 
there was no use init. Mr. Morrill said: 

“I had noticed that this bill, in the first place, was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. I thought it was an erroneous reference to begin 
with; but I did not qo that anybody would object toa change of refer- 
ence when it should be reported. I thought most likely that committee 
would report the bill and ask to have it referred to the Committee on 
Finance. Certainly the Committee on Finance are altogether more familiar 
with the subject embraced in this bill than the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, and I do not think it would retard its passage at all, but facilitate it, 

| to have it considered by a committee that will know more accurately 


| whether the —— ar? what they ought to be in a bill which if it is to 
| pass would a ect our revenue 80 largely. 


« cd * 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves the 
| reference of the bill to the Committee on Finance. 
| The motion was agreed to. 
| Then Mr. Sargent came in the next day and entered a motion 
| to reconsider. 
Mr. BAILEY. The nextday or the same day? 
Mr. LODGE. The Senator is right; it was the same day. The 
| Senate took a recess, and after the recess Mr. Sargent came in. 
| The Senator from California moved to reconsider the vote which 
| they had just taken, and Mr. Morrill said he thought everybody 
| understood it in the first place. Mr. Windom said: 


Would it not answer the purpose of the Senator from California to merely 
enter the motion to reconsider at this time?’ 

Mr. SARGENT. I suppose I shall have to take that course, owing to the 
| exigency of the business of the country, but I should like to say that I have 
| never known a matter of this kind put through in so quiet and silent a wa 
| as that was this morning. I sat in my seat and knew nothing about it at all. 
Members of the Committee on Foreign Relations who authorized it to be re- 
ported knew nothing about it. . 


Then he goes on— 
So far as the change of the tariff law-— 


Mr. BAILEY. Of course, that statement is. obviously incor- 
rect, because the chairman of the Committee-—— ‘ 

Mr. LODGE. There was a discussion. but he paid no attention 
| toit. Then they discussed whether it had attracted the attention 
| oftheSenate. The debate isa very characteristicone. They went 
on. Mr. Sargent said: 

I submit the motion and will call it up at some other time. 


But on that point raised by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
| CARMACK] Mr. Sargent said on August 11, 1876: 
Task the attention of the Chairfora moment. This bill was reported from 
, the Committee on Foreign Relations May 15, 1876. It has never n before 
| the Finance Committee. 
| Mr. BAILEY. He was evidently mistaken about that, because 
| the Senator has just read that the bill was reported the 30th of 
| June. 
| Mr. CARMACK. And there was a motion to reconsider. 
| Mr. LODGE. I do not know whether they reported it or called 
it up. . 
r. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me, Mr. Sargent 
| who made the motion and took charge of the bill, was neither a 
' member of the Committee on Finance nor the Committee on For- 
| eign Relations. 
| Mr. BAILEY. I understand that. 
| Mr. ALDRICH. He was simply an outside Senator, from the 
Pacific coast, tly interested in—— 

Mr. BAtLEY. In Hawaiian sugar. 

— ALDRICH. Yes; and he was nota member of either com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iso understand. 

Mr. LODGE. The point the Senator from Tennessee makes is 
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a very important one, and I think, perhaps, he did not under- | Chair decided against the point of order on the ground that a 


stand just what I read. 
3 NT. ttenti f the Chair for a mt. This bill 

(a er ee ee eyes an Foreign Relations May 15. 1876. 

That is an obvious error. It was reported June 30. 

It has never been before the Finance Committee. If the Senator from Ver- 
mont intended that by his motion—— 

Mr. CARMACK. Intended what? 

Mr. LODGE. That it should have been before the Finance 
Committee. | 

Mr. CARMACK. Read what went before that. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. West said: 


I rise to a point of order that this having now been reported by a commit- 
tee to-day, or rather the committee having been just discharged, which is 
equivalent to a report, its consideration is not in order if a single objection 
is raised. 


Mr. CARMACK. That is what I had reference to. 

Mr. LODGE. The President pro tempore said: 

The Chair sustains the point of order if the bill has been reported to-day. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask the attention of the Chair fora moment. This bill 
was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations May 15, 1876. It has 
never been before the Finance Committee. 

Mr. CARMACK. Oh, no. 

Mr. LODGE. He refers to the preceding sentence, of course. 

Mr. CARMACK. That is a mistake. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Sargent proceeded: 

If the Senator from Vermont intended that by his motion, then I ask that | 
the motion be reconsidered whereby the committee was discharged. 

Mr. MORRILL. I did not. 

Mr. Morrill had expressed before the debate that his only object | 
was to get it before the Senate in the quickest way, but the fact | 
remains that after all the Senate acted upon it only on the report 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is true, Mr. President. But it is also 
true, and I come back to repeat for the fourth time, that when 
the Senate decided the question it decided against the claim of the 
Foreign Relations Committee and in favor of the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. LODGE. It decided it the other way the last time. 

Mr. BAILEY. No, the Senate did not decide it, because these 
gentlemen decided it among themselves by withdrawing their 
motion. If the Senate decided it at all by discharging the Com- 
mittee on Finance, then the Senate reaffirmed its action in refer- 
ring it to the Committee on Finance. Therefore, if that was the 
decision of the Senate it was a decision in line with the original 
decision. 

Mr. President, I have already occupied much more of the Sen- 
ate’s time on this question than I intended, and I leaye it with 
the suggestion that, in view of what now seems to be a strange | 
and new conversion of some people to the doctrine of reciprocity, 
it may perhaps come to pass that all of our revenue legislation 
and all of our tariff duties will be adjusted in this way. The dis- 
tinguished Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. SPOONER] negatives that 
suggestion by the shake of his head, and I sincerely hope he is 
right, and he is generally right upon all questions except where 
the parties divide. 

I sincerely hope that the House is not to abdicate its right to 
originate revenue bills, and that the revenues legislation of this 
Government is not hereafter to be committed 10 the treaty-making 
power, for the House to follow with a mere ratification without 
even the poor privilege of amendment. But if that is to be the | 
course, then I suggest that it becomes a matter of the greatest | 
importance that the reference of this bill, and of every other one | 
like it, shall be to the committee whose duty it is to consider and | 
to report all revenue measures. 

Mr. BACON obtained the floor. 
Mr. CARMACK, Will the Senator from Georgia yield to me 
just a moment to reply to a suggestion which has been made? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. CARMACK, I will take only a moment. 

I think the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGk] is mistaken 
in his construction of the remark of Mr. Sargent. Mr. West had 
raised the point of order: 


L rise to a point of order that this having now been reported by a commit- 
tee to-day, or rather the committee having been just discharged, which is 
equlvenens toa report, its consideration is not inorder if a single objection 
8 raised. 

The PRESIDENT pro 
bill has been reported 


What followed had reference solely to that point of order; that | 
is, that its consideration was not in order if a single objection was | 
raised, to which Mr, Sargent replied in substance that that is 
what Senator Morrill meant to accomplish by his motion. That | 








tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order if the 


| of that committee remain silent. 


| rect in each instance. 


motion for the discharge of a committee was not a report from 
the committee; that they were not the same. That was the whole 
point. There could have been no reason, as I understand it, for 
Senator Morrill insisting that that motion should be made, and 
objecting to the form of the motion made by the Senator from 
California, except to show upon the record that his committee 
was entitled to the consideration of the bill. That, I think, is 
the parliamentary effect of the whole thing. 

Mr. President, I simply wish to call attention to one other mat- 
ter in conclusion. I wish to call attention to two bills in the 
Journal of the Senate of June 29, 1832. Two bills were brought 
over from the House. One of them was ‘‘An act to carry into ef- 
fect the convention between the United States and His Majesty 
the King of the French, concluded at Paris on the 4th of July, 
1831,’’ and that bill was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have avery high appreciation of 
the functions of the Foreign Relations Committee, and as one of its 
members I am very jealous of its proper prerogatives. Ordinarily 
I should in a case of difference with the distinguished chairman 
Iam, however, constrained now 
to depart from that course because I do not think that this is a 
matter of slight importance, as suggested by, I believe, the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER]. If this were an isolated case, 
if there were to be no other proposed changes in the tariff by 
reciprocity treaties, it might in this case be unimportant in view 
of the fact that the question involved in this bill-has been con- 
sidered by the Senate, and having been passed substantially in the 
House in accordance with the views which have been approved 
by the Senate in ratifying the treaty, there is every reason to be- 
lieve that the Senate will simply enact into law the bill as it 
came from the House. In that view it might be unimportant 
if this were all. 

But the suggestion made by the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] in the conclusion of his remarks to my mind presents 
what is the important feature in this question, and that is that it 
is not an isolated matter, that it is one which in dealing with 
future reciprocity measures will relate largely to the future ac- 
tion of Congress. As stated by him, the reciprocity practice is 
one which is advocated for adoption in the future by a very in- 
fluential part of those having control of public affairs. Itisa 
fact that we have had in the Senate a number of treaties with 
other commercial nations looking to the change of the tariff laws 
which shall exist in this country as to products coming from 
other countries, and as to reciprocal changes which shall be made 


| in their tariff laws by those countries. 


Now, if the rule is good in one instance it is good in all. Ifa 
reference of this bill to the Foreign Relations Committee is cor- 
rect, then a reference of all other bills which are proposed for ths 
purpose of carrying out any other reciprocity treaty is also cor- 
Reciprocity is now advocated as the favor- 
ite method by which we shall hereafter have changes made in the 


| tariff laws in this country; that such changes shall be through 
| means of reciprocal arrangements. 


So if this method is pursued 
in a general way, we are to have a reciprocal treaty with France, 
another one with Germany, another one with Austria, another 
one with Russia, and we would also have one, I presume, with 
Great Britain if she were in a position to grant any reciprocal 
concessions. 

Mr. TELLER. If Mr. Chamberlain wins. 

Mr. BACON. As suggested by the distinguished Senator from 
Colorado, if Mr. Chamberlain wins in his new propaganda Great 
Britain can be included in the general scheme of reciprocity. 

Now, that is the theory, Mr. President; that is the proposition, 
and if it is carried out those are the countries with which we shall 
have relations which most materially affect our tarifflaws. They 
are the countries from which come the products upon which we 
levy tariffs and from which tariffs we mainly derive revenne. If 


| that proposition, that theory, shall be prosecuted to a successful 


accomplishment, we shall have our tariff laws determined, not by 
the general tariff law, but by reciprocal arrangements carried into. 
effect, if you please, by acts of Congress, and the controlling tariff 
regulations of our laws will be those which shall be prescribed by 
such acts of Congress and not by the general tariff law. The ef- 
fect of it will be to relegate the committee of which the distin- 
guished Senator from Rhode Island is the honored chairman in- 
to a condition of ‘‘ innocuous desuetude.”’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think there is immediate 


is what I understand to be the meaning of his statement. If that | danger of geneval changes in the tariff by reciprocity treaties? 
is what Senator Morrill meant to accomplish by his motion—that | Has he seen any indication in this body that there will be a gen- 
is, to get the bill in such a shape thatit could not be considered | eral approval of the character of treaties which he is supposed to 
if a single objection was made—then he wished to move to recon- | be in favor of? I remember several instances in which trea- 
sider the motion he had made to discharge the committee. The ties were reported to the Senate by the Committee on Foreign 
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Relations, of: which he isa member, and I think with his ——— 


which failed to receive the approval of this body; and I see no 
indication whatever outside of the legislation which is now before 
the Senate that there is to be any general policy in the way of 
adopting reciprocity treaties. 

Mr. BACON. Iam not as familiar with the Republican litera- 
ture as I probably onght to be, but if I recollect correctly tariff 
reciprocity is most distinctly avowed as the policy of the Repub- 
lican party. I suppose no one will doubt the loyalty of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Rhode Island to his party or to its tenets. 
i can not, in this instance, construe the inquiry of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, however, into anything except a disloyalty in this 
particular instance to that which is avowed, not only in the plat- 
form of his party, but which has been avowed for years past by 
its most distinguished leaders. A fact which we find mentioned 
most frequently is that the last utterance of the distinguished 
President, the lamented McKinley, was one in favor of the policy 
which the honorable Senator from Rhode Island now says there 
is no indication his party will carry out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was simply answering the suggestion of the 
Senator from Georgia, who seemed to fear that our whole tariff 
policy was in danger of disintegration or destruction by reason of 
reciprocity treaties to be precipitated upon the country in the near 
future. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator say that I said it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator was apparently suffering a fear 
of that kinds 

Mr. BACON. 
gration of the tariff law. Iam notin favor of the destruction of 
the tariff law, but I would be very glad to see it modified so far 
as to effect a proper reduction of it to a point where it shall 
cease to be oppressive to the people of this country. I can not 
now go into a general discussion of these points, and I do not 
propose to be diverted in that direction. 

Iam coming back, Mr. President, to the point upon which I 
was addressing myself to the Senate when interrupted by the 
Senator from Rhode Island, and that is that this is not an iso- 
lated proceeding; that it has been preceded by a number of reci- 
procity treaties which have been sent to the Senate, and some of 
which are now pending, unless they have expired. I have for- 
gotten whether all of them have expired by limitation. I do not 
now recall accurately, But, Mr. President, there is no reason 
why we should act upon the theory that such a thing is an impos- 
sibility when it is the favorite tenet of the dominant party, and 
when reciprocity treaty after reciprocity treaty has been sent 
here by the Executive. The Senator from Rhode Island asks me 
whether or not there has been any danger of the ratification of 
any of them. If they had ever been permitted to come to a vote 
some of them, I think, would have been ratified, and some very 
important ones, some to which the Senator from Rhode Island 
was opposed, if I correctly understood him. 

But, Mr. President, we must proceed in the consideration of 
this question upon a general theory and a general recognition, 
rather then limiting our consideration to this isolated case. I 
Was saying at the time of the interruption that if this is to be 
adopted as the rule, and if the policy of the dominant party is to 
be made effectual, if the utterances of its leaders from the time 
of Mr. Blaine to the present day are to be realized by being made 
effectual in the work of Congress, if reciprocity treaties requiring 
Congressional enactment are to be made first with one country 
and then with another, including all the countries from which we 
draw the products upon which most of our tariff legislation takes 
effect, the undoubted, necessary result must be that the Foreign 
Relations Committee will be the Finance Committee of the Sen- 
ate, and not the committee over which the distinguished Senator 
from Rhode Island presides. 

Now, one other thought, Mr. President. When this legislation 
has been enacted, what is it which will give it effect? What is it 
which will make it the law of this land? Will it be the treaty or 
will it be the act of Congress? Undoubtedly, I say, it will be the 
act of Congress and not the treaty. 

The newton a in the treaty which requires this legislation may 
in the language which is used be misleading in the consideration 
of that question when it says that “‘ This convention shall not take 
effect until the same shall have been approved by the Congress.”’ 
I very frankly confess that the language is not felicitously chosen. 
I offered that as an amendment to the treaty. It was not a part 
of the treaty as originally negotiated by the President and sent to 
the Senate. Iam the author of it so far as this treaty was con- 
cerned, and I wish to say now that I used that language not 
because I thought it was best language for the purpose, but 
because the Foreign Relations Committee had previously used the 
same language as to other reciprocity treaties, and I did not wish 
= there should be any issue raised by its opponents as to phrase- 
ology. 

The idea that Congress can approve a treaty is utterly falla- 


cious. Congress has no such prerogative and can perform no 
such office. The proper language would have been that “ this 
convention shall not be of binding force until made effectual by 
act of Congress, which shall enact a tariff law in accordance there- 
with.’’ That is what the language should have been, and that 
is the language I would have adopted if left to my own choice. 
The amendment had been opposed by the majority in the Fifty- 
seventh Congress, and I expected the same a in the ex- 
ecutive session of the Senate in the Fifty-eighth Congress; and, 
desiring that there should be no difference as to phraseology, to 
avoid an issue on that point, I yielded to the superior wisdom of 
the committee in the language which it had adopted and in- 
grafted in a similar provision on other previous reciprocity trea- 
ties. 

Now then, Mr. President, what office does the treaty perform 
in this transaction? It is to my mind nothing more than an 
agreement on the part of the United States Government that 
there shall be a reciprocal arrangement as to tariff, provided 
Congress enacts a law changing the tariff law of the United States 
in accordance therewith. And it must be that, because the only 
constitutional power to enact a law which shall make or change 
the tariff law in this country, in my opinion, is the Congress. 
The Constitution of the United States expressly confers it upon 
Congress and limits it to Congress. Therefore, in my opinion, 
there could be no change of tariff simply by a treaty. The gen- 
eral power to the President and the Senate to make treaties must 


| yreld in construction to the specific exclusive power vested in the 
Mr. President, I am not in fear of the disinte- 


Congress to make a tariff law. 

Nor does the treaty lend any force or give any strength to the 
act of Congress. It has no more relation to the act of Congress, 
so far as to strengthen it, to give it any force and effect, than 
would a message from the President of the United States to Con- 
gress recommending the enactment of such a law. 

Therefore, this legislation, when it has been accomplished, will 
be legislation by act of Congress. It will be a law made by act 
of Congress, and not a law made by treaty. If so, it stands in 
regard to its relations with either House exactly as any other act 
of Congress which modifies or changes the tariff regulations of 
the country. If that is the case, it seems to me to be most dis- 
tinctly one where the general rule of reference should be followed, 
and where the bill which comes from the House should go to the 
Finance Committee and not to the Foreign Relations Committee. 
Mr. President, I am utterly surprised at the position taken by the 
chairman of the Finance Committee, and I can only attribute 
it 





Mr. ALDRICH. I have not taken any position yet, but I may 
have something to say upon the question which the Senator is 
now discussing. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not know what position the Senator will 
take in regard to the matter, but I supposed from utterances which 
I heard from him on other occasions that he was very firmly of 
the opinion that all such legislation must go to his committee. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Senate, and I wished 
only to call attention to two features which struck me as being 
controlling in this case. One is that if it is good in this case it 
must be good in all, and that if carried to its greatest and legiti- 
mate extent it can only result in the utter taking away of financial 
legislation from the Finance Committee and giving it to the For- 
eign Relations Committee. The other is that this is a revenue 
law, not different from any other revenue law and not in any man- 
ner affected by the fact that it has been suggested by a treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not suppose that this is a 
very practical question when applied to this particular case, for, 
as has been already said, I presume the report will be the same, 
whatever committee the bill goes to. I suppose, further, it is 
absolutely in the control of the Senate to send it to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations if it sees fit. It has been the usual cus- 


| tom for a great many years, I think, to send this class of cases to 


| the Committee on Finance. 





If, however, the Senate concludes 
that it does not want to send the bill there, either for special rea- 
sons or general reasons, either because it intends hereafter to cut 
down or destroy the functions of the Committee on Finance or 
for any other reasons, it can send it to the Committee on Forei 
Relations. I have no doubt about the power to send it to the 
oa on Education and Labor, if the Senate wanted to send 
it there. 

Committees are formed for the proper consideration of the bills 
that come beforethe body. There is no rule of the Senate that fixes 
the jurisdiction of any committee, nor has there ever been that I 
can find. For many years, in the early history of the country, 
whena bill came in the presiding officer appointed a com- 
mittee. I believe that practice was continued until 1816. There 
have been ial directions by the Senate as to the jurisdiction 


of committees. I believe that the order creating the Committee 
on the Philippines has some special provision im it. But when 
the Senate creates a committee, the Senate itself has never, as I 
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understand, undertaken to define what its jurisdiction shall be, but 
usually by its name indicates the purpose for which it was formed. 

As I was saying, up to 1816 the rule was that the Chair named 
a committee consisting of from three to five members. In 1816 
some of the committees that are now called standing committees 
were organized, and from time to time other committees have 
been added. Up to 1867 the functions now ah by the 


Committee on Appropriations were discharged by the Committee 
on Finance, in addition to the duties now discharged by it. At 
that time the Committee on Appropriations was created. Within 
the last few years the Senate determined that some of the matters 
which had been going to the Committee on Appropriations should 
go to other committees—for instance, appropriations for agricul- 
ture, to the Committee on Agriculture; appropriations for the 
Army, to the Committee on Military Affairs, and appropriations 
for the Navy, to the Committee on Naval Affairs. For years after 
I became a member of the Senate all those matters had been going 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 
I do not know whether it is really the intention to transfer 
from the Finance Committee subjects which have gone there for 
robably eighty years or more to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
alone or whether this is only to be an exceptional case. It 
seems to me it would be better to send this bill to the Committee 
on Finance for the reason that we have been sending such meas- 
ures to that committee heretofore, and it would be better to have 
it understood that a certain class of subjects go to certain com- 
mittees and certain other subjects to certain other committees. I 


do not believe we can do business in the Senate, as we have been | 


for many years doing it, harmoniously and expeditiously unless 
we adopt such a rule. 


When a certain committee concludes they would like to havea | 


bill which has formerly gone to another committee, and the chair- 
man or some other member of the committee gets up and makes 
a motion that the bill be referred to that committee, the result 
will be that discussions will be precipitated, which will last for 
a considerable time, over such questions, and that whenever 
you come to dispose of the reference of a bill the chances are that 
you will waste time in determining to what committee it shall 

referred; but if you follow the usual methods, so that the 
Chair, without any motion, will refer the bill to the appropriate 
committee, that will be the end of the businessforthat day. That 
is the orderly, decent, and peaceable way to do business, and that 
is the way we have been doing business here, and that is the way 
the matter ought to be settled in this instance. 

I have not looked up the precedents, but I have heard what has 
been said in reference to what are called the precedents by the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and they did 
not strike me as being precedents which ought tocontrol. But 
this is not a question of precedent. Suppose such action has been 
taken in the past, you do not necessarily have to take such action 


now; and even if it has never been done in the past, if you take a | 


notion that you want to change the usual method you can do so. 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] showed here that 
in 1832 a treaty with France of the same general character as the 
one dealt with by the pending bill went to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. I have not investigated to see what became of it, but 
there were some good parliamentarians and some good lawyers 
then in the Senate, onl | Ido not suppose they would have sent 
that bill te a committee on the theory that the committee had 
such jurisdiction or that they were compelled to send it there. 
They sent it there because at that time it was the orderly method 
of referring such bills and the orderly method of disposing of them 
by sending them to that committee, and such bills have been 
going there practically ever since. Evenif the Senator doesshow 
there have been some exceptions to that rule, and this will make 
another exception, will it destroy the jurisdiction of that com- 
mittee; and when the next reciprocity treaty of the same kind 
comes here will the presiding officer of the Senate, whether it be 
the present or some other, feel in duty bound, because of this 


precedent, to send the bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations? | 


The Committee on Foreign Relations is not the proper com- 
mittee to deal with a question touching the revenues nor touch- 
ing the expenditures of the Government. It was not formed for 


such purposes; it never has had that business submitted to it, 


except it may be in some isolated case. 
_Mr. President, I merely want to say a word or two about this 
bill. I think the whole proceeding is a violation of the law and 
the Constitution; that it is abnormal and unprecedented, or, at 
least, that if there are any precedents for the proposed action 
they are very few and ought not to bind us or anybody else. 

I am against this bill, Mr. President. I am against it because 
I think it is the entering wedge to a system that I know will not 
be a valuable system. I am o to it because it inflicts upon 
the people of my section of the country a great hardship, and I 
would be unworthy to stand on this floor as their representative 
or the representative of the State in which they live if I did not 


| Mr. TELLER. 
| mittee on Foreign Relations. 


| oe against it, and protest so far as is consistent with my re- 
ations to this body as a legislative body. 

Mr. President, I have seen it stated in the newspapers that I have 
said that this bill should not pass. I have never said any such 
thing. I know that this bill isto pass. I know thatthere are in- 
fluences brought to bear here which will secure the passage of 
this bill without reference to its merits; but it is not one of those 
things which will justify me or any other man in standing here 
day after day, as I can conceive many cases in which I would, to 
prevent its passage. It is not a question of jeopardizing the lib- 
erty or rights of the people of the United States, as they might be 
jeopardized by some bills, but it is a question whether the people 
of this country shall submit to the domination first of a great 
financial power called the sugar trust, that is to be benefited by 
this bill, assisted here by the force of the executive department 
of this Government, to the injury and to the harm of the people 
whom I attempt here to represent. 

I will not submit without protest, Mr. President. I have been 
in this Chamber many years. I have changed my seat in this 
Chamber, but not my principles. I formerly sat on the other side 
of the Chamber, and I now sit on this side. I sit here because I 
do not believe that the other side represents the principles it rep- 
resented when I left the Democratic party and went into the Re- 
| publican party; it does not, I think, represent the principles it 
represented twenty years ago, when I sat on the other side of the 
Chamber; and if Iam not in full and entire accord with every 
proposition made by my associates on this side, I am infinitely 
more in accord withthem than [am with those sitting over there 
| on the great questions that divide our people into political parties. 

Mr. President, I am not a free trader: I am not an extreme 
tariff man, and never was, as the speeches I made in this Chamber 
years ago will show, when I entered my protest, sitting on the 
other side of the Chamber, against the McKinley bill as an un- 
reasonable tariff bill and not consistent with the declarations of 
the party to which I then belonged as they were declared in its 
early history and so late as when I came into the Senate. 

I have said this, Mr. President, that all may know I have some 
interest in this matter; and yet I want to say here now that 
I do not propose, by any unreasonable obstruction, to hinder the 
execution of the will of the President or the will of this body as 
I believe it will be registered whenever a vote on this bill shall be 
taken. 

I noticed what the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] said 
about the new method of dealing with the tariff. I understand 
he referred to the new Republican method by reciprocity treaties. 
| Why was this treaty made? I understand it was made because 
| there could not be passed through Congress a legislative bill such 
as was desired, and the executive department had power to make 
| a treaty under the Constitution, and it was claimed the executive 
| department and the Senate, acting together, could make a treaty 
reducing the revenue or increasing the revenue, as they might see 
fit. The distinguished Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SroonEr]} 
indicates that he is not in accord with that view. Iam not sur- 
prised at that, Mr. President, for he is a good lawyer, a constitu- 
tional lawyer, and I do not believe that any constitutional lawyer 
will say that may be done without the action of Congress. I do 
not believe constitutional lawyers will give encouragement to the 
idea that the Executive and this body alone can determine what 
shall be the revenue system of this Government; that they have 
| the power to determine what the tariff duties s° all be on the dif- 
| ferent articles imported into this country withvat the consent of 
| Congress. 





Mr. President, I myself believe in reciprocity treaties properly 
secured. I do not believe that the Executive and this body have 
the power to initiate a treaty either increasing or decreasing the 
tariff without first having the approval of Congress; and that was 
the idea when the Dingley bill was passed. The provision put in 
that bill was for the making of reciprocal treaties, and it specific- 
ally enumerated the articles which were to be admitted and the 
reduction of duties upon them. Under the law I believe some 
eighteen or twenty treaties were made. I do not at this instant 
| recall that a single one of them ever reached this body or the 
| other. I do not recall that any one of them came from the com- 
mittee to which it was referred; and, so far as I recollect, all of 
| them were smothered in the Committee on Finance. 
| Mr. CULLOM., If the Senator will excuse me, they did not go 


| to the Committee on Finance, but were referred to the Commit- 


tee on Foreign Relations, which reported them back to the Senate. 
I take back that statement. I meant the Com- 


Mr. CULLOM. Those treaties were all reported from that 
committee to the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. Were they reported? 

Mr. CULLOM. Allof them were reported. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. If they were reported, not one of them was ever 
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taken up and not one of them was ever voted upon. I am free to 
say that, after I read the most of them, I should have voted against 
them if I had had the opportunity, and I suppose some other Sena- 
tors would have voted for them who are perhaps occupying prac- 
tically the same political relation thatIam. But Ido not believe 
the majority of those treaties were wisely drawn, although they 
were drawn within the law. I believe the reductions—I do not 
now know—but I think the proposed reductions amouated to 
about 8 percent. They were within the limits of the Dingley law. 

As the Senator from Georgia has said, there was every reason 
to suppose that this system was to be carried out. The President 


of the United States might to-morrow make a treaty with France | 


and the Senate might ratify it, and it would thus become a law. 
That is what was claimed for this treaty by Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber when it was before the Senate. But in my 
judgment it would never have passed if it had not been for the 
amendment which provided that its provisions should be approved 
by act of Congress, which might theoretically and technically 
bring it within the province of the Constitution, though I do not 
believe it would. 


to make these treaties and submit them to the Senate, and after 
the Senate has expressed its satisfaction, then to do what has been 
attempted here—secure the consent of the House of Representa- 
tives to legislation to carry such treaties into effect and give our 
approval to the action of the House. Whenever you enter upon 
that system—and I do not care who is the Executive nor to what 
political party he is attached—I know the power of the Executive 
to practically secure the approval in ninety cases out of a hundred 
of a treaty which he has negotiated. 

With reference to this particular measure, I have heard men 
say, ad nauseam, ‘‘ I do not approve of this bill, but I think we 
ought to enact it into law because the Republican President wants 
it done and a Republican Senate has said it ought to be done by 
ratifying the treaty.’’ When you have a Democratic President, 
with his hundred millions of patronage and with more than mere 
money patronage, with the power to take a man from the lowest 
walks of life and put him into one of the highest positions in the 
nation, you will have the same demand: ‘‘A Democratic Presi- 
dent has negotiated this treaty; a Democratic Senate has ratified 
it and declared that we ought to approve it, and therefore we are 
going to vote in line with two-thirds power of our party—the Ex- 
ecutive and the Senate.”’ 

Mr. President, the theory upon which the fathers founded this 
Government was that the people were the source of power, not 
the Executive, not even this body, and when it came to questions 
of financefand questions of taxation, they said the people shall de- 
termine whether it is a proper thing to do to put burdens upon 


the people or remove them; and, therefore, revenue questions | 


shall always be left to the House of Representatives in the first 
instance. In the Senate amendments may be made to revenue 


bill touching or changing the revenue system, although it may, 
under that special provision of the Constitution, amend such a 


bill, and in that way perform a function that belongs and ought | 


to belong to this body in its legislative capacity. 

When we act on a treaty we do not act in our legislative ca- 
pacity; we act in a special capacity conferred upon us by the Con- 
stitution, and we recognize that fact when we close the doors of 
the Senate Chamber and decline to give to the public the reasons 
which impel us to ratify or reject a treaty. 

For myself I am in favor of a reduction of the existing tariff, 
and I have been in favor of such reduction ever since the Dingley 
bill became a law. I did not vote for that bill; and I was in 
favor of reducing the tariff on many articles that were included 
in the McKinley bill, and, asI said, the RecorpD will show that I 
so declared. But if the Republican party poate to reduce the 
tariff—they say they do not now intend to do so, but may on some 
future occasion—we have just as much right to amend the bill 
under discussion as we have to amend any bill that ever came 
from the House of Representatives to this C ber. 

I know, Mr. President, that there will be no change made in 
the bill as it came from the House. Whatever may be thought 
about it, I know that the bill will be passed through this body 
without the dotting of an “‘i’’ or the crossing ofa ‘‘t.’’ I doubt, 
in fact I know, that if I could show in the bill an error of gram- 
mar or anything of that kind I could not secure even an amend- 
ment to correct such a mistake, because the bill then would have 
to be returned to the House, and the determination of the party 
in power is that, having secured the sage of the bill by the 
House, they will not allow it to go back there again. 

I do not know where this bill ought to go. It seems to me the 
proper place for it is probably the Committee on Finance, but I 
do not care whether it goes to that committee or not, for the 
result will be the same whether it is sent to the Committee on 
Finance, or to the Committee on Foreign Relations, or the Com- 
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mittee on the Judiciary, or to the Committee on Privileges and 


| Elections. There is a provision in the bill which raises a great 


legal question, and perhaps it ought to go to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. Let me call this provision to the attention of the 
lawyers of this body: 

That nothing herein contained shall be held or construed as an admission 
on the part of the House of Representatives that customs duties can be 
changed otherwise than by an act of Congress originating in said House, 

Mr. President, I believe that to be the law, but I suppose 
from the speeches which I heard when the treaty was before the 
Senate that there are sitting on the other side, and possibly on this 
side, Senators who do not believe that is the law. We might 
take the opinion of the Committee on the Judiciary as to that 
question. We might find out whether that is the consensus of 
opinion, and it would not be a bad thing to do to say to the ex- 
ecutive Seen of the Government in that way, “If you 
want to makea treaty in which France or Spain or Germany shall 
be given exceptional privileges with reference to the tariff, go to 
the source of all power, the House of Representatives, the people 


| themselves, who do not represent, States, but represent the great 
It may be said that no harm will come if we allow the President 


mass of the American voters; go to that body which every two 
years returns to its constituency and asks approval for what has 
been done and promises what will be done if they are returned— 
go there and get their approval, and if you secure the approval 
of that body and of this, then you can go to work and make a 
treaty.”’ 

“I have never voted for any of these treaties and I never intend 
to vote for any of them that do not recognize that principle, not 
so much for fear of a tariff that is not acceptable to me, but be- 
cause I am one of those who believe that you can depart little by 
little from the principles of this Government until you get so far 
from them that nobody will recognize that which we recognized 
in our earlier days as the Government of the United States. 

So, Mr. President, the only interest I have in this question is 
that I believe the ordinary, decent methods of doing business in 
this body require the bill to go to the Committee on Finance. I 
know that the chairman of the Committee on Finance does not 
seek it. There was a question raised when we first came here as 
to whether we could originate in this body a bill for the purpose 
of approving the treaty with Cuba. _ I do not think I shall exceed 
the proprieties of the occasion if I say that I believe every mem- 
ber of the Committee on Finance was opposed to that theory. 
We believed that the House, and the House alone, had the right 
to originate this legislation; that the Senate could not originate 
it; and there is no disposition on the part of the Committee on 
Finance, so far as I know, to arrogate to itself any powers that 
are not given to it. 

I think it would have been well for the chairman of the Finance 
Committee to have insisted that his committee was entitled to con- 
sider the measure, but I know what a delicate matter it is to raise 


| a question of that kind. I know that the chairman of that com- 
measures; but, in my judgment, the Senate can not originate any | 


mittee does not like to raise such aquestion against the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

I have full and entire faith in the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and if that committee is to have jurisdiction of such bills 
as the one under discussion let us so declare by rule, sothat when 
the numerous matters of this class come to us we shall not have to 


| debate every day as to which committee is entitled to consider 


them, but we shall know where they belong. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I fully agree with the general 
contention of the Senator from Texas [Mr. BarLEy] and the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], that bills affecting the reve- 
nue, or which propose changes in tariff rates, should be referred 
to the committee charged by the Senate with the responsibility of 
considering legislation of this character. There have been modi- 
fications by general consent of this proper rule. Whenthe Com- 
mittees on Relations with Cuba, the Philippine Islands, and the 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico were constituted there was an 
understanding that all questions pertaining to the respective 


islands and countries, whether they were questions affecting the 





| revenue or the currency, should be referred to those committees 


and not to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER. Affecting conditions in the islands, but not the 
conditions here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, affecting all revenue and all currency 
questions pertaining to the islands. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance goes a great deal further than he understood me to go. I 
understood that if a bill before this body affected the duties on 
imports into this so-called province of ours, the Philippines, it 
would go to one of the committees constituted for the purpose of 
dealing with questions relating to those islands. 

Mr. BAILEY. If it related to imports. 

Mr. TELLER. Measures affecting imports into the Philip- 
pines. providing for duties on goods we send there, would go to 
the Committee on the Philippines. We put a tariff on goods 





| 
| 
| 
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imported into the Philippine Islands. Wesaid, ‘‘ Everything that 
goes into the Philippines must pay a duty.” As I understood, 
such matters as that would be left to the Committee on the Philip- 
are but bills relating to the duty on oo imported into the 


nited States from the Philippines would go to the Committee on 
Finance. There was a bill reported from that committee, or an 
amendment or something in the House bill, I believe, that would 
indicate that the committee claimed what the Senator now does. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The practice under the understanding, as the 
Senator will remember, Sas not been as stated; for instance, in 
the case of the Cuban reciprocity legislation, so called, the bill 
which came to the Senate in the last Congress from the House of 
Representatives was sent without objection to the Committee on 
Relations with Cuba. All bills affecting the revenue or the cur- 
rency of the Philippines were referred to the Committee on the 
Philippines, and all bills pertaining to the currency and to the 
tariff rates to Porto Rico or from Porto Rico to this country were 
sent to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. I say, 
then, to that extent—wisely or unwisely—the Senate by unan- 
imous consent has modified whgt I think is a very proper rule. 

Now, with reference to the particular question under consider- 
ation, the treaty which we are now seeking to make operative 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations without a 
question being raised, and it was reported from that committee. 
This is a bill to make this treaty, which was ratified by the Sen- 
ate, operative. It isa very narrow proposition. I shall vote to 
send this bill to the Committee on nencions Relations, and in so 
voting I do not intend to assent to the proposition that that com- 
mittee have a right to consider or ought to be charged with the 
duty of considering revenue legislation. I believe that legislation 
of that kind ought to go to the Committee on Finance. I have 
examined the precedents to which the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CuLLOM] has called attention—and whatever value should be 
given to them I will not now undertake to oe taking these 
into consideration and the further fact that this is simply legisla- 
tion to make a treaty operative, I shall vote to refer this bill to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, but I do not want it under- 
stood as establishing a precedent to govern future action. 

Mr. TELLER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator believe that it is such a tariff 
bill that it could be amended so as to provide that the revenue 
should be reduced 1 per cent or 60 per cent? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I donot. I know that the Senate can amend 
this bill in any way that a majority of the Senate can be induced 
to vote. 

Mr. TELLER. Of course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not raising that question, and I am not 
undertaking to dispose of it. It will be disposed of in due time. 
I do not think that this is such a revenue bill as can be changed 
and amended along the lines the Senator from Colorado suggested. 
I do know perfectly well that Senators can, and I have no doubt 
will, offer all kinds of amendments. I hope most sincerely that 
none of them will be adopted. I hope the Senator from Colorado 
is correct in his prognostication that the bill will pass this body 
without the dotting of an ‘‘i’’ or the crossing of a *‘ t.”’ 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Did I understand the Senator from Rhode 
Island to say that this is not a bill which it is within the lawful 
power of the Senate to amend? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not say quite that. I said that we can 
not undertake to amend the treaty through amendments to this 
legislation. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask more for the purpose of fixing the posi- 
tion of those who voted for it in another body rather than those 
who shall vote for it in this. If the Senate can not amend this 
bill because it is practically a treaty implies that the House could 
not consider it, as to say that would establish the right of the 
House to ratify a treaty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Texas think that by 
legislation at this stage we can amend the treaty which has been 
entered into between two powers? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; because a treaty would be superseded by 
subsequent legislation. You could absolutely repeal it. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, yes; in that way. Can you amend the | 


terms of the treaty? 

Mr. BAILEY. Any law of Congress in conflict with the treaty 
would be a repeal of the treaty pro tanto. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, pro tanto. 

Mr. BAILEY. But Iagree with the Senator from Rhode Island 
that in good faith, when Congress is trying to carry out a treaty, 
the law ought to follow the lines of the treaty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is all I am contending for. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iagree with the Senator. As a Member of the 
House—)M>, Wresident, I doubt if it is exactly the proper thing for 








me to discuss what transpired in the other House. I shall abstain 
from it until I come to speak at length upon the bill. But I will 
be permitted to say that if I were a Member of the House I would 
have felt just as the Senator from Rhode Island feels and as I 
feel, that this was not the origination of a revenue bill at all, but 
that it was simply a command to ratify the treaty as it stood. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That the Senate can amend the bill as it comes 
from the House of Representatives I have no question whatever, 
provided there are sufficient votes obtainable. 

Mr. CARMACK. What is the title of the bill, I will ask the 
Senator? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know. 

Mr. SPOONER. It isa bill to carry out the provisions of the 
treaty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I know the purpose of it, or I think I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is ‘‘A bill to carry into effect a convention 
between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the 
11th day of December, in the year 1902.”’ 

Mr. CARMACK. Could weamend a billof that sort? Accord- 
ing to that title, could we treat it as a general revenue bill.and 
amend it accordingly? 

Mr. ALDRICH. From my standpoint you could not. 

Mr. CULLOM. It would kill the treaty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You could kill the treaty by this indirect 
method, yes. 

Mr. SPOONER... It would be a strange way to carry out the 
treaty—to kill it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. CARMACK. WhatI mean is this: The pending bill is to 
carry outatreaty. That is the title of it. Can you amend it at 
all, because if you do amend it at all you do not carry out the 
treaty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Youcan not properly amend it, but the reason 
you should not amend it is not because the title reads one way or 
the other, I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee, but because 
good faith requires us to carry out the treaty stipulations. I do 
not think there is any technical reason why we are unable to 
amend it. 

Mr. CARMACK. I am not very familiar with the rules, but 
the question with me is whether it would be in order, on a bill 
of this sort, which is to carry out a treaty, to offer an amendment 
to it which would destroy the treaty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That would be a question of propriety for 
each Member to decide for himself. 

Mr. CARMACK. Under the rules would it be permissible? I 
ask for information, because I do not know a thing on earth about 
the rules. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If I were in the chair when an amendment 
was offered, I should say technically it was in order. 

Mr. CARMACK. Would it be germane to the bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is a question for the presiding officer 
and then for the Senate to decide. I do not think it would be. 

Mr. CARMACK. Iam asking for information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not in my opinion. 

Mr. CARMACK. No amendment would be in order? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think an amendment of that kind would be 
amanifestimpropriety. The good faith of the Government of the 
United States is pledged to make the treaty operative precisely in 
the form in which it was ratified. 

Mr. CARMACK, Would it be in order, is the question I asked. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should hate to see any Senator offer an 
amendment of that kind. But Iagree that the Senator from Ten- 
nessee may have a very different idea about his duty and about 
what ought to be done in this matter than I have, and I am not 
speaking for the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. CARMACK. The question I was asking is this, with the 
indulgence of the Senator from Rhode Island. I know the Sen- 


| ator is familiar with the rules, and the point I was trying to get 


at is whether or not it would be in order under the rules. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not here 
Mr. CARMACK. The Senator knows a great deal about the 
rules, and I do not know. On a bill which is entitled ‘‘A bill to 
carry out the provisions of a treaty’’ would any amendment be 





| in order if that amendment, as any amendment would, would de- 


stroy the effect of the bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, from my standpoint, no; but I am not 
the presiding officer of this body. 

Mr. CARMACK. I merely wanted the Senator’s opinion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am notanswering that question simply upon 
a technical ground. I think it would be manifestly improper for 
the Senate—— 

Mr. CARMACK. Asa matter of morals? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Asa matterof ethics. Asa matter of ethics, 
I think it would be manifestly improper for the Senate to do some- 
thing by indirection which it would not undertake todo by direc- 
tion. 
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Mr. CARMACK. General ethics or Senatorial ethics? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Both. I do not know any difference. 

Mr. CARMACK. Ido. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Tennessee does not. 
Mr. President, I have said all I care to say upon this subject. I 
shall vote for this reference. I shall not do it with the idea that 
that action is to be controlling hereafter as a precedent with re- 
spect to the reference of legislation affecting the revenue. 

I wish to say a single word further in answer to the suggestion 
made by the Senator from Georgia. I will say for myself, and not 
for anybody else, that in my judgment the reciprocity arrange- 
ments made by this country in the future will be made through 
legislative enactments rather than by commercial treaties. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom], to refer 
the bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BAILEY and Mr. TELLER called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. BACON. The distinct motion, I understand, is to refer 
the bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the question. 

Mr. BACON. It involves nothing as to any other committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not. 

Mr. ALLISON. r. President, before the vote is taken, I wish 
to say a word samuutidie the reference of the pending bill. I in- 
tend to vote to refer it to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and yet I think there is very much in the debate which would jus- 
tify its reference to the Committee on Finance, if it would not be 
controlling in that direction under ordinary circumstances. And 
when I say that I have noapprehension that the Foreign Relations 
Committee or the Senate will undertake, by means of treaties with 
foreign countries, to disturb or destroy our financial system, so far 
as the tariff is concerned. But I believe there is so much in the 
contest, if you may call it a contest, which has prevailed for some 
years, as respects the jurisdiction of the House with reference to 
commercial treaties wherein the tariff is involved, that in making 
such treaties there should be a provision for their submission to 
the House of Representatives before final action. 

I believe that has been done in nearly every instance, if not in 
every instance, hitherto. It certainly was done in the case of the 
treaty with the Canadian provinces. It was done with the Ha- 
waiian treaty. It was also done when we made the treaty with 
Mexico. As I remember, it was in the original treaty when sent 
to this Chamber. 

Mr. CULLOM. It was. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was in the original treaty made by General 
Grant, who recognized that whatever might be the final disposi- 
tion of a contested question as to the power of the Executive and 
the Senate, under the Constitution, to make a treaty involving a 
question of revenue, it was not wise to have that question raised 
in such treaties. Hence such a provision is found in all these 
treaties up to this time, I believe. I may be mistaken, and if I 
am the Senator from Illinois will correct me. 

Mr. CULLOM. Of late years all the treaties that were called 
reciprocity or commercial treaties, affecting in any way the reve- 
nue, have had a clause of this sort in them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that all the recent treaties, made 
under what is known as the Dingley law, have such a provision. 
The law authorizing this class of treaties, which was referred to 
by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] in debate, directed | 
that those treaties should be submitted to the House before taking | 
final effect. 

Mr. CULLOM. The provision of the Dingley law was that os! 
treaties should be approved by Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. Approved by Congress. 

Mr. CULLOM. Hence the expression in this treaty. 

Mr. ALLISON. That necessarily involved the ——s of their | 
submission to the House. Those treaties were so ap 

Now, the reason which underlies the question of 1 submis- 
sion to the House is that the treaties involve a change of tariff 
laws—a change of the rates of duty imposed upon articles im- 

ported from foreign countries—and before those aunemas in ov 
Phall finally take effect it is provided that the measures shall be 
submitted to the House. 

That being true, it involves, to my mind, two or three questions: 
First, the making ‘of such treaties by the President and the Sen- 


ate, and secondly, the approval of Congress. The first sta a 
this process undoubtedly the President must initiate. We 

can not very well undertake to make treaties. The treaty-maki 

— here being a coordinate power, it must first be exerci: 

y the President, as I understand, although I believe that some 
time in the early history of our country the Presidents did in 
some way advise with the Senate before they made treaties. That 
is the first stage. 

Now, the next question is whether, when the treaties are made, 
they are providently or improvidently made, so as to destroy the 


“Lahm ha khan ke 6 hl a ae te eee ee 


power of the two Houses to raise revenue for the support of the 
Government. That is distinctly a financial question. There- 
fore when the treaties are submitted to Congress wer are not 
submitted as respects the general policy of making such treaties 
or including matters of general commercial policy, but they are 
submitted to Congress upon that question alone, and being so 
submitted, in the House, I think, uniformly bills for the approval 
of such treaties have been referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. Therefore I think it is proper, and, indeed, more 
natural, that such bills when they come to us from the House 
should in some way be considered here by the committee which 
has charge of the general subject of the tariff. 

But when we come to this specific treaty, there are difficulties 
about it,in my mind. In the first place, we committed to the 
Committee on Relations with Cuba all subjects relating to Cuba, 
and it therefore seemed proper that that committee should take 
charge. It also seemed to me proper that the Committee on 
Finance should take jurisdiction of this subject, if it so desired. 
As I understand, no member of the Committee on Finance insists, 
as respects this particular measyre, that it shall be considered by 
that committee. Certainly Ido not. I believe that for the con- 
venience of us all it is wiser and better that the bill be first con- 
sidered by the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I shall so 
vote, although I do not wish to be foreclosed hereafter by having 
a precedent which shall exclude the Finance Committee from the 
consideration of these questions as affecting the revenue. 

a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 

TO. . 
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President—— 
Mr. BAILEY. A parliamentary inquiry before the roll is 


called. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas will 
state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to inquire as a matter of order whether 
if the motion of the Senator from Illinois be voted down the bill 
will then, without motion, be referred to the Committee on 
Finance? 

Mr. CULLOM. There are two other committees. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would depend upon the 
opinion of the presiding officer as to where the bill ought to go. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thought so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, undoubtedly, if 
this motion should be voted down, would send the bill to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I intend to vote to refer this 
bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations, although I think the 
distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has given very 
strong reasons why it should go to the Committee on Finance. 
But what I rose to say more particularly, Mr. President, is that I 
have some very decided views upon the eee as to the differ- 
ent grants of constitutional power to the House of Representatives 
and the President in reference to matters now under considera- 
tion—bills for raising revenue. 

I believe most thoroughly that the two grants in the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, the one directing that all bills for rais- 
ing revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives and 
the other conferring upon the Executive of the nation the power, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to make trea- 
ties, while two separate and distinct grants of power, are grants 
nevertheless that must be construed together in pari materia so 
as to give full force and effect to each. 

All bills for raising revenue, says the Constitution, shall origi- 
nate in the House of Representatives, while in a subsequent clause 
power is vested in the President, by and with the advice and con- 
| sent of the Senate, to make treaties. There is no limitation or 
qualification whatever upon this last-designated power. It isa 
— to make treaties without any qualification or limitation. 

herefore it must be construed in connection with the other grant 
of power, which directs that bills for raising revenue must orig- 
inate in the House of se he tame engin and in order to give full 
force and effect to both they must be construed together; and so 
much of the power as is contained in the former grant to the 
House of Representatives as is necessarily taken away by the 
other grant authorizing the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to make treaties is eliminated just to that 
extent. 

Therefore I am firmly of the conviction that when the Consti- 
tution says that the President, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, may make treaties, it means precisely what it says. 
It isa plenary grant of power, and that a treaty, whether it affects 
the revenue or not, either directly or indirectly, is nevertheless a 
treaty, and a treaty authorized by the Constitution of the United 
States,and just in that ers and to that extent is the former 

nt requiring revenue bills to be originated in the House modi- 


ed; and hence it follows that the House of Representatives has 
no right, so far as the grant of the Constitution is concerned, to 
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have any say on the matter of revenue where that revenue is af- 
fected by a treaty made by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate. Bd . 

Of course the Senate can waive the constitutional question and 
defer to the claim of the House; it has done so, I believe, time 
and time again. I refer to the claim of the House that there is 
no power with the Executive and the Senate, in the absence of 
concurrence on the part of the House, to make a treaty affecting 
the revenue, and therefore the House has been given opportunity 
from time to time, in various bills to enforce treaties, to have its 
say upon the question. But all I mean to say is that in my judg- 
ment the House has no constitutional right to have anything to 
say on thesubject. I believe a careful examination of the authori- 
ties upon that subject, of the best writers on constitutional con- 
struction, will bear out the opinion to which I give my adherence. 

I simply wanted to say this much, Mr. President. Now, al- 
though I shall vote, of course, for this bill when it comes up, I 
deny that the House of Representatives has any constitutional 
right to pass upon any question of revenue, where that revenue 
has been affected by a treaty made in accordance with the grant 
in the Constitution authorizing the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to make treaties. 





The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALpRIcH | 


responded to his name. 


Mr. TELLER. At the suggestion of Senators about me, I will | 


withdraw the call for the yeas and nays, if nobody objects. 
Mr. MONEY. Before the vote is taken—— 
Mr. LODGE. Has there not been a response on the roll call? 
. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One Senator has responded to 
is name. 


Mr. LODGE. I have no desire to have the record made. Iam 
perfectly willing to withdraw the point of ordet. The only rea- 
son I made it is that I think, after the roll has begun, it is a very 
dangerous precedent for our general conduct of business to re- 
enter on debate. We are pretty loose about it anyway. 

Mr. BAILEY. I concur in that opinion generally, but in view 
of some statements that have been made on the other side, that 
they are going to do this this time and are not going to do it any 
more, I desire to spare them the embarrassment of a record, and 
I think perhaps the next time, without a record vote to confront 
them, they will vote right. I make no demand for the yeas and 


nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The demand for the yeas and 
nays has been withdrawn, and the Senator from Mississippi is 
recognized. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I do not intend to occupy more 
than a very few moments, much less time than has already been 
consumed in discussing the point of order. 

It happens that I am a member of all three committees con- 
cerned, and therefore, so far as I am personally concerned, it is 
simply a shifting of the burden from one shoulder to the other. 


| I have a belief that this matter should go to the Committee on 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will call the roll. | 


Finance, but I have no objection, particularly, to its going to any 

other committee to which the Senate may choose to refer it. 
Tam aware also—and I believe that is the only reason which has 

been used in favor of sending this matter to the Committce on 


| Foreign Relations—that the members of that committee reported 
| the treaty to the Senate, are familiar with the subject-matter in 


Mr. LODGE. Then I make the point of order that debate is | 


not in order. 

Mr. MONEY. I can not hear. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (to Mr. Money). 
sponse on the roll call. 

Mr. MONEY. I was unaware of that fact. 

Mr. GORMAN. 
should be enforced in this instance. The Senator from Colorado 
rose before a response was heard on this side and withdrew the 
demand for the yeas and nays. 


There has been a re- 


I suggest that it is hardly fair that that rule | 


Mr. BAILEY. Since that question has been raised, I willrenew | 


the demand for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Texas will pardon me for a 
moment. Iam dealing with the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. BAILEY, Oh! 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwas about to suggest that under the circum- 
stances it would not be fair to cut the Senator from Mississippi 
from the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course not. 

Mr. GORMAN, The Senator from Colorado rose at the same 
moment that the roll call commenced and was recognized by the 
Chair, and withdrew the demand for the yeas and nays. 


its detail, and would be prepared to report perhaps after a single 
sitting, and I know the anxiety of the Senate to adjourn. 

But as some matters of fact have come up here for discussion, 
I wish to say, in answer to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON}, 
as I understood him, not being able to hear him entirely distinctly, 
I believe everything which concerns the levying of taxes and the 
collection of revenue should go to that committee which is designed 
by the rules to take charge of such matters, and there should be 
no exception whatever. 

It has been decided that the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico has charge of that tariff, and the Philippine Commit- 
tee, I believe, also, with respect to the tariff as to those islands. 
In those matters we are dealing with our colonies. Here we are 
dealing with an independent country, an independent Republic. 
The reason, however, is just as good in that case as in the other, 
and my opinion is that they should all have gone to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. I disagree also with the statement that a treaty 
of this character has no sort of validity unless confirmed by both 
Houses. I believe that the House should originate all matters of 
revenue, but I also think that whenever a treaty is negotiated and 
ratified by the Senate it is then a part of the law of the land. Ac- 


| cording to the declaration of the Constitution it and all the stat- 


I sug- | 


gest to the Senator from Massachusetts that we should not take | 


advantage of the fact, if it be the fact, as I suppose it is, that a 
response has been made to cut off the Senator from Mississippi. 


| and taxation had been referred to different committees. 
Mr. MONEY. Ido not consider that what I am about to say | 


is of sufficient importance to make a contention about it, and if | 


the Senator from Massachusetts insists upon his point of order I 
will simply take my seat. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
withdrew the demand for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Texas renewed it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The demand having been 
withdrawn—— 

Mr. LODGE. How could he withdraw it or do anything after 
a name had been called and there had been a response? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
was rising to withdraw the demand while the Secretary called 


the name of the Senator from Rhode Island, and the Chair, un- | 


utes and treaties passed in consonance with it are the supreme 
law of the land. 

3ut what I particularly wanted to say was this: The Senator 
from Iowa, as I understood him, said that in this case and in the 
others adduced all these matters concerning the laying of revenue 
It is true 
the line of precedent is wavering. But the line of authority is 
steadfast. He instanced acase now and then where the authority 
of the committee seems to have been invaded and the considera- 
tion of such matters taken from the Finance Committee. 

But now let us assume, Mr. President, that it will work as well 
in one case as in another, which is the assumption upon which we 
are now proceeding. We had here in the last Congress thirteen 
several reciprocity bills, negotiated formally by a commission ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States under the authority 
of the Dingley Act, the same authority having been conferred pre- 


| viously by the McKinley Act. Those bills regulated all the tariff 


der the circumstances, thinks it would be better not to enforce | 


the rule. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not rise to make any question about the 
ruling of the Presiding Officer or to op 
the Senator from Mississippi to speak. 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. BarLEy] renewed the demand for the 
yeasand nays after it was withdrawn bytheSenator from Colorado. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas | 


renew the demand for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course I would not renew it until the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi has said what he desires to say to the Senate, 
and I will say, while I am on —- that I do not care for the 
~~ and — Of course everybody knows how the question will 

decided, but if the Senator from Massachusetts would like to 
have the record made, I shall be glad to join him in demanding 
the yeas and nays. 


an opportunity for | 
only wanted to say that | 





of this country with the respective countries with which they 
were negotiated. , 

I will suppose now that the whole ground could have been cov- 
ered by reciprocity treaties, and that the President had full au- 
thority, as far as the legislative power could give it to him, will 
not be disputed by anyone. Suppose the President, then, in pur- 
suance of that authority, had negotiated a treaty with every nation 
in the world with which we held commercial intercourse, I want 
to know, then, what would have become of the Finance Committee 
of the Senate? There would not have been a single subject for 
them to consider in connection with the tariff. The whole ques- 
tion of levying taxes, regulating customs, and raising revenue by 
tariff would have been taken piecemeal from that committee and 
all of it conferred upon the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Now, if you can do it in one case you can do it in all, and for 
that single reason, if I had no other, which I have, and I will not 
detain the Senate with any relation of them—for that reason I 
shall feel compelled to vote that this bill shall be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. I know that it makes no particular 
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difference in the result. I understand that; this has been debated | of parties for property taken from them by military forces of the 
here almost as an academic question in its effect, but nevertheless United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

I fully agree with what the Senator from Texas said about it; and By Mr. DICK: A bill (H. R. 4696) providing for penalty en- 
I desire simply to go on record with my reason for voting against | velopes for return vouchers in mailing pension checks—to the 


referring the bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations. Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 4697) to provide free mail 

to refer the bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations. | transmission in the presentation for payment of executed vouch- 
The motion was agreed to. ers for pension—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn until Monday | Roads. 

next. By Mr. FIELD: A bill (H. R. 4698) to provide for the erection 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 20 minutes | of a public building at Corsicana, Tex.—to the Committee on 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, November 23, 1903, at | Public Buildings and Grounds. 
12 o’clock meridian. By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 4699) to prevent the dese- 
— cration of the American flag—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ai * siete dati By Mr. McANDREWS: A resolution (H. Res. 28) mae in- 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. quiry as to the material A me one in the construction of the 

. » Rinne ‘ ‘ union station in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee 
FRIDAY, November 20, 1908. on the District of Columbia. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 5 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
tae eee : | the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker—— 


follows: 
_ ; : By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4695) to pay deputy 
Mr. RIXEY. I desire to make a motion that the gentleman | (jor in the Indian Territory their salaries for recording legal 
from North Carolina, Mr. Claude Kitchin, be sworn in. |.documents—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The SPEAKER. Let the gentleman come forward. , 


ao By Mr. BOWERSOCE: A bill (H. R. 4700) granting an increase 
Thereupon Mr. Claude Kitchin, a Member-elect from the Second | Sonat 543, ‘ : : 
district of North Carolina, appeared at the bar of the House and | of youtten to Renette Gemnetin~te the Comaaliies 60 Seyeus 


The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? | 


d Pensions. 
took the oath of office prescribed by law. | Also, a bill (H. R. 4701) granting an increase of pension to 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. David P. De Tar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By unanimous consent, Mr. LANNING obtained leave of absence | _ Also, a bill (H.R. 4702) granting an increase of pension to John 
for ten days on account of important business. T. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. L 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now |_ Also,a bill (H. R. 4703) granting an increase of pension to 8. R. 
adjourn. Beckwith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clockand 5 | _ Also, a bill (H. R. 4704) granting an increase of pension to 
minutes p.m.) the House, under its previous order, adjourned | James H. Devin, alias Harrison J. Devin—to the Committee on 
until Tuesday, November 24, 1903, at 12 o’clock noon. Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4705) granting an increase of pension to John 
" C. Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H.R. 4706) to pay Lavaca County 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | National Bank $105—to the Committee on Claims. 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as |__By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H.R. 4707) granting a pension to 
follows: Margaret J. Snook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 4681) granting to the State | By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 4708) granting an increase of 
of Wyoming 50,000 acres of land to aid in the continuation, en- | pension to Samuel Engle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
largement, and maintenance of the Wyoming State Soldiers and | By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 4709) granting an increase of 
Sailors’ Home—to the Committee on the Public Lands. | pension to John 8. Kephart—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4682) to provide for the purchase of a site | sions. : ¥ : ‘ . 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Rawlins, in the | _ Also, a bill (H, R. 4710) granting an increase of pension to John 
State of Wyoming—to the Committee on Public Buildings and | Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; ; 
Grounds. |__ Also, a bill (H. R. 4711) granting an increase of pension to David 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 4683) providing for the erec- | Ennis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 
tion of a public building at Trenton, Mo.—to the Committee on | _ Also, a bill (H. R. 4712) granting an increase of pension to 
Public Buildings and Grounds. Thomas H. Ballard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4684) providing for the erection of a public Also, a bill (H. R. 4713) granting an increase of ‘pension to 
building at Carrollton, Mo.—to the Committee on Public Build- | Hensley H. Kirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ings and Grounds. _ Also, a bill (H. R. 4714) granting an increase of pension to Cur- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4685) providing for the erection of a public | tis C. Bliton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
building at Brookfield, Mo.—to the Committee on Public Build- | _ By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 4715) for the relief of Patrick 
ings and Grounds. J. Sullivan, Jeremiah McCarthey, and Bartholomew Shea, and for 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 4686) for the erection of a pub- | the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of John B. Dil- 
lic building at Jeffersonville, Clark County, Ind.—to the Com- | lon—to the Committee on Claims. i . ; 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. | By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H.R. 4716) granting an increase 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 4687) for the erection of | of pension to Mary B. Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 








a public building at North Tonawanda, N. Y.—to the Committee | sions. s i ) 

on Public Buildings and Grounds. |_ By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H.R. 47 17) for the relief of Martha A. 
By Mr. OTIS: A bill (H. R. 4688) making appropriation for the | Murphy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

construction and completion of Eastchester Creek—to the Com- | Also, a bill (H.R.4718) granting an increase of pension to 

mittee on Rivers and Harbors. | Thomas Ballard—to the Committee on Pensions. n k 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4689) for the improvement of the harbor at | By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 4719) granting 

Tarrytown, N. Y.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. | an increase of pension to Joseph F. Carter—to the Committee on 


By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 4690) to improve and to | Invalid Pensions. 


continue the improvement of the Coosa River—to the Committee | By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 4720) granting a pension to 


on Riversand Harbors. George Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4691) to appropriate $2,500 to erect a soldiers’ | By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 4721) granting an increase 
monument at Emuckfaw, Tallapoosa County, Ala.—to the Com- | of pension to Thomas Hutchinson—to the Committee on Invalid 
mittee on the Library. Pensions. f : ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4692) to provide for the erection and main- | _By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 4722) granting a pension to 
tenance of a Soldiers’ Home in the Fifth Congressional district of | Charles Jacobs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alabama and an appropriation of $100,000 for same—to the Com- |__ By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 4723) for the re- 
mittee on Military Affairs. lief of the Stone, Sand, and Gravel Company, of New Orleans, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4693) to amend the Bowman Act, volume | La., and the surety for the performance of its contract with the 
22, Statutes at Large, page 485—to the Committeeon War Claims. | Government for diverting the mouth of the Yazoo River, near 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4694) to appropriate $100,000 for the relief ' Vicksburg—to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also. a bill (H. R. 4724) for the relief of Susan A. Nicholas—to 
the Committee on War Claims. , ‘ 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 4725) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward Burns—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 4726) granting an increase 
of pension to 8. B. Brightman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4727) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4728) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam W. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 4729) to grant an honorable dis- 
charge to Frederick A. Noeller—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 4730) granting an increase of 
pension to David W. See—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4731) for the 
relief of the heirs of Josiah Springer—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4732) for the relief of the heirs of John Pet- 
tipool—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4733) for the relief of Jason Howard—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4784) for the relief of the heirs of George W. 
Foster, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4735) for the relief of Boling King—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4736) for the relief of Maria | 
Agnes White—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4737) for the relief of Nancy J. Howard—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4738) for the relief of Margaret L. Wat- 
kins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4739) for the relief of William B. Olive—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4740) for the relief of Dr. Leroy Pope | 
Walker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4741) for the relief of the heirs of Kennon H. | 
Steger, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4742) for the relief of Calvin 8. Hill—to the | 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4743) for the relief of Xantippe Jackson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4744) for the relief of the heirs of Sarah | 
Schrimsher—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4745) for the relief of Joseph A. Hardwick— | 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4746) for the relief of Mary C. Smith, heir at | 
law of Alexander F. Perryman, deceased—to the Committee on | 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4747) for the relief of John McMurtry—to | 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4748) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
correct the record of Calhoun Malone—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.°4749) to refer the claim of Mrs. Jennia 
Brumby against the United States to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4750) to place W. I. Jackson on the pension | 
roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHOBER: A bill (H. R. 4751) granting an increase of | 
pension to Leroy S. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 4752) graniing an in- | 
crease of pension to Joseph A. Spaulding—to the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4753) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4754) granting an increase of pension to John 
Lindt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4755) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4756) granting an increase of pension to Lewis | 
R. Gates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4757) granting an increase of pension to John | 
Ashmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4758) granting an increase of pension to | 
George W. Wicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a_bill (H. R. 4759) granting an increase of pension to | 
David P. McDonald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4760) granting an increase of pension to 
Jasper Reno—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4761) granting an increase of pension to | 
William H. Parsons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4762) granting an increase of pension to | 
Joseph Raffensperger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 4763) granting George W. Wicks and his 
two children land in lieu of allotments and of annuities—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4764) granting a pension to John Denny— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4765) granting a pension to Ellen M. Tucker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4766) for the relief of A. M. Ellis—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 4767) for the relief of Charles H. Warren— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4768) for the relief of the personal representa- 
tive of Jacob Bogert—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4769) for the relief of C. A. Berry—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4770) for the relief of Daniel J. Ockerson— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 4771) granting a pension to Aaron 
Taylor—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4772) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Baughman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4773) granting anincrease of pension to Henry 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4774) granting an increase of pension to Wes- 
ley B. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHALL: A bill (H. R. 4775) for the relief of the 
estate of Richard M. Harrison, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4776) for the relief of W.H. Harrison—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4777) for the relief of Bettie Eppes Mine- 
tree, sole heir of John W. Eppes, deceased—-to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4778) for the relief of the estate of David B. 
Tennant, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4779) for the relief of R. A. Young—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4780) for the relief of G. W. Browder—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4781) for the relief of Lettie Myers--to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4782) for the relief of the estate of John J. 
Mitchell, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 4783) for the relief of the wardens and ves- 


| trymen of Old Merchant's Hope Episcopal Church, of Prince 


George County, Va.-—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4784) for the relief of Sallie R. Walton—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4785) for the relief of the estate of John B. 


| Ege, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4786) for the relief of the estate of Richard 
Wiseman, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4787) for the relief of Pickrell & Brooks—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4788) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Walton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4789) for the relief of J. A. Shackleton—to 


| the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4790) granting 


| a pension to Annie B. Mosbrugger—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4791) granting a pension to Louis Demarais— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4792) to restore the name of Dominique De- 


| mers to the pension roll of the United States—to the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 4793) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel Prochel—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 4794) granting a pension to 


| Delania Preston—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R.4795) granting a pension to Delania Preston, 
widow of William G. Preston—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4796) granting an increase of pension to 


| Mary J. Allen—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4797) granting an increase of pension to Syd- 
ney R. Grigg—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4798) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet F. Harris—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4799) granting an increase of pension to Su- 
san De Lamor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4800) granting an increase of pension to Phillip 
Mooney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4801) for the relief of Fanny R. Bonner, of 
Clay County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4802) for the relief of Alexander M. Steed, of 
Clay County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4803) for the relief of Thomas Bonner, jr., of 
Clay County, Ala.—to the Comnittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4804) for che relief J. I. Catney—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4805) to refer the claim against the United 
States of Elizabeth Haden to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4806) to pay the estate of Phillip Lightfoot, 
deceased, the sum of $1,312 for stores and supplies—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4807) to pay the estate of John M. Ellington 
the sum of $7,755 for stores and supplies—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4808) to pay the estate of John A. Brown, 
deceased, the sum of $10,952 for stores and supplies—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4809) to pay the estate of Mary Daugherty, 
deceased, the sum of $1,045 for stores and supplies—to the Com- 
anittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4810) to pay the estate of Robert Mitchell, 
deceased, the sum of $129,150 for stores and supplies—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4811) to pay the estate of Jerry T. Cloud the 
sum of $2,530—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4812) to pay the estate of Unity E. Green- 
wood, of Macon County, Ala., the sum of $4,550—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4818) to pay to the estate of Sampson B. 
Cloud the sum of $1,595—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4814) to divest title out of United States and 
vest same in R. W. Allen & Co., to west half of southeast quarter, 
section 34, township 24 north, range 25 east, standard Southern 
meridian, Chambers County, Ala.—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 4815) granting a pension 
to Lizzie Callum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4816) granting an 
increase of pension to Narcissa Tait—to the Committee on Pen- 
810NS. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 4817) granting a pension to Wil- 
liam H. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolution of the Pennsylvania Shoe Man- 
ufacturers’ Association, relative to a 35-foot channel for the Dela- 
ware River, port of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also,memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, relative toa 
85-foot channel for the Delaware River, port of Philadelphia—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of select and common council of Philadelphia, 


relative to a 35-foot channel for the Delaware River, port of | 


Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Papers to accompany bill to increase 
pension of James H. Devin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Louisburg, Kans., praying for the 
passage of a bill to increase pension of Rosetta Galbraith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Papers to accompany bill to pension Victor 
Vifquain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension William McBrien— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Letter from Cigar Makers’ Union | 


No. 345, Kansas City, Kans., protesting against the passage of the 
Cuban reciprocity bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of citizens of. Iliopolis, Ml., 
protesting against the passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers to accompany H. R. 2051, to 
increase the pension of Joseph Jackson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of Peter Weber Post, No. 257, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Fountain City, Wis., favoring passage of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Paper from hardware dealers of Versailles, 
Ind., protesting against passage of ls-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, paper to accompany bill to increase pension of Curtis C. 
Bliton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of members of Maltby Post, No. 520, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Stockton, Ill., favoring passage 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HUFF: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension to 
Charles D. Fortney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of Local Union No. 767, Carpenters 
and Joiners, of Ottumwa, Iowa, favoring passage of an eight-hour 
law and anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 4634, 
granting increase of pension to Randolph T. Stoops—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 3955, for 
the relief of Robert H. Holland—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of Thomas 
Hutchinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Petition of Mary Parker, of Ham- 
ilton County, Tenn., praying reference of war claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of heir of Rebecca Cummings, deceased, late of 
Hamilton County, Tenn., praying reference of war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Wichita, Kans., favoring enlargement of the power of the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolution of the board of trustees of 
the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, relating to securing 
an appropriation to aid the Lewis and Clarke Centennial and 
American Pacific Exposition and Oriental Fair, to be held in the 

city of Portland, Oreg., in 1905—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Also, resolution of the board of trustees of the Chamber of 
Commerce of San Francisco, relating to American shipping en- 

| gaged in the foreign carrying trade—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the board of trustees of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Francisco, favoring the passage of an appropriation 
to purchase the Calaveras grove of big trees in California—to the 
Committee on App iations. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of the Commercial Club of 
Indianapolis, Ind., favoring legislation preventing unjust dis- 
crimination in freight rates—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Resolution of Local Union No. 893, United 


Mine Workers of America, Canton, Ill., favoring the e of 
an eight-hour law and an anti-injunction bill—to the ittee 
on Labor. 


By Mr. WRIGHT; Resolution of the Grain and Flour Exchange 
of Pittsburg, Pa., favoring enlargement of power of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, 
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Rev. J. J. Mum, D. D., of the city of Washington, offered the 
following prayer: 

Most gracious and ever-blessed God, for our country we pray, 
asking for a continuance of peace and prosperity within our bor- 
| ders and increased influence for good among the nations of the 
| earth. Regard our President with Thy favor, protecting his life 
| from violence and giving Thy counsels in all his affairs. Upon 

these Thy servants let Thy blessing rest in the deliberations of the 
day,and grant that the consciousness of duty well done may be a 
constant inspiration and benediction. We beg, in the name of 
Christ our Lord and Redeemer. Amen. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Friday last, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGR@R,and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
| The LE pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
| proved, 
| , GETTYSBURG NATIONAL PARK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of 
the Gettysburg National Park Commission calling attention to 
the omission of a provision for a monument to Battery E, Fourth 
United States Artillery, at Gettysburg, and inclosing a draft of a 
bill to supply the omission and provid, the necessary appropria- 

| tion therefor; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of The trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Hut- 
tonsville, W. Va., v. The United States; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the cause of Louis Lenin ,administrator of William J.Landram, 
deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accompanying 

per, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Manu- 
facturers’ Association of New York City, praying for the passage 
of the so-called Lodge bill, providing for a reorganization of the 
consular service; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Association 
of New York City, praying for the enactment of legislation to a 
vent unjust discrimination in tariff rates; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Old Orchard, Me.; of the California Club, of San 
Francisco, Cal.; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Elk Rapids, Mich.; of the congregation of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church of Rushford, Wis.; of the Lake View Woman’s Club, 
of Chicago, Tl.,andof the general synod of the Reformed Church 
of Raritan, N. J., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of Post No. 345, Depart- 
ment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of Water- 
ford, Pa., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a memorial of the Metal 
Trades’ Association of Syracuse, N. Y., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Metal Trades’ Association 
of Syracuse, N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called Hoar anti-injunction bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 357, Brother- 


hood of Painters, Decorators, and Paperhangers, of Dunkirk, N.Y., | 


and a petition of the Pattern Makers’ Association, American Fed- 
eration of Labor, of Schenectady, N. Y., praying for the passage 
of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 357, Brother- 
hood of Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers, of Dunkirk, 


N. Y., and a petition of the Pattern Makers’ Association, Ameri- | 





Ministerial Union of San Bernardino; of the Contemporary Club, 
of Redlands; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
National City; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Long Beach; of the congregation of the Friends Church of Long 
Beach; of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Long Beach; of the congregation of the First Presby- 
terian Church of Long Beach; of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church of Long Beach, and of the Woman’s Missionary 
Society of Ontario, all in the State of California, praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rreep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor 
Union of Baltimore, Md., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. Rezep Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pent- 
water, Mich., praying for an increase of salary of rural letter car- 
riers; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Healso presented petitions of the congregations of the Christian 
Church of Henderson, the Methodist Episcopal Church of Hen- 
derson, the Methodist Episcopal Church of Berlin, the Presbyte- 
rian and Methodist churches of Akron, and of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Belle River, all in the State of 
Michigan, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred tothe Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CULLOM eee a petition of the Trades Council, Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor, of Staunton, Ill., and a petition of Local 
Union No. 473, United Mine Workers, of Jonesville, Il., praying 
for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades Council, American 
Federation of Labor, of Staunton, Ill., and a petition of Local 
Union No, 473, United Mine Workers, of Jonesville, Ill., praying 


| for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill; which 
| were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Patoka, Tl., and a petition of the congregation of 
the Presbyterian Church of Knoxville, Ill., praying for an inves- 
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoor, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a memorial of Local Union No. 
62, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Richmond, Ind., re- 
monstrating against the ratification of the Cuban reciprocity 


can Federation of Labor, of Schenectady, N. Y., praying for the | treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


ssage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill; which were re- 

erred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of Cigar Packers’ Local Union 
No. 229, of Binghamton; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 112, 
of Oneonta; of Cigar Packers’ ad 
City; of Cigar Packers’ Local Union No. 251, of New York City: 
of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 119, of Dansville; of Cigar 
Makers’ Local Union No. 132, of Brooklyn, and of Cigar Makers’ 
Local Union No. 9, of Troy, all of the American Federation of 
Labor, in the State of New York, remonstrating against the rati- 


fication of the Cuban reciprocity treaty; which were referred to | 
| the Atlanta Freight Bureau, of Atlanta, Ga., praying for the 
He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Presby- | 


the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


terian Church of Cairo, of the congregation of the First Presby- 
terian Church of Campbell Hall, of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Henrietta, and of sundry citizens of Clin- 


al Union No. 213, of New York | 





ton, all in the State of New York, praying for an investigation of | 


the charges made and filed against Hon. Remp Smoot, a Senator | 


from the Stateof Utah; which were referred to the Committee on | 
| of Elkins, allin the State of West Virginia, and of the Woman’s 
Mr. McLAURIN presented a petition of the Twentieth Century 


Privileges and Elections. 


Club, of Vicksburg, Miss., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO presented petitions of the congregation of 
the First Christian Church of Jacksonville, of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Jacksonville, and of 122 citizens of 
Eustis, all in the State of Florida, praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, 

Mr. BARD presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
—s Union of Easton; of the Epworth League of the Presby- 


He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Association of 
Lafayette, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
prevention of unjust discrimination in traffic rates between dif- 
ferent sections and localities; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Frances Willard Union of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Indianapolis, Ind., 
praying for an investigation of the charges against Hon. RrEep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of the board of directors of 


enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Union, of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Ripley, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Duo, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 


Synodical Society of Home Missions of the Presbyterian Church 
of Harrisburg, Pa., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot. a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 2077, of Hern- 
shaw; of Gaymont Local Union, No. 985. of Graydon: of Local 
Union No. 2120, of Black Betsey; of Local Union No. 109, of 
Wheeling; of Local Union No, 1898, of Mount Clair; of Local Union 
No. 103, of Wheeling; of Local Union No. 2015, of Plymouth,and 
of Local Union No. 2473, of Leewood, ali of the American Feder- 
ation of Labor; of C. A. McNeil. of Leewood, and of 60 citizens 
of Kanawha County, all in the State of West Virginia, praying 
for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were re- 


rian Church of Easton; of the congregation of the Methodist | ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


aes Church of Redlands; of the board of trustees of Unity 


urch, of Redlands; of sundry citizens of Los Angeles; of the ' shaw; of 


He also oo. petitions of Local Union No. 2077, of Hern- 


aymont Local Union, No. 985, of Graydon; of Local 
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Union No. 2120, of Black Betsey; of Local Union No. 109, of 
Wheeling; of Local Union No. 1893, of Mount Clair; of Local 
Union No. 103, of Wheeling; of Local Union No. 2015, of Ply- 
mouth, and of Local Union No. 2478, of Leewood, all of the Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor; of C. A. McNeil, of Leewood, and of 60 
citizens of Kanawha County, all in the State of West Virginia, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of Farragut Post, No. 95, 
Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Gilman, 
Iowa, praying for the passage of a service-pension bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Davenport Turngemeinde, 
of Davenport, lowa, remonstrating against the enactment of leg- 
islation to limit the effects of the regulations of commerce be- 
tween the several States and with foreign countries in certain 
cases; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Lakeside 
Presbyterian Church, of Storm Lake; of the Shakespeare Club of 
Ottumwa, and of the congregations of the United Presbyterian 
Church, the Congregational Church, and the Church of Christ, 
of Atlantic, all in the State of Iowa, praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMoorT, a Sena- 
tor from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Grain and Flour Ex- 
change of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Sewick- 
ley Presbyterian Church, of West Newton, Pa., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate traffic of in- 
toxicating liquors; wh ich was referred to theCommittee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Post B, Pennsylvania Division, 
Travelers’ Protective Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying 
that an appropriation be made for deepening the channel of the 
Delaware River to 35 feet; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Allegheny; of the Woman's Missionary 
Society of the Second Presbyterian Church of Washington; of the 
congregations of the Second Lutheran Church of Altoona; the 
Sewickley Presbyterian Church, of West Newton; the Presby- 
terian Church of Utica; St. Paul’s Lutheran Church, of Vande- 
grift Heights; the Falls of Schuylkill Presbyterian Church, of 
Philadelphia; the First Presbyterian Church of Honesdale; the 
Second Presbyterian Church of Germantown; the Mount Wash- 
ington Presbyterian Church, of Pittsburg; the Ridley Park Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, of Ridley Park; the Presbyterian Church 
of Coraopolis; the First Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
New Brighton; the United Presbyterian Church of New Brighton, 
and of the Zion Lutheran Church, of Newville; of the St. James 
Christian Endeavor Society, of Gettysburg; of the New Century 
Club, of Kennett Square; of the Woman’s Home Missionary So- 
ciety of Allegheny; of the Standard Steel Car Company, of Alle- 
gheny; of sundry citizens of Allegheny; of the Woman's Missionary 


. Society of the Brighton Road Presbyterian Church, of Allegheny; 


of the Woman’s Home Mission Society of the Shadyside Presby- 
terian Church, of Pittsburg; of sundry citizens of Pittsburg; of 
the Home and Foreign Missionary Society of the Second Presbyte- 
rian Church of Pittsburg; of the Society of Christian Endeavor of 


Mount Carmel; of the Church Council of the Lutheran Church of 


fount Carmel; of 88 citizens of Knoxand Newville; of the Wo- 
man’s Home Missionary Society of Pittsburg; of the Ministerial 
Association of Columbia, and of the congregation of the West- 
minster Presbyterian Church, of Burgettstown, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah: which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 
DELAWARE INDIAN LANDS, 
Mr. QUAY. I present a memorial of the Delaware tribe of In- 


dians residing in the Cherokee territory, relative to their rights 
in and ownership to certain lands situated within the.boundaries 


of that nation, purchased by them pursuant to an agreement made | 


with the Cherokee Nation. dated April 8, 1867, in accordance with 


the Cherokee treaty of July 19, 1866, and the Delaware treaty of | 
July 4, 1866,etc. Imove that the memorial be printed as a docu- | 


ment, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 


AFFAIRS IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. oe. I present a letter, in the nature of a memorial, 
which I will read and ask to have referred to the Committee on 


Indian Affairs. It seems to be a memorandum by an Indian of 
proceedings had by him in the Choctaw Nation, and reveals acon- 
dition of affairs in the Indian Territory which requires the atten- 
tion of Congress. He says: 

In October, 1894, is to the Choctaw eaguinere at Tuskahoma, Ind. 
7. ——— for N. L. Candiff, an Indian by blood; M. L. Armstrong, 
daughter of N. L. Candiff, and three children of M. L. Armstrong. A citi: 
zenship committee, after investigating the application, passed on it favorably. 
The a then took the application and the senate passed on it favor- 
ably. It did not get to the house in 1894. 

A fee of $100 for each applicant accompanied the application, making an 
outlay of $500. In 1895 again applied. Application was taken up by a new 
citizenship committee, and they passed on it favorably, and the senate and 
the house passed on the bill favorably. The governor signed the biil and it 
became a law. This represented an outlay, in traveling expenses, lawyers’ 


fees, hotel expenses, etc., for the years 1894 and 1895, of $2,100. 


After — the Dawes Commission was formed, and I voted on the Atoka 
agreement. 

In 189% applied to the Dawes Commission for enrollment, although a certi- 
fied copy of the act of the Indian legislature accompanied the application, 
together with an enrollment certificate issued by the Choctaw Nation census 
commissioners. The Dawes Commission rejected the application. Never 
received any notice of the rejection, and caught it through a newspaper 
mailed me byafriend. Applied to the United States court in the Territory; 
gota judgment. This cost me $700. Based on all this, bought two farms and 
improved them. This has cost me $2,500. In 1902 the supplemental treaty 
came up. I voted on this. 


Then comes the citizenship court to retry all court cases, and they declare 
all court decrees void. 

So here Iam up against another court, with all the expense of trying to 
get up witnesses, etc. Many of them knowing anything about the parties 
are dead. At the time I proved the right only Indian testimony was admis- 
sible, and while I had a large amount of white evidence that I could have 
then produced, the party is dead who was most familiar with the case. I 
was in a fire three years ago that burned up all the evidence I had and all 
the names of people familiar with the case. Under present conditions we 
are up against a snag, and unless Congress looks into the matter, about 4,000 
people in the Indian Territory are going to lose all they have got to satisf 
the greed of an undeserving crowd. All the facts about my case is of record. 

Very respectfully, 
W. G. ARMSTRONG. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The memorial will be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 16) to 
provide for the printing of 15,000 copies of the statement of re- 
ceipts and expenditures of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition 
from date of incorporation to September 30, 1903, with the accom- 
panying report submitted by the Exposition Company, showing 

rogress made by various departments of the exposition, to report 
it with an amendment; and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, in line 3, 
after the word *‘ printed,’’ to insert the words ‘‘ and bound;’’ so 
as to make the joint resolution read: 

Resolved, etc., Trat there be printed and bound 15,000 copies of the state- 
ment of receipts and expenditures of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition 
from date of incorporation to September 80, 1903, with the accompanying re- 
port submitted by the Exposition Company, showing progress made by vari- 
ous departments of the exposition, of which 3,500 shall be for the Senate, 6,500 
for the House of Representatives, and 5,000 for the National Commission for 
the Louisiana Purchase Exposition. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

oe joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I donot know, but it seems to me 
that it has not been customary to order such printing by joint 
resolution, which has to pass both Houses, be engrossed, and be 
| sent to the President. I may be entirely mistaken about it, but 
my impression is that it has been done by concurrent resolution, 
which does not have to go to the President to receive his signa- 
| ture. I merely make the suggestion. I may be all wrong about 
it; but if it has not been the practice it appears to me that it is 
hardly worth while toinaugurate the practice of putting printing 
resolutions into a form where they will have to be engrossed, 
| signed both by the President of the Senate and the Speaker, and 
| go to the President for his signature. However, I may be entirely 
mistaken about it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has it been the rule to pass concurrent res- 
olutions that do not go to the President for his signature? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I had supposed so. I may be 
| mistaken, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They have been heretofore in 
both forms. concurrent resolutions and joint resolutions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thought this was in the usual form. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair, it 
can be done by a concurrent resolution just as well as by a joint 
| resolution. 
| Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be amended, then, so as to make it a 
| concurrent resolution. 
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Mr. PLATT of New York. I move thatthe joint resolution be 
made a concurrent resolution. ‘ 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to know what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itisaresolution reported from 
the Committee on Printing to print certain statements touching 
the exposition at St. Louis. 

Mr. TELLER. Does it go to the House? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It goes to the House, neces- 
sarily, but it has been repo from the committee as a joint reso- 
lution. The question has been raised whether it should not be a 
concorrent resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Instead of a joint resolution. Each course 
has been pursued. 

Mr. TELLER. If it is a concurrent resolution it does not have 
to be approved by the President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No. 

Mr. TELLER. And approval by the President has not been 
the custom? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote by which the joint 
resolution was reported to the Senate and ordered to a third read- 
ing will be reconsidered, if there be no objection, and it will be 
amended by making it a concurrent resolution. It has been so 
amended. Is there objection to the present consideration of the 
concurrent resolution? The Chair hears none. Without objec- 
tion, it is agreed to. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 
Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 


Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the | 


resolution reported by Mr. PLatt of New York from the Com- 

mittee on Printing on the 11th instant, reported it without amend- 

ment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be authorized and directed to 

, from the contingent fund of the Senate, for the compiling, editing, and 

indexing of the Congressional Directory issued for the present on of 


Congress, the same compensation that is allowed by law for the regular 
editions. 


TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 


Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H: R. 1921) to carry intoeffect a con- 
vention between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, 
signed on the 1lith day of December, 1902, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 1585) for the relief of Sadie | 
Thome; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 


Committee on Foreign Relations. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1586) for the relief of J. M. Bloom; | 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1587) for the relief of John W. Dampman; 

+ bill (S. 1588) to correct the military record of Henry Straub; 
an 

A bill (S. 1589) to correct the military record of Francis Fox. 


Mr. PENROSE introduced the following: bills; which were sev- | 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee | 


on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1590) granting a pension to Theresa Fox; 

A bill (S. 1591) granting an increase of 

A bill (S. 1592) granting a pension to Ely L. Jones; 

A bill (S. 1598) granting a pension to Anna L. Gifford; 

A bill (S. 1594) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
Ashton; 

A bill (S. 1595) granting a pension to W. H. Gregg; 

A bill (S. 1596) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Davidson; 

A bill (8. 1597) granting a pension to Rosa D. Mayhew (with 
an Ta ae paper); and 

A bill (8. 1598) granting an increase of pension to Washington 
I. Cook (with acccompanying papers). 

Mr. CARMACK arotiuces the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (8. 1599) for the relief of Lottie Bowman; 

A bill (8. 1600) for the relief of Lottie Bowman; and 

A bill (S. 1601) for the relief of Lottie Bowman. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 1602) for the relief of the 
heirs of Louis Cato, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 1603) to authorize the 
location of a Branch Home for disabled volunteer soldiers, sailors, 
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nsion to James Hahn; | 


| Atchison, Topeka and Santa 


and marines in the State of Florida; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1604) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mary A. Bishop; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 1605) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William C. Shortridge; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1606) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John W.F. Jansen; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 1607) granting to the State 
of Oregon certain lands, to be used by it for the purpose of main- 
taining and operating thereon a fish hatchery; which was read 
twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 1608) granting a pension to 
William J. Bailey; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the scene Pe rs, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKB introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1609) for the relief of the estate of Adam Schweitzer 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 1610) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist 
Church of Crab Orchard, Ky.; and 

A bill (S. 1611) for the relief of the trustees of the Colored Bap- 
tist Church of Lebanon, Ky. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (8S. 1612) granting an increase of pension to Albert E. 
Trester; 

A bill (S. 1613) granting an increase of pension to Judson N. 
Pollard; 

A bill (S. 1614) granting an increase of pension to Hanna 
Welch; 

A bill (S. 1615) granting a pension to George J. Reed; 

A bill (S. 1616) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Donovan; 

A bill (S. 1617) granting an increase of pension to Orla E. 
| Adams; 

A bill (S. 1618) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Herran; 

A bill (S. 1619) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Dibble; 

A bill (S. 1620) granting an increase of pension to Hie Amter; 

A bill (S. 1621) granting an increase of pension to Louis Casti- 
nette; and 

A bill (S. 1622) granting a pension to Georgiana Schroeder. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S. 1623) for the relief of 
Joshua T. Reynolds; which was read twice by its title, and 
| referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

- bill (S. 1624) granting an increase of pension to Lovell Bul- 
| lock; 

A bill (S. 1625) granting a pension to Anne E. Parks; 

A bill (S. 1626) granting an increase of pension to Melvina A. 
Reed; and 

A bill (S. 1627) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo R. 
Kibbe (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 1628) to acquire certain 
ground fora Government reservation; which was read twice by its 
title. and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (8. 1629) for the relief of Calvin T. Hazelwood; 

A bill (S. 1630) for the relief of Lafayette D. Settle, adminis- 
trator of Marcus Settle, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1631) for the relief of the heirs of Nash L. Cox, de- 





ceased; and 

A bill (S. 1632) for the relief of the Catholic Church of Browns- 
ville, Tex. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1633) permit- 
ting the Kiowa, Chickasha and Fort Smith Railway Company 
and the Eastern Oklahoma Railway Company to sell and convey 
their railroads and other property in the Indian Territory to the 
Fe Railway Company; which was 
wen twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1634) for the erection 
of a statue to the memory of Gen. James Miller at Peterboro, 
N. H.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on the Library. 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





NOVEMBER 23, 





He also introduced a bill (S. 1635) for the extension of M street 


east of Bladensburg road, and for other purposes; which was read | 


twice by its title, and, with the omen papers, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1636) for the opening of R street 
northeast to Twenty-eighth street, and of Twenty-eighth street 
northeast from R street to M street; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 1637) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Baptist Church of Columbia, Ky.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 1638) to increase the limit 
of cost of public building at Hagerstown, Md.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1639) to increase the limit of cost 
of public building at Westminster, Md.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1640) providing for the adjustment 
and payment of accounts of laborers and mechanics arising under 
the eight-hour law; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1641) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Hagerman; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1642) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Blanche L. Chunn; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions 

He also introduced the following bills: which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 1648) to reimburse and indemnify the town of Fred- 
erick, in the State of Maryland; 

A bill (S. 1644) for the relief of Gotleib Feldmeyer; and 

A bill (S. 1645) for the relief of the heirs of Henry Douglas, 
deceased. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 1646) for the relief of 
Mary A. Coulson, executrix of Sewell Coulson, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1647) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of F. W. Zickendrath; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1648) to permit national banking 
associations to deposit bonds issued for the construction of an in- 
teroceanic canal to secure circulation, and so forth; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 
 . bill (S. 1649) granting an increase of pension to Richard A. 

ood; 


re oy (S. 1650) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
oszell; 

A bill (S. 1651) granting a pension to Sylvester C. Peters; and 

A bill (S. 1652) granting an ee of pension to Minerva A. 
McMillan (with accompanying 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a Ml te 16 1653) to revise and codify the 
criminal and penal laws of the Uaited States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Revision 
of the Laws of the United States. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1654) for the relief of Theodore F. 
Northrop; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 1655) to create a new Fed- 
eral district in Ohio, to be called the central district; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1656) to provide for the purchase 
of land for a military post at or near Columbus, Ohio; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 1657) ies an increase 
of pension to Eli Burton; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1658) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to J. Francis Hopper; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1659) granting permission to Capt. 
William E. Horton, United States Army, to accept a decoration 
tendered him by the President of the ‘rench Republic; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on For- 


eign 


Mr. KEARNS introduced a bill (S. 1660) granting an increase 
of pension to John C. Wilkinson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1661) granting an increase of 
sion to Mary E. Riley; which was read twice by its title, an 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 1662) for the relief of Richard 
Riggles; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1663) for the relief of William 
Mays; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 1664) to amend section 2502 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1665) to amend the act_approved 
March 15, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of William A. 
Hammond, late Surgeon-General of the Army ;’’ which was read 
— by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1666) granting a pension to William 
H. Winans; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1667) granting a pension to Stal- 
naker Marteney; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (8. 1668) for the relief of Elk Branch Presbyterian Church, 
of Jefferson County, W. Va.: 

A bill (S. 1669) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Protestant Church of Middleway, W. Va.,; 

A bill (S. 1670) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Ey wr Church of Summit Point, W. Va.; 

: A bi . 1671) forthe relief of the estate of Samuel Ridenour, 
decease 

A bill (S. 1672) for the relief of the trustees of St. J ohn’s Prot- 
estant Episcopal Church, of Harpers Ferry, W. Va. 

A bill (8. 1673) for the relief of the trustees of St. ’ John’ s Cath- 
olic Church, of Summerville, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 1674) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
ae Church of Mill Creek, W. Va. 

A bill (S. 1675) for the relief of Elizabeth Muhleman, widow, 
and the heirs at law of Samuel A. Muhleman, deceased; 

A = (S. 1676) for the relief of Alexander P. Hart, heir of 
Joseph Hart, deceased; and 

* bal (S. 1677) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Bie 1 Church of Charlestown, W. Va. 

PLATT of Connecticut (for Mr. HAWLEY) introduced a 
bill (S. 1678) granting an increase of pension to Rudolph Rein- 
hart; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 1679) granting 
an increase of pension to Gottleib Spitzer; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1680) for the relief of Noah Dil- 
lard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1681) to provide for the modifica- 


re- 


tion of on roject for the improvement of Bridgeport Harbor, 
Bridge mn.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the anaes on Commerce. 


Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 1682) removing the charge 
of desertion from the military record of John H. Jaques, member 
re K, Seventh Regiment Iowa Infantry Volunteers; which 
was read twice by its title, and. with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 1683) te re- 
move the charge of desertion against Ernst Bauman; which was 
read twice by its title, and. with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1684) granting a pension to 
Solomon B. Holman; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1685) raising the rank of Surg. 
John W. Baker, on the retired list of the Navy; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1686) granting an increase of pension to Albert E. 
Lackey 

A bill (S. 1687) granting an increase of pension to Harvey R. 
Backus; 

A bill (S. 1688) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Bellman; 
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A bill (S. 1689) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
ine and ‘ F : 
(S. 1690) granting an increase of pension to James K. 


Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 1691) granting a msion 
to Minnie Buetemeister; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1692) grantin ae a pension to Alfred 
C. Isachsen; which was read twice by its ti and, with the ac- 
oO! ng pape pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

introduced a bill (S. 1698) to enable the people of 
gushes to form a constitution and State government and be 
admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the ori - 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
mittee on Territories 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 
A bill (S. 1694) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
Snively (with an accompanying paper); 
A bill (S. 1695) granting a pension to Robert Stewart; and 
A bill (8.1696) granting a pension to Christina Wisener. 
Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
— read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
aims: 
A bill (S. 1697) for the relief of John H. Alphin; 
aa — (S. 1698) for the relief of Daniel E. Kimball and John H. 


and 
a ill (S. 1699) for the relief of Daniel E. Kimball. 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENT IN WEST VIRGINIA, 


Mr. ELKINS submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House o epentative oo poring) 3 That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized a: to cause a 
survey to be made and estimates to be submitted of = on of dredging and 
otherwise Suprevtes Ge the channel of Deckers Creek, and the cere of 
said creek with the Monon po River, with the view ‘of restoring the harbor 
foea We Ve ay flood formerly used for the accommodation of traffic at Morgan- 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and the same is here- 
by, authorized to employ during the Fifty-eighth Congress a stenograph er, 
from time to time as may be nec , to report such hea: 
had by the committee or its subco: ttees in connection wit 
which may be before the committee, and to have the same printed for moses 
that it may sit during the sessions of the Senate or during the periods of i 
adjournment; that i summon such witnesses as may be n Salieri 
appear before the commit zm eel that ory mse in connection with the 
Seepomes or expe + ma have m incurred for these pur- 

du the. Fifty cighth ial dea shall be paid out of the contingent 


d of the 
CHAPLAIN TO THE SENATE. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following eee which was 


considered by unanimous consent, and 


Resolved, That the Rey. 7 J. Prettyman be nee chaplain for the 
present session of the Senate 


STATUES OF CHARLES CARROLL AND JOHN HANSON. 

Mr. McCOMAS submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the Senate ‘the p House ee concurring), That there 


any ay seaater 


be printed and bound of the in Con; = the acceptance of 
the —, of aa Carroll of Carro be wh on {John Hansa oP opm mney by 
shall be for the use of the 


State of teed copies of whic 
for he aot the House of eed ieee and the remain- 


ies shall be for the use and distribution of the Senators and Rep- 


—— in Congress from the State of Maryland. 
t Committee on Printing is hereby Dathorined to have the copy 
preparsd itor the Public Printer, who shall procure suitable copper-process 
plates to be bound with these memorials. 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION, 
Mr. CARMACK, I submit a resolution, which I ask to have 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on ean. Conduct ans ~- nditures 
of the Executi tive Departments of the be. — it is hereby, instructed 
to make inquiry into the pentane and expenditures of the P: ce Depart- 
ment, and especially with respect to any charges of corru ti extrava- 

, and id violations of law in the atuiniotretion of the affairs of the said 


a is authorized to send aoe pereees and papers, to administer 
omen the attendance and take the testimony of witn and to 
ks, _—e and documents that may be needed for the pur- 


Ee oe 
ter Genera shall a from time to time such officers and 


employes as may be requested by said committee in its inves’ 
nm the ihe completion o of — eke and on or a Lg vier aan ot er. 
8 em- 


pou the on, the 0 
the ene taken in the tome or the investigatio: lusio 
reached by said committee on the matters examin Tivertlgation a wens seport sal i 


id 
committee may see proper to make, by bill or otherwise, wile a gee to cor- 


any abuses, defects, or 
tration of the affaire of 


Mr. CARMACK. I ask that the ca may go over until 
to-morrow. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over. 
" REPUBLI® OF CUBA. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I move to reconsider the vote of 
the Senate by which the joint resolution (S.R.15) inviting Cuba 
to become a State of the American Union was referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Relations with Cuba. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine 
moves that the vote by which the joint resolution to which he 
calls the attention of the Senate was referred to the Committee 
on Relations with Cuba be reconsidered. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the joint resolution may be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution introduced by Mr. New- 
LANDS on the 20th instant, as follows: 


A joint resolution (5. R. 15) ating 5 uba to become a State of the American 
Jnion. 


Whereas the pee of Cuba is desirous of securing commercial union 

with the United States; an 
Whereas the ost commercial union can be secured by and through polit- 

ical union by means of the admission of the Republic of Cuba as a sovereign . 
State in the Union: ame therefore, be it 

Resolved, etc., That the Republic of Cuba be, and is hereby, invited to be- 
come a State of the United States, upon terms of equality with all other 
States of the Union, and, leading in that direction, the following suggestions 


are made: 

First. That the island s Porto Rico become a county or province of Cuba 
and a part of the State of Cuba. 

Second. That the Presidentand Vice-President of the Republic of Cuba be 
the governor and lieutenant-governor, r ctively, of the State of Cuba until 
their terms of office ee, and that all other executive, legislative, and 
judicial officers now holding office in the Republic of Cuba continue to hold 
similar positions in the State of Cuba until their present terms expire, with 
the exception of the c ms and postal officials, who shall be inco norated 
into the customs and postal service of the United States, and the Rural Guard, 
the officers and subordinates of which shall be incorporated into the Army 
of the United States. 

Third. That the bonds about to be issued by the Republic of Cuba for tho 
a of its army during - war with § — a. aggregating $35,000,000, with 
rest at 5 pef cent, be issued as the bo f the State of Cuba, and that 
the interest agreed to be paid thereon be reduced from 5 to3 per cent, the 
difference to beapplied to the sinking fund, and that as so changed their pay- 
ment be ergrantccs by the United States. 

Fourth. That the balancein the treasury of the Republic of Cuba be turned 
over to the 5 State of Cuba, and the balance in the treasury of Porto Rico be 
turned over to the county or provincial authorities of that island. 

That the foregoing resolutions are inspired not by a desire to annex forci- 
oe or to assert but solely” 


yh that a may be found to exist in the 


co the island of Cuba, or to exercise any form 
mpulsion, but sol y a regard for the mutual interests of the two 
Seaae es and a conviction that the interests of the States composing the 
Federal Union and Cuba are identical, and that they can be best secured by 
a union under one form of government in which all shall be represented on 
equal terms and be — by equal and indiscriminating laws, insuring 
freedom of trade and equality of right and privilege. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I shall take only a little time of 
the Senate, but I desire to submit a few observations upon this 
resolution. 

The experiment of self-government upon this continent in the 
countries lying south of us has not always had the happiest re- 
sults and has been none too successful; but wherever it has been 
attemptedit has been the policy of the United States to encourage 
such self-government, to support it, and wherever it has been 
practicable to lend it a helping hand. That experiment has been 
now going on for three years or more upon the island of Cuba. 
At the end of the war the island lay at our mercy. By military 
conquest we had possessed ourselves of it. Had we determined 
to hold it under any form of colonial vassalage, no power in the 
world would have sought to interpose. 

But, Mr. President, the war had been entered upon under the 
limitation which in its declaration, at the instance of the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], had affirmed in the most solemn 
terms that it was not to be waged for conquest, and that so far as 
Cuba was concerned the war did, not and should not involve the 
seizure of that island as a part of the United States. I do not 
quote the language of the Teller amendment, but that was its 
purport. The p of the war as indicated by its declaration 
and the proposition of the Senator from Colorado was clear and 
has been faithfully adhered to. 

The island was in many respects a desolate waste at the end of 
the war. It had been harried from one side to the other by insur- 
rection, by transitory as well as regular military forces, and con- 
flicts hardly amounting to battles, but involving all the wasteful 
results of actual war, had devastated and brought ruin to a con- 
siderable part of Cuba. 

These conflicts had left their mark and hand upon the island, 
and it was no light task that the patriotic men in Cuba undertook 
when they set up a free government and established and sent to 
the breeze the flag of a new Republic. I am glad to say that they 
did it, so far as we are concerned, without let or hindrance on 
our part. Practically every soldier was withdrawn, every insignia 
of military possession disappeared, and we bade the Cubans God- 
speed in their experiment o setting up an independent Republic, 
a free nation, self-governing, for themselves. 
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I have been impressed, Mr. President, thus far with the success 
of this movement. I have been agreeably disappointed in the 
evidence of that patience and self-control and sound sense and 
good management that have been brought out by the Cuban people 
bringing in this new sister in the family of republics. No man 
who has visited Cuba can have failed to see there improvement 
in conditions that are not only gratifying, but remarkable in their 
extent. Peace has been restored and maintained, the soldiery 
has departed, all branches of a civil government are in active, 
peaceful, useful operation, and the sojourner in the island to-day, 
whatever may have been his skepticism heretofore about the ca- 
pacity of its people for self-government, is gratified by evidences 
on every hand of what is being done and well done. 

If there was but one thing that the Cuban Government has 
done in which it differs from many such experiments and which 
entitles it to our sympathy and support, that one thing is found 
in the frugality with which it has administered government, the 
thoroughness with which it has enforced its revenue collections, 
and, over and above all, when those collections have been en- 
forced and put into the treasury, that they have been kept there 
as a sacred fund upon which to found the credit hereafter of the 
new Republic. We do not see this every day in the governments 
among races and peoples that are akin to the Cuban people. 
There has been no confiscation of the public funds; there has 
been no loot, no plunder, but all the surplus has as faithfully 
been kept in the treasury of Cuba as the United States of Amer- 
ica keeps its surplus in its own Treasury. No military advenx 
turer, no official, no president, no general has been allowed to 
confiscate these funds, and they stand to-day as a pledge to the 
world for the future, and the Cuban Government ought to have 
the benefit of this great accomplishment in the eyes of all the 
world. 

But, Mr. President, the work in Cuba is not all done. 
help it or we can harm it. I see by the morning papers that the 
introduction and reference of the Newlands resolution has caused 
great ferment and anxiety there, and it is not to be wondered at. 
There is not a discontented, malcontent spirit in the island of 
Cuba that wants a change and wants something different from 
the present that is notin favor of the resolution. Theold Spanish 
element, not wholly but considerably, is in favor of anything but 
the present Cuban Government. The speculator in New York 
who wants to lower the credit of the new Republic and weaken its 
standing in the financial world so that it must negotiate bonds at 
a disastrous rate of discount in order that hereafter on an annex- 
ation scheme the United States shall assume the bonds at par, and 
the Texas bonds performance of a half century ago repeated, not 
to our credit—all of these, Mr. President, are behind this resolu- 
tion. 

i do not say that the Senator from Nevada has any connection 
with any of these subjects; he presumably has not. Some of us 
know him and appreciate his honorable record. But whether he 
knows it or not all of these influences that are hostile to Cuba and 


to the present Government of Cuba are commendatory of his | 


resolution. 
Moreover, Mr. President, there is something, I may say, shabby 


in annoying and embarrassing a new and struggling republic. | 


The Senator will say that this is only an invitation to Cuba to be- 
come a member of this great Republic, with provisions in detail 
to cover the whole subject. But, Mr. President, we do not send 


out invitations to join this country to greatand powerful peoples. | 


This great Republic that has become—— 
Mr. ELKINS. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator will not interrupt me. 
This Republic, that has become a great power in the’ world, ought 


and struggling republics. Takethecaseof Canada. I have little 
doubt that men here now listening to me will see the time when 
Canada will become a part—an ee the United States. 
If his plan is carried out by the most adventurous of British poli- 
ticians of colonial preference, a tariff war will be inau ted 
between Great Britain and the United States, and this English 
politician will seek to set Canada up as a great rival to us, an agri- 
cultural rival. Out of that, Mr. President, will arise conditions, 
discussions, and considerations that will end in the union of the 
two peoples. But we do not invite Great Britain to send Canada 
to us and join the Union. She is too large a power. 

Take Mexico. Plenty of people think that the whole or a part 
of Mexico ought to be a part of the United States, especially the 
northern States of that Gepubtic. But we do not invite Mexico. 
What do Senators think would be the reply of that great chieftain 
whose power over his people is as absolute as ever was that of 
Peter or Frederick or the great English Protector, if we should 
invite Mexico to join this Republic? It would be the same reply 
that would come from the foreign office in Great Britain, in stern 
tones, too, ‘‘ Mind your own business.”’ 

Therefore I object, with all these influences barking at the heels 


We can | 





| accustomed before her prostration came. 
to be doing something besides interfering with new and emergent 





of the new Republic. to Congress in —_ way committing itself to 
any proposition that shall interfere with the honest, patriotic men 
who are engaged in conducting a good government in Cuba, I 
have no fear that the committee will report this resolution or 
that the Senate will pass it, but its introduction and reference 
have already put a clog and a hindrance in the wheels that were 
going forward in Cuba, and for one I do not feel like letting it 
go without entering my protest. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I am very glad to hear the 
distinguished Senator from Maine |[Mr. HALk] on this subject. 
The purpose of the introduction of this joint resolution was toin- 
vite debate, consideration, and deliberation, and I feel gratified that 
the resolution has met with so early a response in this direction. 

I agree with the Senator from Maine in much that he has said. 
I commend with him the good sense and the good judgment of 
the people constituting the Government of Cuba, but I contend 
that the good sense and the good judgment of this country will 
be demonstrated by presenting this invitation and that the good 
sense and good judgment of Cuba will be proved by accepting it, 

Now, what is the joint resolution to which the Senater takes 
exception? This resolution presents no suggestion whatever of 
force or compulsion. It recognizes that the Republic of Cuba is 
a sovereign nation among the nations of the world. H recognizes 
the fact that that Republic itself feels that it can not stand alone; 
that it has accepted already the protection of this country; that 
it has surrendered to the more powerful sovereign to the west 
control over a portion of its territory as naval stations and mili- 
tary posts; that it has limited its power to contract, so far as debts 
are concerned, where such power is likely to be exercised in such 
a way as to risk the independence of the Republic. It recognizes 
our control over the sanitary conditions of that island as a matter 
of protection to our own country. Cvba stands, as is often said 
in debate in both Houses, in the position of a ward to a guardian. 

I will not say anything now as to the history of this peculiar 
position of protection on one side and of dependence on the other. 
I will assume, without argument, that it was wise--wise upon 
the part of the United States to offer it and wise upon the part of 
Cuba to accept it—and yet the United States does, by the volun- 
tary act of both the United States and Cuba, stand in the position 
of guardian to Cuba. 

What, then, does Cuba ask of us? She asks of us another ex- 
ceptional relation. She admits that from the economic point of 
view she is unable to stand alone; that the economic conditions 
of the world are against her; that though she is to-day the cheap- 
est producer of sugar in the world, the markets of the world are 
barred against her by protective tariffs in some countries and by 
the bounty system in others. When she sought to restore the in- 
dustries that had been destroyed by the war, she found that the 


| production of 1,000,000 tons of sugar, which she had been accus 


tomed to supply to the world, had been taken up by Germany, by 
France, and by Austria under the bounty system, and by Hawaii, 
Louisiana, and western beet sugar under the protective system, 
and that they had possession of her markets and that the sugar 
which she sought to produce and sell was adrug upon the market, 
sagging that market down and lowering the international price 
of sugar; and she looked to America, surrounded by a tariff wall, 
producing with the aid of Hawaii, Louisiana, and the fertile 
farms of the West only about one-third of her consumption, call- 
ing upon the world at large for 1,600,000 tons of sugar annually, 
and imposing upon that product a customs duty of $35 a ton, 
nearly the international price that sugar was then bringing in the 


| markets of the world. 


She looked out eagerly for this market to which she had been 
If she could import 
her sugar duty free it meant that she would receive annually for 
1,000,000 tons of sugar $75,000,000 instead of $40,000,000. It 
meant that this advantage would increase as her production in 


| creased and that wealth and prosperity would come to her beyond 


the power of man to describe. She first asked free trade, then 
moderated her request to a reduction of 50 per cent in the duty, 
and then finally acquiesced in a reduction of 20 percent. What 
would free trade have meant to her? One million tons of sugar, 
bringing only $40 a ton in the markets of the world, would yield 
her $75,000,000 in our market, where the domestic price of sugar 
is of course the international price plus the duty. hat does the 
reduction she finally acquiesced in mean? A reduction of 20 per 
cent—$7 a ton, $7,000,000 annually. 

Why does she ask this ee arrangement? She asks it 
because she is the ward of the Republic; she asks it because she 
is dependent upon the great Republic; she asks it because of the 
sympathy, the aid, and the succor that the great Republic gavé 
her in her war for freedom. She is not to be blamed or criticised 
for asking it. It is entirely natural that she should appeal to her 
best friend for sympathetic action. 

And yet it is doubtful whether relief ought to be granted in 
this particular way, involving as it does terms of preference, the 
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country within our tariff 
wall upon terms more favored than those accorded to other coun- 
tries. Cuba asks us to tear down our fiscal system, which, whether 
the protective wall be high or low, should be controlled by two 
considerations—one, free trade inside the Republic, the other im- 
partial trade outside of the Republic; the one securing amity and 
friendship on our own soil, no preferences, no discriminations be- 
tween individuals and industries; the other securing amity and 


friendship with the nations of the world. 
When Cuba asks this favor have we not the right to negotiate 
with her? Is it not entirely-proper and just for us to say, ‘‘ We 


object to discriminations, we object to preferences, we object to 
tying up our tariff by contractual arrangements with individual 
nations of the world, thus losing control of it ourselves. But we 
realize your position, we realize your economic distress, we know 
that you are dependent for your prosperity upon the markets of 
this country. e are your friends. You ask for commercial 
union. We tender a political union. You ask for a less 
limited trade. We offer you unrestricted trade.”’ Is that taking 
advantage of Cuba? Is it not the generous act of a great coun- 
try which says to this dependent country, ‘‘ We relieve you of 

our condition of dependence and hardship; we welcome you to 
Seoumne one of us—a sovereign State inthe great Union of States, 


- bound together for the general welfare and common defense? ’’ 


Let us see whether this proposition does any injustice to Cuba, 
for I am certain that I offered this joint resolution with no spirit 
of speliation. The Senator from Maine has said that every ad- 


the effort. If that be so, I know nothing of it. I have conferred 
with no speculators or adventurers or Spanish dons. This reso- 
lution presents my individual view with regard to a matter affect- 
ing the principles of our Government and the wise policy which 
it should pursue in its relations with Cuba, and is inspired by 
the greatest friendliness to Cuba. 

In the first place the joint resolution is entitled, ‘‘ Joint resolu- 
tion inviting Cuba to become a State of the American Union.”’ 
That does not smack of compulsion. An invitation is not force. 
Then come the recitals and the first part of the resolution, as 
follows: 

Whereas the Republic of Cuba is desirous of securing commercial union 
with the United States; and 

Whereas the best commercial-union can be secured by and through polit- 
ical union by means of the admission of the Republic of Cuba as a sovereign 
State in the Union: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, etc., That the Republic of Cuba be, and is hereby, invited to be- 


come a State of the United States, upon terms of equality with all other States 
of the Union, and, leading in that direction, the following suggestions ars 


made: 
First. That the island of Porto Rico become a county or province of Cuba 
and a part of the State of Cuba. 


Why this inclusion of Porto Rico? Simply for this reason: That 


as the result of or contemporaneously with the — war wecame | 
‘into numerous new possessions—Hawaii, the 


hilippine Islands, 
Cuba, and Porto Rico, all of them now occupying varying relations 
of dependence to this country. We had asserted in the Declaration 
of Independence the equality of man, the inseparableness of taxa- 


we could safely apply these doctrines to all these countries which 
bear to us to-day varying relations of dependence. We did apply 
them to Cuba by withdrawing our forces and surrendering the 
government to her own people. We did apply them to Hawaii 
by organizing a Territorial government, with a Delegate in Con- 
gress—the traditional mode of organizing an infant State—but 
we declined to apply them to Porto Rico and the Philippfnes. 
The Philippine Islands became colonial possessions and Porto 
Rico became not a Territory or an infant State, but became a de- 
pendency without representation in our Government and subject 
to its absolute will. Porto Rico, which lies to the east of Cuba 
and has like commercial conditions, population, and climate, is a 
small island, only 100 mileslong by 30 miles wide—not big enough 
to become a State. 

Obviously, therefore, the only way of asserting the old doctrine 
of the Declaration of Independence as to Porto Rico is to admit 
her into the Union as a part-of the State of Cuba. Cuba has six 
provinces, corresponding to our counties. Porto Rico would be 


a seventh county of the State of Cuba, a member of the American | ¢), country: that we would not to-day extend an invitation to 


Union, and as such would take part in the election of a President 
of the United States and in the selection of United States Sen- 
ators and Congressmen. 
our escutc 


eon would be absolutely removed. It is to be hoped 


that hereafter we may take such action with reference to the 
Philippine Islands as to redeem the old doctrine of the Republic 
in all its integrity. 

The second suggestion is : 


Second. ‘That the President and Vice-President of the Republic of Cuba be 
stively, of the State of Cuba un- 
eir present terms expire and that all other executive, legislative, and 


the Ft tad and lieutenant-governor, 
til 


-venturer and every speculator and every Spanish don is behind | * 


| gotiated at par. 





judicial officers now holding office in the Republic of Cuba continue to hold 
similar positions in the State of Cuba until their present terms expire, with 
the exception of the customs and tal officials, who shall be incorporated 
into the customs and postal service of the United States, and the Rural 
Guard, the officers and subordinates of which shall be incorporated into the 
Army of the United States. 

Under this suggestion the President and Vice-President of the 
Republic would become the governor and lieutenant-governor 
of the State of Cuba, the present Congress of Cuba would become 
the State legislature. Under it the cabinet would become the 
State officials; under it the judicial officers of the Republic of 
Cuba would become the judicial officers of the State of Cuba. 

The joint resolution provides that those officials connected with 
the customs and post-offices shall be incorporated into the cus- 
toms and postal service of the United States, and that the Rural 
Guard, their only army, small in dimensions, but officered and 
controlled, I believe, by able and patriotic men, will become a 
part of the Army of the United States. 

Now, this is simply a suggestion to the Republic of Cuba. 

Why? Because in the consolidation of two Republics, just as in 
the consolidation of anything else, there are more or less points 
of friction, and the purpose is to make the transition as easy as 
possible. Under this resolution no man will be deprived of his 
office, his position in the service of that country, or of his position 
in the army. It simply providesa gradual change from the serv- 
ice of the Republic of Cuba to the service of the State of Cuba. 
Now, what is the next suggestion? 
Third. That the bonds about to be issued by the Republic of Cuba for the 
yment ot its army during the war with Spain, aggregating $35,000,000, with 
interest at 5 per cent, be issued as the bonds of the State of Cuba, and that 
the interest to be paid thereon be reduced from 5 to 3 per cent, the 
difference to be applied to the sinking fund, and that as so changed their 
payment be guaranteed by the United States. 

I may be asked of what benefit is that? For a long time Cuba 
has been endeavoring to negotiate these bonds in the markets of 
the world for the purpose of paying her patriotic army, a thing 
which ought to have been accomplished long before this. Cer- 
tainly the pay of that army ought to be a tax upon the wealth of 
the entire island until satisfied. Cuba has thus far been unable 
to negotiate these bonds, though they are offered at a discount of 
10 per cent—at 90 cents on the dollar. What saving will this ef- 
fect.to-the State of Cuba as opposed to the Republic of Cuba? The 
guaranty of the United States will enable those bonds to be ne- 
At the very outset she will save three million 
and a half dollars upon the bonds. The reduction in the rate of 
interest from 5 per cent to 3 per cent will save her 2 per cent— 

700,000 annually; so that in fifty years she will save in the pay- 
ment of interest alone, $35,000,000, which amounts to the princi- 
pal of the bonds. She will thus save nearly $40,000,000 on this 
transaction alone by becoming a State in the Federal Union, and 
she will save $35,000,000 annually or $350,000,000 within the next 
ten years by the enhanced price she will receive for her sugar. 

The next resolution provides that the funds in the treasury of 


| the Republic of Cuba shall be turned over to the State of Cuba. 
| There are about three or four million dollars in the treasury of 
| Cuba. It would go a great way toward State development-—to- 
tion and representation, the doctrine of the consent of the governed, | 
but at that juncture we were met by the question as to whether | 


ward the construction of roads and internal improvements. The 
same provision is made rega:ding Porto Rico. The funds in 
the treasury there are to be turned over to the county or provin- 
cial authorities of that island, and thus a considerable sum will 
be provided for internal improvements. 

Then comes the last portion of the joint resolution, which de- 
clares: 

That the foregoing resolutions are inspired not by a desire to annex forci- 


| bly or to assert sovereignty over the island of Cuba, or to exercise any form 
| of compulsion, but solely by a regard for the mutual interests of the two 


countries and a conviction that the interests of the States composing the 
Federal Union and Cuba are identical, and that they can be best secured by 
a union under one form of government in which all shall be represented on 
equal terms and be governed by equal and indiscriminating laws, insuring 
freedom of trade and equality of right and privilege. 

We have, then, Cuba in this dependent position, seeking a still 
more intimate relation with the Republic of the United States, 
seeking commercial union, and we respond by offering her political 
union, which involves absolute freedom of commerce. 

Now, gentlemen say that this invitation should not be extended 


| by this country; that we would not extend it to a great country; 


A As to her, there would be no taxation | 
Without ee So far as she is concerned this blot upon | 





that we extend it to the Republic of Cuba only because it is a lit- 


Canada to become a State of the Republic. Obviously not. be- 
cause that would bean act of hostility against Great Britain her- 
self. Weare now dealing with an independent sovereignty which 
asks preferences in trade and a commercial union with us, and 


| we, animated by friendliness, kindliness, and generosity of spirit, 


respond: ‘* Come into the American Union and enjoy with us the 
unparalleled blessings of liberty, equality, and prosperity.”’ 

Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator from Nevada permit me 
for a moment? 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkrinsinthechair). Does 
the Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 
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Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I suggest to the Senator from Nevada that 
shortly after the war there was considerable correspondence be- 
tween this country and Great Britain with reference to the ac- 
quisition of Canada. 

ee NEWLANDS. That maybe. I am not informed as to 
that. 

So with reference to the Republic of Mexico. The Republic of 
Mexico is not seeking more intimate relations with us. Iam not 
aware that she is asking for commercial union with us. If she 
were, it would be entirely proper for us to respond by extending 
to her an invitation to come into the Union. But here is Cuba 
making the offer of commercial union and we offer the larger 
benefit of political union, which involves the blessings of a free 
government and at thesame time greater commercial advantages 
than she could secure through any reciprocity arrangement. 

Why, then, should we make this offer? Why should we extend 
this invitation? Why does not Cuba ask for it? ——~ because, 
thongh it is a desirable thing, simply because, though the people 
of both countries may be in favor of it, we will find that Cuba 
will be reluctant to take the initiative, because she will be suspi- 
cious and fearful of our action. She has seen us, under tempta- 
tion, absolutely abandon the doctrines of the fathers—those doc- 
trines which have been the inspiration of every Fourth of July 
orator for the last hundred years. She has seen us repudiate the 
doctrine of the inseparability of taxation and representation. 


She has seen us repudiate the doctrine of the consent of the gov-. 


erned. She has seen us seize islands in a war inspired a 
lutely by benevolence, and has seen us yield to the temptation of 
greed and hold those islands against the will of their people. She 
will fear, if she makes the least advance toward the union of the 
*~wo countries, that then we will endeavor to annex her, not as a 
State of the Union, but as a dependency, such as the Philippines 
are and such as Porto Rico is. 

No public man vould rise in the Congress of the Republic of 
Cuba to-day and make the suggestion of annexation to the United 
States, for he would be met by this argument which I have pre- 
sented—an argument which furnishes every kind of fuel that 
eloquence needs. The people would be suspicious, and, in view of 
our a*tion regarding Porto Rico and the Philippines, they have a 
right to be suspicious. Wemust, aypansecivelly taking our posi- 
tion, tell Cuba that we do not ask annexation, but that we invite 
her to sisterhood; that we do not seek to exercise sovereignty over 
her, but that she shall become one of the sovereign States of the 
Union, bound together for the common welfare and defense. 

Now, I am aware that the joint resolution will be criticised; 
that it will be opposed by many both in Cuba and in this country; 
but I believe the argument for political union can not be refuted, 
and I believe it will eventually prevail. I can not believe that 
the United States is indifferent to this question. There has not 
been a time in the history of the Republic when the annexation 
of Cuba would not have been welcomed. Throughout the his- 
tory of the Republic we would have sought Cuba just as eagerly 
as the valley of the Mississippi or Florida. It is separated appar- 
ently from Florida bya convulsion of nature, by only a few miles 
of water. The island is one of incomparable salubrity of climate 
and richness of soil. To-day it has a population of 1,500,000. It 
is capable of supporting 15,000,000 people. Its commercial advan- 
tages, its agricultural advantages are undoubted. It lies in front 
of the great Gulf, of our way to the Mississippi, of our way to the 


future canal at Panama. 

Having that island asa part of the United States, destined at 
some time to be inhabited by 400,000,000 ple, we can imagine 
its value to those 400,000,000 people merely as a sanitarium and 
health resort. It has such advantages of climate and scenery that 
one day it will rival the Riviera of the Mediterranean. With Cali- 
fornia on the Pacific Ocean and Cuba upon the Atlantic, with 
400,000,000 people between, the advantages of that island from the 
standpoint of health alone, dismissing ali considerations of com- 
merce and business, must be obvious. 

Mr. President, I fear I have already taken up too much time in 
response to the Senator from Maine [Mr.Ha.xz]. I believe in the 
joint resolution. We are told by the Associated Press that while 
it was seriously considered by some — in Cuba it was re- 
garded by others with amusement, and t it was regarded in 
the island of Porto Rico with derision. But amusement and de- 
rision often accompany the urging of great measures and should 
constitute no discou ent. e ple of Cuba have not as 
yet seen this joint resolution. They have probably received only 
the condensed report of the Associated . The people of 
Porto Rico have not yet received it. But I base my position upon 
the strength of the argument, and I believe that that t 
will find a lodgment in the minds of patriotic and sensi ; 
both in the United States and in the islands of Cuba and Porto Rico. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not know 
whether the Senate desires to continue this discussion at the pres- 


ent time, but I do not wish to let this subject pass from its con- 
sideration without a few observations. 

I regretted the introduction of the joint resolution because I 
thought it was inopportune, and because I thought it would lead 
in Cuba and Porto Rico to misapprehension as to sentiment in the 
United States. Ido not know but that I regret that this discus- 
sion has sprung up now, as it seems to me somewhat prematurely. 
But, as the a is before the Senate, I desire to say that I do 
not believe the joint resolution represents in any considerable de- 
gree the sentiment and opinion of thoughtful men in the United 
States. I do not believe it represents the business or the political 
sentiment of the United States. I do not believe there is, and I 
hope there never will be, any considerable sentiment in this coun- 
try looking to the annexation of Cuba as a State in our Union, or 
to any new development of the policy of expansion of our terri- 
tory. And it is a little strange that this new theory or sentiment 
of expansion should come from those who in so recent years have 
been the loudest in the denunciation of that policy. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator from Connecticut permit 
me for a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connect- 
icut yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly. 





Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to call the attention of the Senator - 


from Connecticut to the fact that the Democratic has al- 
ways been in favor of the expansion of the Republic as opposed 
to the expansion of the a and that this is a legitimate part 
of the policy of the Republic, which has always embraced the 
acquisition of contiguous continental territory and of adjacent 
islands essential to our coast defense. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Well, Mr. President, it is easy, 
very easy, to be on two sides of the same question at different 
times. If you do not like the expansion, it is easy to find argu- 
ments why it should not be had. If you do like it, it is just as 
easy to find feng ame why it should be had. For one I desire 
that there si be no policy of expansion in the United States 
except when that policy is dictated by imperative national interest 
or by the necessity of self-defense; that, and that only. 

I have no desire that the United States shall embrace within its 
limits all this Western Hemisphere. I have no desire that Canada 
or Mexico or any South American republic or Cuba shall ever be- 
come an integral part of the United States. Whenever the time 
shall come that the annexation of any territory becomes essential 
to our self-preservation and to our highest interests, then I am 
willing that there should be expansion. 

And that leads me to what I rose to say, that I believe the best 
interests of the United States and the best interests of Cuba will 
be subserved by having two eT Republic of the 
United States and the Republic of Cuba. I believe that her in- 
terest is better su by a separate, independent republican 
existence than by annexation to the United States in any form. 
I believe that the interests of the United States will be better sub- 
served by the existence and continuance of the Republic of Cuba 
as an ee self-sustaining Republic than by its incorpora- 
tion into the United States. 

I have studied this question somewhat, Mr. President; I have 
given a good deal of thought to it; I have expressed this senti- 
ment at other times, and reflection only adds to the strength of 
my conviction that it is for the vest interest of the United States 
and of Cuba as well that Cuba shall remain, continue, flourish, 
and prosper as an independent Republic. 

Any suggestion from this country of the inco 
into the United States will be looked upon in Cuba and in the 
United States as evidence of a y, grasping di ition on 
the part of the United States, and I think justly so. ere may 
be behind it speculators; there may be money kings, and there 
may be thoughtless citizens, but the real object of it is to acquire 
power and strength in the expansion of our territory. As such I 
am opposed to it. 

There is another reason why I am op to it, and that is this: 
I want to see the experiment of republican government on the 
Western Hemisphere, by people other than those of the United 
States, be successful. I want it to be understood, not only in the 
United States, but in other parts of the world, that there can be 
republics worthy of the name, fulfilling in all respects the char- 
acter of republican government, among the nations to the north 
and to the south of us. We have not, as yet, had many success- 
ful experiments as we regard republican government. We have 
felt that there were many South erican republics which were 
really republics in name only. We felt that while republican in 
name, they were really under the domination and control of sin- 
gle individuals, and it has been a matter of happiness and of re- 
joicing to me that on this island near us, with these people, whose 
capacity for self-government has been oftentimes questioned, 
there should be established, so firmly founded, and so well main- 
tained, a republican government which seems to have fulfilled 
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all the conditions and all the requirements and to hold out all 
the hopes of genuine republican government. That is true of 
Cuba to-day. 

In the ears when there was doubt whether those people could 
maintain self-government there, in the days when we looked or a 
great many of our citizens looked askance at the Cuban popula- 
tion and said the time would come when the United States for its 


own protection would have to take possession of the island, I ex- 
— the opinion, without considering myself a prophet—and 
am glad that time has justified me in the expression of that opin- 
ion—that Cuba would not only establish a republican form of gov- 
ernment, but that she would be able to maintain it and present 
the spectacle of an independent nation, of whom not only the 
United States, but all the other nations of the world might be 
proud. Ican scarcely find words to express my admiration for 
what has been done in Cuba up to the present time. I would, if 
it were proper, desire to eulogize not only its President, but its 
leading men, its legislature, and its citizens in what they have 
shown to be the dearest thought of their lives—the establishment 
of a good, sound, permanent Republic. 
had some things which, as it seemed to me, would bring 
about this. yg, “a the pride of nationality and they had the 
love of liberty. ey had more than that. ey had the assur- 
ance that the United States was their friend. Those three 
things—love of liberty, pride of nationality, reliance upon the 
United States—were three strong foundations on which to build 
the new Republic. 

It has been said that Cuba is our ward. If that be so, Mr. 
President, the more reason why we should not extend this invi- 
tation to our ward. If she were our equal in strength, in power, 
in ability to maintain herself, perhaps she would not misunder- 
stand an invitation of this sort; but if she regards herself as our 
ward, she would not mistake when she supposed an invitation of 
this sort meant something more than an invitation. 

But, Mr. President, I think our relation with Cuba has been 

' misunderstood. I do not think we are exercising any protectorate 
over Cuba. I do not think we have even constituted ourselves 
the guardian of Cuba and made Cuba our ward. I do think that 
we have done what was best both for the United States and Cuba. 
We have expressed in every wer that we could our desire that 
there should exist between the United States and Cuba relations 
of the closest friendship. I remember a phrase—I may not quote 
it eS ip one of President McKinley’s m , in which 
he said, ‘‘ We are neighbors; we must be close friends.’’ 

That is the whole of it, Mr. President. President McKinley 
expressed epigrammatically, tersely, completely, the real relations 


which should exist between us and Cubain those few words. We 
are neigubors, and we are friends. The friendship of the United 


States for Cuba, though it grows partially out of ag one and 
historical considerations, is not aselfish friendship. Itisan unself- 
ish friendship, and it will be to the everlasting glory of the United 
States that for the first time in the history of wars and the history 
of nations she exercised her power for pu s of friendship and 
not for purposes of aggrandizement. There is no other such specta- 
cle inall history. Weareproudofit. Wehavearight tobe proud 
of it. Do not let us mar that magnificent record by raising the 
suspicion anywhere on the face of this broad earth, either by in- 
vitation or in any other way, that we intend to appropriate Cuba. 

No, Mr. President, with perfect friendship existing between 

the United States and the Republic of Cuba there isa great future 
for Cuba and great benefit to the United States as well.- 
* Now, I do not wish to prolong this discussion. Iam not going 
to run into the question of the eof the bill to put the treaty 
which we have concluded with Cuba into operation. I am not 
going into those details. But I did want to say right here that I 
do not believe this resolution looking to the incorporation of 
Cuba into our body politic as a State, with Porto Rico dependent 
as a county or a province, or in any manner whatever, finds in 
the hearts and minds of the American people any considerable 
sompenee, and that I therefore regretted its introduction. 

r. LODGE. Mr. President, I regretted very much the intro- 
duction of this resolution, but I do not regret the discussion that 
has arisen this morning, for I think the resolution has made some 
such discussion absolutely and immediately necessary. 

The question what this resolution means is to us of no conse- 
quence. The important thing is the impression that it has made 
or is likely to u the people of Cuba. Here in Congress 
it is well understood that to read a bill twice and refer it to a com- 
mittee means very little. It often represents nothing but an in- 
dividual opinion, and it very frequently does not represent even 
-the opinion of the Senator or Representative who introduces it. 

The enormous gap that exists between the introduction of a bill 
and its enactment into legislation is not well understood even in 
this country and our own people. We know that the 
introduction of a resolution or a bill is not a very serious thing, 
and that it is very far removed from any affirmative action, But 


if our own people do not understand the distinction, how can we 


expect the le of Cuba to understand it? To them the resolu- 
tion introduced by the Senator from Nevada appears a very seri- 
ous matter. 


I think it ought to be said that in the opinion of some of us, at 
least, that resolution does not in the least represent the opinion 
of the Government or of the people of the United States. Our 
relations with Cuba, as the map shows, must always be of a pe- 
culiar kind. The importanceof Cubatothe United States was set 
forth many years ago by John Quincy Adams and Henry Clay. 
It has been the policy of all succeeding Administrations to watch 
carefully over all that concerns Cuba. We have made the world 
understand that our relations to that island must always be differ- 
ent from our relations to any other territory lying outside of our 
boundaries. 

Mr. President, when in the fullness of time it became necessary 
to cut the knot of the difficulties that had there arisen, when the 
flag of Spain went back across the Atlantic, whither, I hope, in 
the process of the years all European flags will return, the deter- 
mination of our future relations with Cuba, at last free and inde- 
pendent, became a very immediate and important subject of the 
policy of the United States. We determined those relations by 
what is known as the Platt amendment, in my judgment one of 
the most statesmanlike and far-seeing pieces of legislation ever 
placed by Congress upon the statute book. 

My own desire, and I believe it is a desire shared by the great 
mass of the American 2 pe was that under these relations the 
island of Cuba should have a prosperous, successful, and inde- 
pendent government. Our only doubt was, in view of the many 
troubles and convulsions which have beset the governments of the 
South American republics, that Cuba might be exposed to similar 
misfortunes. Cuba since then has taken her fate into her own 
hands. She has observed toward us the most absolute good faith. 
She has embodied in her constitution the clauses of the Platt 
amendmett. In further assurance she has embodied those same 
clauses in a treaty, which is now before the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. She has given us the naval stations that we 
desired. She has done all that we have asked hertodo. We 
have, on our part, behaved with the utmost good faith toward 
her, and we shall, I fully believe, complete all our obligations in 
that direction. 

We haveall the control in a military and political point of view 
that we can possibly desire in regard to that great island, and the 
burden and the honor of its government nevertheless remain in 
the hands of her own ple. They haveconducted their govern- 
mentina manner which has gone beyond the hopes of their friends 
and which has disappointed theirenemies. To them a resolution 
of this sort, inviting them to join the Republic of the United 
States, does not seem a distinguished honor, but a suggestion that 
they have failed in self-government or are on the eve of failure. 
I wish to insist in the strongest manner that the reverse is the 
case, that thus far they have succeeded in a remarkable degree 
and have not failed at all. 

I think, Mr. President, it is our duty to offer to the Cubans every 
encouragement. They have done well. We want them to con- 
tinne to prosper and be successful. It seems to me that every 
reflecting man must hope that the conditions will never arise 
under which we should be obliged to extend our control of Cuba 
any further. We are glad to be her protector against the other 
nations of the world, but we prefer that she should be an inde- 
pendent State, with her own Government carried on by her own 
people. 

No conditions could make it necessary for us to interfere in the 
affairs of Cuba except conditions of a melancholy kind, such as 
we should all regret, and we hope that those conditions will never 
arise. Instead of suggesting to the Cuban people, as this resolu- 
tion suggests, that they have not done well, it seems to me the 
feeling of the people of the United States, unless I greatly mistake 
it, is that they have done exceedingly well, much better than any- 
one could possibly have anticipated. 

Mr. President, we have no desire to annex that island. We 
much prefer it in the state in which it now is. For one, Mr. 
President, looking at it solely from our own side and not from 
theirs, I am opposed to having island States. We all know that 
if Cuba becomes a part of the United States it must be made a 
State of the Union, and the wholesome rule against island States 
would be broken once for all. 

Mr. President, there is an island prospering and doing well, 
with our aid and our approbation. We do not want to agitate 
and distress her people with resolutions conveying an idea that 
we are suspicious of her future or doubtful of her present. 

And not content with that, Mr. President, this resolution goes 
on to propose that the island of Porto Rico, which is prosperous 
and happy under the government that we have given it, shall be 
annexed violently to the island of Cuba. Porto Rico is ready to 
be a dependency of the United States, but it is a very different 














424 

proposition that we should, with a high hand, make it a depend- 
ency of another island. Mr. President, is it necessary to agitate 
those people in this way? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- | 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. If the island of Porto Rico were a county | 
of the State of Cuba, would the Senator call it a dependency? | 
Mr. LODGE. I thought the language was ‘‘a county or prov- 
ince.”’ I have it not before me. | 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I used the term ‘county or province”? | 
because Cuba is divided into six provinces, and they would better | 
understand that term than the word ‘ county;’’ but the purpose 
was simply to make Porto Rico a county of a sovereign State, | 
sharing with that State in the selection of United States Sena- | 
tors and Representatives in Congress and in the election of the | 
President of the United States. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well, Mr. President; the purpose of the | 
resolution is to take the people of Porto Rico and annex them to | 
the island of Cuba. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Without their consent. 

Mr. LODGE. Without apparently any consent on their part. | 

Now, Mr. President, why disturb the present condition? Why 
infuse suspicion into the minds of the people of Cuba? The uni- 
versal opinion, I believe, in the United States is that they have 
done well. We want them in their own interest and in our inter- | 
est to go on with their peaceful and successful government. We 
applaud what they havedone. We have nodesire to annex them. 
We have no desire to change the present condition. It is much 
better, if it can be maintained, than any other arrangement which | 
could be made. 

Mr. President, all I desired was, for one, to disclaim any sympa- 
thy with any project of that kind. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 1 wish to ask the Senator from Massachu- | 
setts in case the people of the island of Cuba voluntarily and with- 
out any suggestion from us should indicate any desire to become | 
a State ef the Federal Union, whether he would be inclined to | 
grant their request? 

Mr. LODGE. That is an important question, to be considered 
when itarises. Thereis not the slightest indication that the people 
of Cuba want to become a State of the Union. There is not the | 
slightest indication that they are not content where they are; that 
they are not gratifying their own pride and their own sense of 
citizenship by remaining where they are. Why should we discuss 
bringing them into the Union? Whyshould we arouse their sus- 
picion and hurt their feelings? Why net leave them alone to work | 
out their destiny as they are working it out, with all the kindly 
aid and assistance we can give them? 

Mr.NEWLANDS. Will the Senator permit another question? 
Mr. LODGE. Certainly; as many questions as the Senator 
wants to ask. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I presume the Senator realizes that the 
markets of the world have been gradually closed against sugar in 
Cuba and that she markets her entire crop in thiscountry. Now, 
assuming that England should adopt the retaliatory policy called 
for by Mr. Chamberlain, and should put a protective duty upon 
sugar with a view to protecting her own colonies producing sugar, ' 
I ask whether the island of Cuba would not be absolutely depend- 
ent for the marketing of her own crop upon the United States, 
and would the Senator regard it as an act of hostility to Cuba to 
suggest to her an arrangement by which, instead of securing 

$40,000,000 annually for her crop, she would secure $75,000,000? 

Mr. LODGE. 1 am not going to discuss the sugar question. | 
That comes up very properly, no doubt, in connection with the 
bill to carry the treaty into effect. I did not rise to discuss the | 
sugar question or any part of it. My object was simply to enter 
my own disclaimer against any idea that we were seeking to an- 
nex Cuba or to change the present relations of the countries. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I desire to submit some obser- 
vations, at a time that will be convenient to the Senate, against | 
the resolution. This is not a convenient time to the Senate, as I | 
understand the state of public business. The committee on com- | 
mittees is ready to report,as understand it. I believe the Senate 
should fill up the committees, and then I think it is the desire of 
a Senator to speak upon another subject. I therefore ask that | 
the motion to reconsider may lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none, and | 
the motion to reconsider lies over. 

COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 

On motion of Mr. Haz, it was 

Ordered, That so much of Rule XXIV of the Senate as provides for a 
ment of the standing and other committees of the Senate by ballot 
pen " 


int- 
> sus- 
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| Cumber, Bard, 
| Dubois, Clark of Montana, Teller, Stone, Overman. 
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Mr. HALE. I offer a resolution with a list of committees ac- 
companying it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maine offers 
a resolution, for which he asks present consideration? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read to the Senate. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the following, commencing December 1, 1903, shall consti- 
tute the standing and select committees of the Senate for the Fifty-eighth 
Congress: 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the list be read first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 


On Agriculture and Forestry.—Messrs. Proctor (chairman), Hansbrough, 
Warren, Foster of Washington, Dolliver, Quarles, Quay, Bate, Money, Sim- 
mons, Latimer. 

On Appropriations.—Messrs. Allison (chairman), Hale, Cullom, Perkins, 
Warren, Wetmore; Quay, Gallinger, Cockrell, Teller, Berry, Tillman. Daniel. 

To Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate.—Messrs. Kean 
(chairman), Warren, Millard, Money, Patterson. 

On Canadian Relations.—Messrs. Fulton (chairman), Dryden, Hoar, Hale, 


Is there objection to the con- 


| Fairbanks, Tillman, Bailey, Clark of Montana, Clarke of Arkansas. 


On the Census.—Messrs. Quarles '(chairman), Hale, Platt of New York, Mc- 
Cumber, McComas, Burton, Long, McEnery, Taliaferro, Blackburn, Bailey. 

On Civil Service and Retrenchment.—Messrs. Perkins (chairman), Lodge, 
Elkins, Platt of New York, Millard, Bate, Dubois, McLaurin, Clarke of 
Arkansas. 

On Claims.—Messrs. Warren (chairman), Stewart, Kean, Clapp, Burnham, 
Burton, Allee, Fulton, Smoot, Martin, Taliaferro, McLaurin, Foster of Loui- 


| sliana, Overman. 


On Coast and Insular Survey.—Messrs. Ankeny (chairman), Foster of 
Washington, Hawley, Fairbanks, Allee, Morgan, Berry, Clay, Culberson. 
On Coast Defenses.—-Messrs. Mitchell (chairman), Hawley, Alger, Ball, 


| Ankeny, Heyburn, Culberson, Taliaferro, Clay, Simmons, Foster of Loui- 


siana. 
On Commerce.—Messrs. Frye (chairman), Elkins, Nelson, Gallinger, Pen- 
rose, Hanna, Depew, Perkins, Foster of Washington, Quarles, Alger, Berry, 


| Martin, Clay, Mallory, Foster of Louisiana, Stone. 


On Corporations Organized in the District of Columbia.—Messrs. Martin 
(chairman), Latimer, Aldrich, Hopkins, Long. ‘ 
On Cuban Relations.—Messrs. Platt of Connecticut (chairman), Aldrich, 


| Spooner, Burnham, Mitchell, Kittredge, Hopkins, Teller, Money, Taliaferro, 


Simmons. 

On the District of Columbia.—Messrs. Gallinger (chairman), Hansbrough, 
Stewart, Dillingham, Foster of Washington, Foraker, Scott,Gamble, Martin, 
Mallory, Simmons, Dubois, Gorman. - 

On Education and Labor.—Messrs. McComas (chairman), Penrose, Dolliver, 
Clapp, Burnham, Daniel, Gibson, Newlands, Stone. 

On Engrossed Bills.—Messrs. Cockrell (chairman), Hoar, Clapp. 

_On Enrolled Bills.—Messrs. Dryden (chairman), Hopkins, Foster of Loui- 
siana. 

To Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service.—Messrs. Clapp (chair- 


| man), Hoar, Ball, Smoot, Culberson, Simmons, McCreary. 


On Finance.—Messrs. Aldrich (chairman), Allison, Platt of Connecticut, 
Burrows, Platt of New York, Hansbrough, Spooner, Penrose, Daniel, Teller, 
Money, Bailey, Gorman. 

On Fisheries.—Messrs. Hopkins (chairman), Proctor, Frye, Perkins, Ful- 
ton, Mallory, McEnery, Bailey, Overman. 

On Foreign Relations.—Messrs. Cullom (chairman), Frye, Lodge, Clark of 
Wyoming, Foraker, Spooner, Fairbanks, Kean, Morgan, Bacon, Money, Clark 


| of Montana, McCreary. 


On Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game.—Messrs. Burton (chair- 
man), Depew, Perkins, Kearns, Kittredge, Burnham, Ankeny, Morgan, Till- 
man, Gibson, Overman. 

On the Geological Survey.—Messrs. Foster of Washington (chairman), 


| Elkins, Fairbanks, Heyburn, Money, Cockrell, Newlands. 


On JImnvigration.—Messrs. Dillingham (chairman), Penrose, Fairbanks, 
Lodge, Dryden, McComas, McLaurin, Patterson, Latimer, Clarke of Arkan- 
Sas, McCreary. 

On Indian Affairs —Messrs. Stewart (chairman), Platt of Connecticut, Mc- 
uay, Clapp, Gamble, Clark of Wyoming, Long, Morgan, 


On Indian Depredations.—Messrs. Allee (chairman), Beveridge, Dilling- 
ham, Kearns, Dietrich, Smoot, Bacon, Martin, Berry, Pettus, McLaurin. 

On Interoceanic Canals.—Messrs. Hanna (chairman), Platt of New York, 
Mitchell, Millard, Kittredge, Dryden, Hopkins, Morgan, Carmack. Talia- 
ferro, Gorman, 

On Interstate Commerce.—Messrs. Elkins (chairman), Cullom, Aldrich, 
Kean, Dolliver, Foraker, Clapp, Millard, Tillman, McLaurin, Carmack, Foster 
of Louisiana, New_ands. 

On Irrigation.—Messrs. Bard (chairman), Warren, Stewart, Kearns, Die- 
— Hansbrough, Ankeny, Fulton, Bailey, Patterson, Gibson, Gorman, New- 
ands. 

On the Judiciary.—Messrs. Hoar (chairman), Platt of Connecticut, Clark of 
Wyoming, Fairbanks, Nelson, McComas, Depew, Mitchell, Bacon, Pettus, 
Culberson, Blackburn, Patterson. 

On the Library.—Messrs. Wetmore (chairman), Hansbrough, Dryden, Clark 
of Montana, Gorman. 

On Manufactures.—Measrs. Heyburn (chairman), Gallinger, Allee, Smoot, 
Clay, Gibson, Latimer. 

On Military Affairs.—Messrs. Hawley (chairman), Proctor, Warren,Quarles, 
Scott, Foraker, Alger, Bate, Cockrell, Pettus, Blackburn. 

On Mines and Mining.—Messrs. Scott (chairman), Stewart, Hanna, Kearns, 
Heyburn, Tillman, Clark of Montana, Clarke of Arkansas, Newlands. 

On the Mississippi River and its Tributaries.—Messrs. Nelson (chairman), 
Dolliver, Millard, Hopkins, Bate, McEnery, McLaurin. 

On Naval Affairs.—Messrs. Hale (chairman), Perkins, Platt of New York, 
Hanna, Penrose, Gallinger, Burrows, Tillman, Martin, McEnery, Blackburn. 

On Organization, Conduct, and Expendituresof the Executive Departments.— 
Messrs. Quay (chairman), Wetmore, Beveridge, Allison, Allee, McLaurin, 
Blackburn, Carmack, Stone. 

On a Islands and Porto Rico.—Messrs. Foraker (chairman), Depew, 

‘osterof Washington, Mitchell, Kearns, Burton, Cockrell, Ma ory, 
Blackburn, Clark of Montana. 
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On Pacific Railroads.— Messrs. Dolliver (chairman), Frye, Stewart, Millard, 
Kittredge, Morgan, Taliaferro, McCreary, Latimer. 
wn Pa ——- means. Kivwonge (Salrean)s McComas, McCumber, Clapp, 
ory, Foster of na, imer. 
On Tas signnesDonera. McCumber (chairman), Scott, Foster of Washing- 
ton, Burton, Burnham, Alger, Ball, Smoot, Taliaferro, Patterson, Carmack, 
Gibson, Overman. 


On the Philippines.—Messrs. Lodge (chairman), Hale, Proctor, Beveridge, 
Burrows, Mc’ Senea, Dietrich, Long, Culberson, Dubois, Carmack, McCreary, 
Stone. 

On Post-Offices and Post-Roads.—Messrs. Penrose (chairman), Dolliver, 
Lodge, Beveridge, Mitchell, Proctor, Burrows, Scott, Burton, Clay, Culber- 
son, Taliaferro, Simmons, Gorman. 

2 pe ee Platt of New York (chairman), Elkins, Gorman. 

On Private Land ag Teller (chairman), McEnery, Pettus 

n, Gamble, Burton. 
er Prvctleges and Elections.—Messrs. Burrows (chairman), Hoar, McComas 
Foraker, Depew, Beveridge, Dillingham, Hopkins, Pettus, Dubois, Bailey, 
Overman, Clarke of Arkansas. P 

On Public Buildings and Grounds.—Messrs. Fairbanks (chairman), Warren, 
Scott, Quarles, McCumber, Wetmore, Quay, Culberson, Simmons, Clay, Stone, 
Latimer. 

On Public Health and National Quarantine.—Messrs. Morgan (chairman), 
McEnery, Mallory, Culberson, Spooner, Depew, Ball, Heyburn, Long. 

. en — ep pnde.—-thaeeee. Hansbrough (chairman), Nelson, Clark of Wyo- 
ming, Bar 
McLaurin, Gibson, Dubois, Newlands. 

On Railroads.—Messrs. Clark of ne (chairman), Nelson, Hawley, 
Bard,.Allee, Ankeny, Smoot, Bacon, Pettus, Money, Carmack. 

On the Revision of the Laws of the Unised States.—Messrs. De 
man), Proctor, Fulton, Heyburn, Long, Daniel, Mallory, Bailey, 

On Revolutionary Claims.—Messrs. 
necticut, Alger, Ball. 

On Rules.—Messrs. Spooner (chairman), Aldrich, Hoar, Elkins, Teller, 
Cockrell, Bacon. 

On Territories.—Messrs. Beveridge (chairman), Dillingham, Nelson, Bard, 


w (chair- 
tterson. 


Uy, , Kean, Bate, Patterson, Clarke of Arkansas, Newlands. 

On Transportation Routes to the Seaboard.—Messrs. Gamble (chairman), 
pa of Wyoming, Perkins, Ball, Allee, Pettus, Daniel, Dubois, Clarke of 

rkansas. 


On the University of the United States.—Messrs. Long (chairman), Frye, 
Wetmore, Burnham, Dillingham, Dryden, Allison, Clay, Carmack, Black- 
burn, Foster of Louisiana. 

SELECT COMMITTEES. 

To Investigate the Condition of the Potomac River Front at Washington.— 
inom. Millard (chairman), Frye, Beveridge, Allee, Martin, Bacon, Clark of 

ontana. 


Se Teen Gufreg: heer, Bac (hatemen), Berry, Wetmore, Bard, | the ablest and best known of the body of American engineers, 


Mitchell. 


Kearns, Gamble, Burton, Dietrich, Fulton, Berry, McEnery, | 





illman (chairman), Bate, Platt of Con- | 


tion that has come before the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 
I need not mention their names nor remind you of their powerful 
influence, their high character, or their great abilities. I could 
not voluntarily part company with those Senators and others of 
the Republican party with whom I have acted and voted often- 
times on the same questions that must again come before the 
Senate.. I have not and will not reverse my position on those 
questions at the bidding of any party caucus. The great political 
— who will now take the canal question in charge needs the 
help of party machinery to compel obedience to his will. For 
one, I do not even fear that power to drive Senators from their 
convictions while the memory of Grant, Harrison, and McKinley 
is cherished by the American people. 

Among the Presidents of the United States who have been most 


| active, pronounced, and powerful in the support of an isthmian 


canal and most decided, persistent, and resolute in the advocacy 
of the Nicaragua route, with whom I have most cordially coop- 


| erated, all of them were Republicans. 


I have followed their leadership on this subject without a 
thought of party differences, and am proud to state the fact, for, 
after all, it is no discredit to a Democrat that his course in the 
Senate on matters that rise far above the contests of party politics 


| has been in accord with such Presidents as Grant and Hayes, 


Arthur, Harrison, and McKinley, and with such Secretaries of 


| State as Fish and Evarts, Frelinghuysen, Blaine, and Sherman— 
| all of them eminent Republicans, distinguished statesmen, and 


true Americans. I mention only those who have passed away. 
Of.the admirals and great captains of the Navy, all of them, I 
believe, have been in favor of General Grant’s plan of an isth- 


| mian canal in the exclusive ownership of the United States, and 
| all, save one, I believe, have steadfastly advocated the Nicara- 


gua route without ‘‘ the shadow of turning.’’ In the Army the 
consensus of opinion is for the Nicaragua route, but their pro- 


| fessional connection with the question has naturally been more 
| remote than that of the Navy. 


On Additional Accommodations for the Librery of Congress.—Messrs. Berry | 


(chairman), Stone, Cullom, Allison, Mitchell. 
On Transportation and Sale of Meat Products.—Mesérs. Daniel (chairman), 
Stone, McCumber, Quarles, Ball. 


On the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians.—Messrs. Bate (chairman), Teller, | 


Dietrich, Kittredge, Burrows. 

On Industrial Expositions.—Messrs. Burnham (chairman), Hawley, Hans- 
brough, Lodge, Clapp, Alger, Fulton, Daniel, Cockrell, Carmack, Gibson, 
McCreary, Newlands. 

On National Banks.—Messrs. Kearns (chairman), Penrose, Ankeny, McEn- 
ery, Gibson. 


vo Investigate Trespassers upon Indian Lands.—Messrs. Dietrich (chair- | 


man), Heyburn, Morgan. 4 
— meamioetion and Disposition of Documents.—Messrs. Alger (chairman), 

On Vent ilation and Acoustics.—Messrs. Ball (chairman), Gallinger, Gamble. 

On Standards, Weights, and Measures.—Messrs. Smoot (chairman), Dolliver, 
Long, Clark of Montana, McCreary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I desire to be heard upon the 
resolution. I have no objection to its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the resolution is before the Senate. The Senator from 
Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, on the question before the 
Senate, which concerns every interest of the Government and 
people of the United States, I desire to present a historical state- 
ment of the situation of our Government and people on a snbject 
that is most engrossing in its importance and in its responsibili- 
ties in respect of an isthmian canal. 

In all that I have done in the effort to promote the construction 
of an isthmian canal that would be in the ownership and under 
the exclusive control of the United States, in perpetual right, I 
have not presented or encouraged any view of this great national 
question that was colored with even atint of party politics. I did 


not seek the place with which the Senate has honored me hereto- | 


fore, as chairman of an important committee, and I have no right or 
cause to regret that new conditions of party aere femmes my 
retirement. I would still prefer, very decidedly, that this sub- 
ject should be treated, as it has been, as a question of foreign 
relations, in respect of which the demands of patriotism do not 
permit any American’s heart and conscience to be bound, as is too 
often the case, to a party allegiance that violates both. 

In the past two years much provocation has been given by the 
efforts of the opponents of any canal and by the advocates of the 
Panama route for involving this great world question in the con- 
tests for political supremacy in the United States, all of which I 
have steadily resisted, even to incurring the censure of some of 
my political brethren. Up to this hour I have not attended a 
political caueus on this subject. Three of the oldest. and -most 
distinguished Republicans of the Senate—members of this com- 
mittee—have uniformly voted with me on every important ques- 


Is there objection to the pres- | 





A like consensus of opinion has existed and still exists among 


who have added a splendid fame to the United States, which isas 
bright. as that which glows in the history of our foremost men in 
the legislative halls and the courts of our country. 

These are the statesmen, admirals, generals, and engineers whose 
lead I have followed with confidence in forming my opinions, and 
in what I have thus been able to learn from their teachings and 
guidance I have found no fact that in the least has disturbed my 
confidence in their wisdom. 

{ would most cheerfully leave the choice between these routes 
to the vote of the men who comprise the working membership of 
the various societies of American engineers, men who work in the 
fields of enterprise and know the ways and have followed them in 
their toilings. They are not mere wiseacres who affect wisdom, 
in the absence of knowledge, and call themselves consulting engi- 
neers, or those who can not be impartial because of their long 
service in the employment of the Panama Canal Company and the 
transcontinental railroads. 

If my judgment is in error, these great Americans are more to 
blame than I am, for I have only attempted to follow the plain 
road they have opened, and I have found in it no difficulty. 

I have only been anxious to be right in my votes as a Senator 
on these questions, and that our country in working out this 
great scheme, which no other American country is able to accom- 
plish, and no European or Asiatic country will be permitted to 
attempt, should be *‘ciean’’ and ** decent ’’ and without the re- 


| proach of intrigue. or of neglect of the rights of others, or of com- 
| binations with political or other leaders of parties or sects, inany 
| country, to ride down opposition or to oppress the owners and 
| claimants of honest rights, with 


confiscations and denial of 


justice. If one man, whose opinions would be of as little value 


|as mine are if he were not President, can reverse and brush 


away as chaff the conclusions of all the great and scientific men 
who have studied these questions thoroughly during the past two 
centuries and can crush all who dare to question his wisdom, it is 
time to look more deeply into this matter and to see whether he 
can alsocrush the statute laws and the rights of Congress as well. 

I think that the appeal to party discipline to force his opinions 
on the country and his measures of aggression on foreign coun- 
tries, in addition to his power as Commander in Chief of the 
Army and Navy, which he uses with a dreadful latitude of con- 
struction, is so strong a proof of heart failure in the present wild 
movements that I am encouraged to hope that there are still 
some barriers that we may rely upon to protect the peace and 
save the commerce of the country. I regret that party discipline 
is to be used as a domestic police force to protect ‘* the transit ’’ in 
Panama and to guard the interests of the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany. That we will get a canal. if one can be builtin Panama, I 
have no doubt, for the President has said so. Yet this result is not 
clearly so certain, or so safe, as if he should obey the Spooner law. 
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Above all else I have desired that in our dealings about this 
great matter we would not enter into bargains with convicted 
felons, or with adventurers who are not felons in legal estimati@ 
only because they have not been convicted, or with men whose 
felonies have been condoned because they were the only people who 
were in position to give profitable bargains to the United States. 

I beg pardon of the Senate for thusstating my personal attitude 
toward this subject. I have taken that liberty because I do not 
wish to be understood as having any personal ambition to serve 
or any party bias toinfluence my opinions in these matters, or any 
personal desire to remain at the head of this honorable committee 
or to be a member of it. 

The most natural and instructive manner of considering this 
subject is by a comparative chronological arrangement of the 
facts that are most important with reference to the two canal 
routes, which I will attempt, but will ask leave of the Senate to 
append this statement of historical facts to my remarks without 
delaying the Senate to listen to the reading of them. 

The early explorers of the American Isthmus for an eligible 
canal route after much careful reflection, centered upon the Nica- 
raguan route, asthe only onethat wasavailable. SoI will present 


these facts in periods of consecutive years, until the period when 
the Panama Canal was taken up for instrumental survey. ThenI 


will present, as briefly as I can, a statement of the facts relating 
to each route, to the present time, in chronological order. 

In the present situation it seems proper that I should restate the 
most important facts relating to the 
may be no hesitancy or evasion as to executing the canal act of 
June 28, 1903. 

Before doing this I must make a statement, in some sense per- 
sonal, which I would not make but for the respect I have for the 
character of the Evening Star, of this city, and its worthy con- 
ductors. 

Ina recent issue, under the head of “‘ Mr. MorGan and thecanal,”’ 
the Star says: ‘‘ Congress, by a vote almost unanimous, ordered 
the change (from eee to Panama) and put the matter in 
the President’s hands.”’ e Star is misled by some lamentable 
oversight as to the facts as they are shown by the record. The 
entire House, save two votes, had voted for the Nicaragua route, 
and the matter that was put into the hands of the President by 
the Spooner law was not a discretion in the choice of routes. It 
was not even a discretion as to the time within which he was re- 
quired to een 4 the law after the time for dealing with Colombia 
had been fixed by agreement in the Hay-Herran treaty. 

The Spooner amendment to the House bill did not substitute 
the Panama route for the Nicaraguaroute. It.only gavea prefer- 
ence in the selection of routes to the Panama scheme, upon cer- 
tain conditious that are now im ible. The giving of this 
preference as stated and regulated in the Spooner amendment 
did not displace the Nicaragua route or condemn it with even a 
shadow of disapproval. On the contrary, that law is as firm and 
decisive as to the merits of the Nicaragua route as the Hepburn 
bill, the language of which, in this respect, was copied from that 
bill. The Spooner law orders the President to cause the Isthmian 
Canal Commission to excavate and construct the Nicaragua canal 
if Colombia should fail, within a reasonable time, to ratify a 
treaty with the United States making certain concessions and 
stipulations prescribed in the Spooner Act. I need not repeat 
them to the Senate, but the Star would do well to give them 
careful examination and due weight to all their provisions. 

The misrepresentations of the provisions of the Spooner Act, 
through the neglect of some of the leading journals to state them 
fairly and fully, and in the misstatement and utter perversion of 
the truth by some of these accepted guides of the great masses of 
political followers, has done more to bring about the present 
wretched situation than all other agencies. 

The misrepresentations of the minister plenipotentiary and en- 
voy extraordinary from Panama when he was the — tetic 
spellbinder for the New Panama Canal Company in the United 
States, in the interest of certain railroads, were not more fierce 
against the Nicaraguan route than is the injustice of some of these 
leaders of public opinion. 

The interest of some of the great capitalists in handling this 
job is not less than it was when they were serving their old mas- 
ter, the old canal com , for enormous commissions, nor is 
their new master, the New Panama Canal Company, nearly so 
“decent ’’ as the old company, the stench of whose corruptions 
drove the French Cabinet from office. It is time that we had 
washed our hands of this business, and it is fortunate that the 
Spooner bill requires us to do so without delay. Let us send out 
a round robin from Co and inform the President that it is 
about time to provide for the health and safety of the country. 

I respectfully demand from Mr. Hay, or from whomever can 
aa or the President, that the statement shall be verified, by 

e facts, that some of our great engineers have informed the 
President that the Nicaragua canal route isimpracticable. I would 
make this demand of the President if it was good form to do so. 
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No concessions are now possible to be obtained from Colombia. 
If they were even possible, the ‘“‘reasonable length of time’’ pre- 
scribed ix. the statute was in fact a limitation upon the right of 
Colombia to accept the benefits of that act, then to be decided 
between the two canal routes, both of which were active cempeti- 
tors for a very t prize. 

Colombia had the preference in the bidding—for that was what 
it was—and was limited to a ‘‘ reasonable time’’ as to her right 
to bid or to accept the conditions prescribed in the Spooner amend- 
ment. No such time limit is prescribed as to Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica. Their right to be heard arose at once when the right 
of Colombia ceased. 

In the Hay-Herran treaty, which was ratified by the Senate of 
the United States, a time limit was fixed for the acceptance by 
Colombia of the terms and conditions prescribed in the treaty 
under the authority of the Spooner law. That time was the 22d 
of September, 1903. It was all the time Colombia asked, and all 
that the President and the Senate would grant, and it was made 
by une the fixed and utmost limit of time for acquiring 
canal concessions from Colombia. 2 

The treaty fell when that limit was passed by the action or non- 
action of the Colombian Congress, and no power was left in the 
President, or in Colombia, by the Spooner Act to again cone te 
gotiations with Colombia under that law. The President no 
a under the Constitution to open negotiations with Colom- 

ia or to entertain them after the 22d of September, 1903, because 
the Hepburn bill was enacted by Congress and approved by him 
in substance and in full effect in the Spooner law, with some ad- 
ditional provisions that the President is required to perform if it 
is possible. That act of Congress stands unrepeal It is the 
supreme law that controls and establishes the policy of the United 
States, that no American can nullify. In theSpooner Act all the 
provisions of the Hepburn bill are found and the identical lan- 
guage, certainly in substance. It is the essential part of the 
Spooner Act as to the authority of the President to acquire canal 
concessions. 

The time for the performance of these duties toward the acqui- 
sition of the Nicaragua route began at once on the definite and 
irrevocable failure of the Colombian Congress to ratify the Hay- 
Herran treaty on or before the 22d of September, 1903, and the 
President was bound to perform that duty in due season and 
with reasonable diligence. The Spooner law required him to 
open negotiations with Nicaragua and Costa Rica for that pur- 
pose. It had no reference to any cesarean operation by which a 
republic of Panama might be taken alive from the womb of Co- 
lombia and be empowered by our President to seize the territory 
of Colombia and to assume ane and sovereignty there un- 
der mythical covenants that some diplomatists, ‘* wise above what 
is written,’’ have invented and have declared that they ‘‘ run 
with the land.”’ 

The President fixed the ‘‘ reasonable time ’’ in favor of Colombia 
in the Hay-Herran treaty, which was signed and sent to the Sen- 
ate and was ratified with that agreement in it. The authority of 
the President as to deciding upon a reasonable time was thus fixed 
by the Hay-Herran treaty and exhausted by the act of Colombia, 
and he was left to the plain and simple duty of executing the re- 
maining requirements of the Spooner law. 

It was this e tation and the faith I had in the President that 
he would obey the law, as he insists that every other good citizen 
shall do, that caused me to agree in the committee of conference 
between the two Houses to the passage of the Hepburn bill as it 
was amended on the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
SPOONER]. On that amendment the majority of the Senate was 
six votes in its favor. The House never took a direct vote on the 
Spooner amendment From this it will be seen that the Star is 
mistaken as to the vote in favor of the Panama route. — 

Of two of those six votes I will not speak now. That is a mat- 
ter for political discussion. I voted against the Spooner amend- 
ment; yet I then had no substantial doubt that, if adopted, it 
would lead to the construction of the canal on the Nicaragua 
route, but I knew that the road would be long and difficult. 

The only doubt I have now is whether the Senate will obey the 
law. the President having refused to obeyit. The action of Con- 
gress on this question can not be avoided, and I suppose the House 
will want to know what has become of the Hepburn bill, that was 
in substance and almost in form enacted in the Spooner law. 

The Hepburn bill was never defeated in the Senate. The 
Spooner amendment to that bill changed no fact or principle it 
contained. It was enacted without losing any of its force, and 
it was postponed, as to its operation in favor of the Nicaragua 
route, to a treaty with Colombia, which the President was author- 
ized to negotiate, until Colombia should fail to make such a treaty 
as is provided for in that act, or the Con of Colombia should 
fail to approve such treaty. The Colom’ Congress, elected and 
called into extraordinary session by Marroquin, as President of 
Colombia, for that purpose, did not approve the treaty within 
the time agreed to, as expressed in the treaty. 
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Py President then aes the Colombian a 
United States would o negotiations a w 
oxnkan hts or concessions, there the matter ended. Then 


the ent took an active part, as Commander in Chief of the 
Navy, in cutting off Colombia from civil or military 
authority in Panama, thereby ae — his power to deny 
that the unexecuted part of the Spooner Act can be executed by 
him, as President, at least so far as to enter into negotiations 
with Costa Rica and Nicaragua, without im g any part of 
that law or any advan that Colombia could possibly have de- 


rived from it. This is the question that Congress must decide, 
as the President refuses to execute that law, or else the will of 
the President becomes the supreme law of the land. 

The President-completed his campaign for destroying the unex- 
ecuted part of the Spooner Act by causing Mr. Hay to sign a canal 
treaty with somebody who is herefrom Panama. This treaty was 
made in consequence of a prearranged revolt against Colombia, 
which was executed at Panama on the 3d of November, 1903. 


The latest information we gain from the Department of State as 
to the progress of treaty ing with Panama is that the treaty 
is made to suit the Government by Mr. Hay and a Frenchman 


whose sole authority for this solemn act isa telegraphic power 
of attorney issued by a junta in Panama that Marroquin styles a 
* barracks junta.” : 

That junta met and acted under the military protection of the 
United States, as is now revealed in a message of the President 
on the 16th instant. 

I have no accusation to make against our Government that it is 
engaged in a conspiracy to Panama from Colombia, but 
the facts I will now state, taken from the message of the Presi- 
dent, prove that the President knew of such a conspiracy and 
stood ready with armed shi ao to protect those en- 
gaged in the “uprising ’’ when it should occur. His duty under 
the treaty of 1846, if he had any duty in the premises, was to 
check rather than to t such a movement. 

The De ent of State—in other words, the President—took 
command of our naval forces at Panama and at Colon, assembled 
for that , and awaited tidings from the ent of 
Panama. came, as expected and desired, on the 3d of No- 
vember, 1903, a day hereafter to be “‘ saints’ day’ in the calendar 
of filibusters, who act ‘‘in the interests of peace”’ in destroying 
government by surprise and without notice when “ the victories 
of peace, more renowned than war,”’ bring spoils without blood- 
shed or danger. 

The facts that suddenly broke upon the world like ‘the explo- 
sion of an idea,’ which is now the classic form of definition for 
conspiracy to raid a sleeping republic, all occurred in an after- 
noon of that historic day. 

The parties concerned and the expectant officials were at Wash- 
i m, New York, and Colon, 1,500 miles apart, but the electric 
cable was at hand and distance was annihilated. : 

The story is as follows: It first fixes the responsibility on the 
press if there should be any miscarriage in the accouchement 
through a fake story. In this instance it was the expected that 
happened and the press was a recording angel, not a prophet. 

As soon as “ Loomis, Acting’ as Secretary of State, was able to 
say, in a dispatch to our consuls at Panama and Colon, ‘“‘ Uprising 
on Isthmus reported,’ at 3.40 Pp. m., and Ehrman, consul at 
Panama, answered, at 8.15 p. m.,‘‘ Nouprising yet. Reported will 
beinthenight. Situation is critical,’ ‘*‘ Loomis, Acting,’’ seems to 
have ceased action until the hour of 11.15 p. m. on this saints’ day. 

In the meantime ‘‘ Darling, Acting’’ Secretary of the Navy, 
took command. 

He had acted in a similar case, in favor of Colombia, in Mar- 
roquin’s war in 1899 to 1902, on the 29th day of October, with emi- 
nent success, using the same title of “‘ Darling, Acting.’’ He then 
formed the military junction between our naval forces and the 
army of Marroquin to suppress insurrection at Panama. He was 
cooperating with Marroquin at that date. 

So eager was he toagain display his military prowess and strate- 
gic abilities that he could not stop at that hour of the night to con- 
sult the Secretary of the Navy, and he at once instituted war 
against Colombia in the following order to the commander of 
our war ship, the Nashville: 


Nashv Colon: In the interest of peace make every effort to prevent 
Government troops at Colon from proceeding to Panama. 


That was the first mili order which was given out. It was 
at Panama that the “ barracks junta’’ was then at work imprison- 
ing army and navy officers of Colombia at 6 p. m. on this noted 


day. 
The dispatch of Consul Ehrman, on which Loomis acted, is as 


follows: 
Mr. Ehrman to Mr. Hay. 


PANAMA, November 3, 1908. 
Uortel (Received 9.50 p. m.) 
prising occurred to-nigh no bloodshed. Army and officials 
taken prisoners Goverenene tin be to- t, conutieting 


- three 
consuls, also cabinet. Soldiers same movement will be 





. 


effected in Colon. Order prevails so far. 


Situati ri F hundred 
soldiers landed Colon to-day Barranquilla. operat meget oo 


ERMAN. 


It was an “uprising” of which our Government had notice. 
How many rose up or who they were was not stated, and our 
Government did not know, unless it had been informed in ad- 
vance of the movement to begin the revolt. 

There was “no bloodshed,’’ and ‘“‘army and navy officers 
(were) taken prisoners. * * * Order prevails so far. Situa- 
tion serious.”” There was no danger developed so far as “ the 
interests of —, were concerned, unless the peace whose in- 
terests the ident was protecting was intended to be “ the 

e of death’’ as to the sovereignty of Colombia, which other 
eatin ts have been protecting for sixty years, against revolt in 
Panama, under the eae of 1846. 

That pretense as to ‘‘the interests of peace’’ was an evasion, 
when it was made a text from which to preach a crusade against 
Colombia, unless it was intended to be the grimest joke that ever 
graced the atmosphere of irony, that great diplomatists have 
sometimes enjoyed. 

In this phrase of the Darling dispatch we see the “ interests of 
peace’ that we set up against the sovereignty of Colombia, and 
hey are the peace that comesfrom war. “Situation serious; 400 
soldiers landed Colon to-day, Barranquilla,’’ says Ehrman. 

These soldiers were sent there to enforce the constitution and 
laws of Colombia. Our Government has made no pretense to the 
eqntrary. That was the lawful right and duty of Colombia that we 
had guaranteed to aid her in performing. Our guaranty went 
still further and assured Colombia that we would protect her in 
the ownership of the State of Panama against all claimants. It 
was a direct and firm guaranty against the secession of Panama, 
that she had made several desperate and bloody efforts to accom- 
plish. This guaranty was given at the close of the ‘‘ Twelve years’ 
war,’’ which was a secession war, and Colombia demanded our 
guaranty against its successful recurrence. We gave the pledge 
to get the right of transit for our people, and Colombia feared 
that they might enter her territory under this privilege as filibus- 
ters. is is the true story of this pledge, which our naval forces 
have broken. 

What did we expect? What had we the right to expect that the 
400 soldiers of Colombia intended to do on being sent from Barran- 
quilla to Colon, where they went into camp. Were they there to 
violate the laws of Colombia or the treaty of 1846? 

If our Government had any grounds to suppose that these soldiers 
were there for any other or different purpose, Mr. Hay, in making 
his defense of the President in a public document, would not have 
done his chief the discredit of withholding such facts. 

There was no other excuse or motive for the following act of war 
against Colombia than to protect the ‘‘ uprising ’’ at Panama, when 
Darling ordered the commander of the Nashville to ‘‘ make every 
effort to prevent troops at Colon from proceeding to Panama.”’ 

To do this the commander of the Nashville was bound to fight, 
if it was the best way to protect the junta at Panama. In the 
same breath Darling ordered that “‘ the transit of the Isthmus 
must be kept open and order maintained.” It was closed to 
Colombia and open to all other comers and goers. 

At 9.50 p. m. Ehrman had dispatched Mr. Hay that “order 
prevails so far;’’ so that situation did not demand war against 
Colombia. There had been ‘‘ no bloodshed; ’’ so that there was no 
bleeding for liberty to be avenged. 

The 400 soldiers at Colon, sent there by Colombia in her indis- 
putable right.and under our guaranty of her sovereignty, was the 
only threat of the disturbance of the peace of the isthmus that 
caused Darling to make war on Colombia if she even attempted 
to march these troops overland to Panama to rescue her army and 
navy officials that were then prisoners in the hands of a revolu- 
tionary mob. 

Loomis repeated Darling’s message to the commander of the 
Nashville at 11 p.m. to Consul Ehrman, because it ‘‘ may not 
have been delivered,’’ and directed him to see that the copy was 
delivered immediately. Doubtless fearing that some interruption 
of the telegraphic lines might delay the war, he was ordered to 
‘secure special train, if necessary,”’ on the railroad. His fateful 
and last words were, ‘Act promptly.”’ 

All Christendom will hope that Mr. Hay was resting or asleep 
from the fatigues of his great office when his subordinates were 
thus engaged in rushing war against Colombia. The President 
never sleeps on his post of duty or desire, though he sometimes 
closes his eyes. He knew all that was going on, but may not 
have been so active and strenuous as he was when in the war 
with Spain his strenuosity was so pronounced and his alacrity was 
so eminent, as described by the late Secretary of the Navy. 

Ehrman, in his dispatch at the hour of 9.50 p. m. of this 
fateful day, either made a remarkable prophecy or else he was 
in the secret counsels of the junta at Panama when he said, *‘ Gov- 
ernment will be organized to-night, consisting of three consuls, 
also cabinet.”’ ' 
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The three consuls remind us of the germination of the Empire 
of France through the paternity of three consuls, and that Napo- 
leon, an Italian, born in Corsica, was to become Emperor in the 
final travail of liberty. 

It was a French conception in the junta at Panama, and doubt- 
less owes its brilliancy to the New Panama Canal Company and 
its seductive attractions to the genius of Cromwell. 

Our President could not have been in contemplation, for he is 
a devotee of righteousness and is usually on friendly terms with 
peace. So I hope for the best, although the Cynic’s Calendar has | 
this bon mot, which is sometimes in point: ‘‘ When imercy and 
truth are met together and righteousness and peace have kissed 
each other, look out.”’’ 

There is no escape from the fact that the orders given to the 
officer commanding the Nashville at Colon on the 3d of Novem- 
ber, 1903, were orders that authorized war upon Colombia, and 
that they were given without warning or notice to the Govern- 
ment of that Republic. Colombia had the right to be there with 
her civil or military forces to enforce obedience to her law in 
virtue of her sovereignty to preserve the peace and to protect the 
transit across the Isthmus. The United States had no right to 
be there with her forces to protect the sovereignty of Colombia 
without her request or assent. It was the question of throwing 
off that sovereignty that caused the uprising at Panama. It was 
not the protection of the transit that caused the uprising. 

If the transit was either in present or remote danger of inter- 
ruption, it was the uprising at Panama that created that danger; 
but, in fact, there was no such danger. 

If Colombia could not repress such an outbreak on her sover- 
eignty in the Department of Panama except by force, as was true, 
and if she could not use such force without endangering the tran- 
sit, which was not true, the treaty of 1846, if it means that Co- 
lombia is not to be permitted to enforce her sovereignty with the 
assistance of her armed police or her military forces, because it 
might endanger the transit, directly or remotely, and that the 
United States in such a case has the right to prevent any attempt 
by Colombia so to repress insurrection, it is the United States 
that is made sovereign over Panama by that treaty, and sovereign 
over Colombia. 

Neither this nor any coming generation, in this country or any 
civilized country, can read and so interpret that treaty. 

We should never put ourselves on record as sustaining a view 
of our rights under that treaty that contradicts its language and 
denies and perverts the purposes it was intended to subserve. 

We will go down in history as the violaters of our treaty with 
Colombia for the purpose of obtaining canal concessions at 
Panama, on our own terms, that we could not otherwise obtain, 
and children yet unborn will change the title of the Grand Repub- 
lic to some reproachful name that we will furnish them occasion 
to saddle upon us. 

The Spooner law offered to Colombia certain opportunities in 
dealing with the subject of the Panama Canal that her Congress 
might accept or refuse to accept on or before the 28th of August, 
1903. 

There was no hint of compulsion in that law toward Colombia 
or of reprisals upon her if she declined to accept that offer. 

Nothing could be more remote from the purposes or expressions 
of Congress in that act than a war upon Colombia or an attack 
upon her sovereignty, or the me ge of any such attack, or the 
countenance of any such effort if her Congress should refuse to 
ratify the treaty to be made under its provisions. 

Colombia may deserve all she has experienced in her dealings 
with her own people in Panama, but the Spooner law did not 
assign to the United States the guardianship of those people, and 
‘the interests of peace,’’ which are the moral excuse for making 
war on Colombia, were not provided for in that act or in any other 
law except that of the miltary usurper. 

We have before us a difficult journey that may be a disastrous 
task in the outcome. 

Our accomplished literary Chief Magistrate has no romantic 
tour ahead of him, where he can enjoy the quiet seclusion so con- 
genial to his tastes, in our vast national parks. and can there in- 
dulge in dreams of diplomatic triumphs and military exploitation. 
He will need all his military abilities and all the money of the 

ple in the Treasury and the lives of many of their sons to con- 
anct what Reyes says will be a Boer war in Colombia. 

Already peace commissioners from Colombia have been turned 
back to their mountains by the Panamistas. They felt strong in 
the approving presence of Rear-Admiral Walker, who was in at- 
tendance on a visit of ceremony at the appropriate moment, and 
they were refused liberty to set foot on the soil of Panama. They 
were told that Panama still loved them, as I believe she does, but 
had entered into new espousals and that the marriage to the grand 
republic had been celebrated by a French proxy in the salon of 
our Secretary of State. 

They went home angry. Thencame other Colombian commis- 
sioners headed by Reyes, whose favor we courted when we wanted 





a treaty with Colombia at the sacrifice of the privileges of the 
Senate. Along with Reyes as commissioners were Generals 
Ospina and Holguin. They came for with honor, and 
therefore refused to set foot on the deck of the American 
cruiser Dixie, that had been set apart to do them special honor. 
They would not by such a condescension admit that our ships 
were rightfully at Colon. ; : 

This sensitive exhibition of national pride seems to have cut 
short this expedition to Panama, which, after all, was notits real 
destination, since they had taken passage on the French steamer 
Canada for Port Limon, Costa Rica, but their destination was 
unknown. , 

I insert a statement from the Washington Post, dated Colon, 
November 19, which describes one scene of this ¢ragic drama. I 
will not detain the Senate by reading it, as I suppose Senators 
have all read it: 

CoLon, November 19 1903. 

Generals Reyes, Ospina, and Holguin, appointed as commissioners by the 
Colombian Government to come to the Isthmus and negotiate for terms of 
peace looking to *“ the saving of the national honor,” arrived here to-night on 
the French steamer Canada. The peace commissioners left Savanilla yester- 
day without knowing the result of the conference between the peace com- 
mission from the department of Bolivar and the members of the junta on 
board the Mayflower. When General Reyes learned of this conference he 
said that he entirely disapproved of the mission of the Bolivarians. 

Other prominent Colombian generals on the Canada are Sarria,.Ortiz, 
Bustamente, Angulo, and Lucas Caballero. Generals Bustamente and Cabal- 
lero, who are prominent members of the pene Pert joined the peace 
nm nee at Savanilla, but were not delega by the Bogota govern- 
ment. 

There was great excitement on the arrival of the Canada. Hundreds of 
persons fiocked to the neighborhood of the dock, but were prevented from 
reaching the vessel 4 marines, who were landed from the United States 
war ships as soon as the Canada was sighted. The marines now guard the 


wharf. 
Captain Merriam, of the United States anxiliary cruiser Dixie, immediately 


went aboard the Canada and conveyed to General Reyes the result of the mis 
sion of the Bolivarians. He invited General Reyesand theother members of 
the commission to come aboard the Dixie, but the General and his companions 
declined the invitation. Admiral Coghlan, who had just arrived from Pan- 
ama, extended an invitation to the commissioners to come aboard the May- 
flower, but the Admiral’s invitation was also declined. 

It is understood that General Reyes and the other Colombian officers will 
remain onthe Canada until to-morrow evening, possibly until Saturday even- 
ing, when they will leave for Port Limon, for which destination all had tickets. 

The commissioners sent a telegram to the junta at Panama, asking for a 
conference there to-morrow, but the Panamuanians’ Government declined to 

nt the request. It is expected, however, that a representative delegation 
rom Panama will arrive here to-morrow and confer with the commissioners 
on board the Canada. 


The Colombian generals were not permitted to land at Colon, and it is con- 
sidered absolutely certain that their mission, like that of the commissioners 
from the department of Bolivar, will prove altogether futile. 

We profit by the folly of Colombia, while we lament the weak- 
ness that betrayed us into her power. Our prayer for deliverance 
from this evil has been granted, and we are well rid of Colombia. 

In the Hay-Concha treaty the door was left wide open for her 
sort of blackmail, and in the Hay-Herran treaty it was used by 
Colombia to demand $15,500,000 for what she had solemnly agreed 
to take $7,000,000, upon which agreement the President knew that 
Congress had acted in passing the Spooner bill. If our frantic 
pursuit of this vicious and corrupt but glittering temptation does 
not yet land us into still worse situations we will have to look to 
Congress and, after all and before all, to God for deliverance. 

The fourth article of each treaty is the same in terms, and 
both of them violate the Spooner Act and imperil our future re- 
lations with the Spanish-American Republics, as follows: 

The rights and privileges nted to the United States by the terms of this 
convention shall not affect the sovereignty of the Republic of Colombia over 
he Segsenny over whose boundries such rights and privileges are to be ex- 
ercised. 

The United States freely acknowledges and recognizes this sovereignty and 
disavows any intention to impair it inany way whatever, or to increase its 
territory at the expense of Colombia or of any of the sister republics of 
South or Central America, but, on the contrary, it desires to strengthen the 
powers of the republics on this continent, and to promote, develop, and main- 
tain their prosperity and independence. 

That was the vote of the Senate of the United States, almost 
unanimous. This was the President's declaration of his ambition, 
which had then soared to its zenith. This was the Ultima Thule 
of his hopes and endeavors. Recent events forshadow its sure 
disappointment and great trouble to our people. 

In the Spooner Act Congress refused to commit the United 
States to this radical policy, which exceeded all the bounds of 
prudence and wise statesmanship and invited the resentment of 
all the Spanish-American States against the self-assumed guard- 
ianship of their strength and power on this continent. 

Why this grandiloquent declaration was confined to this conti- 
nent is beyond comprehension, unless it was to round a period in 
an outburst—an ‘‘ explosion of an idea,”’ as a similar occurrence 
in the birth of the Republic of Panamais described by her first, 
and therefore her most distinguished, ‘‘ minister plenipotentiary ”’ 
in his public address to a member of this body. 

It — be that the afflatus of hysterical statesmanship that in- 
spired this great thought of the President has infused itself as ‘‘a 
leaven that leaveneth the whole lump’’ of the Republican party, 
but I still hope and believe that they are still thoughtful. 

If it is intended to assure Mexico and the Central American 
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States against future invasion, I welcome this burst of universal 
philanthropy as a cautionary admonition to this and coming gen- 
erations. 

But I am glad that Congress in defining the powers of the Presi- 
dent in the Spooner Act limited him to the sole duty of acquiring 
canal rights and necessary jurisdiction to control a canal to be 
constructed by the United States on one of two named routes and 
that it gave the President no authority to make pledges such as 
are made in the fourth article of both the treaties concluded by 
him with Colombia. 

That Marroquin, with his hands red with the blood of his ene- 
mies in his native country, where he ruled as dictator, and with 
the blood of children conscripted into his army on his hands, 40 
per cent of whom were from 9 to 15 years old (as is stated in a 
message of the President to the Senate on the day of the adjourn- 
ment of that body in March, 1903, see page 81 of Document No. 
10, Fifty-eighth Ceneren. special session), should have been in- 
vited to join with the President and the Senate in enacting sec- 
tion 4 of the Hay-Herran treaty, must be a surprise to the “‘ sister 
republics in South and Central America.”’ 

arroquin could be excused by his inability to harm those re- 
publics for his acquiesence in those pledges, but he could add noth- 
ing to their force or respectability. But we made this alliance with 
him not dreaming that within less than a year the President of 
the United States would violate this declaration at the expense of 
Colombia. at et aie on our part was, ‘‘ That the United States 
freely acknowledges this sovereignty (of Colombia) and disavows 
any intention to impair it in any way whatever, or to increase its 
territory at the expense of Colombia or of any of the sister re- 
publics of Central or South America.”’ 

Colombia must have had some serious apprehensions of a de- 
sign to increase the territory of the United States at her expense 
as the logical result of our controlling the Panama Canal when 
she twice demanded and obtained from our President this solemn 
and special pledge, which Congress failed and refused him the 
power to make. The President asked Congress for a law that 
would authorize ‘‘ such a treaty ’’ as the Hay-Concha treaty, and 
it was refused by the silent rejection of many of the most impor- 
tant provisions of that treaty in the Spooner law, especially the 
fourth article. Con would not agree to this political guar- 
dianship of the Spanish-American States. 

Nosooner had Colombia rejected the Hay-Herran treaty than our 
Government began to prepare for events that would test our good 
faith in keeping this pledge. I will wait to see how far and how 
fast we will go in its violation before I shall assist in that work. 

I will not now discuss the ong arg or excuse, if any, for our 
interference between Colombia and her Department of Panama 
or the manner of the interference, for which I have found no rea- 
sonable und of justification. But I will assert, and the whole 
world will agree with me, that but for the fact that the canal 
route for the Panama Canal is located in Panama, and that the 
President had determined that, in any event, the appropriation 
made for a canal by Congress should be expended on that canal, 
and that the property and.concessionary rights of the New Panama 
Canal Company should be purchased from that company and be 
paid for out of that appropriation at the sum of $40,000,000, or a 
greater sum, the President would not have interposed the asserted 
diplomatic power of the United States to protect a junta of seces- 
sionists in Panama against the laws of Colombia. 

He would not otherwise have discovered that our treaty with 
New Granada in 1846 required him to protect the railroad transit 
against the laws and the rights of Colombia on territory whose 
ownership and her sovereignty over it we had promised effectu- 
~ to protect. 

t was less than a year since our President, of his own initiative, 
ap tly, but without objection from Marroquin, then president 
and dictatorof Colombia, protected his armyof conscripted children 
from being slaughtered or captured by the army of the liberal 
party in Panama. 

The number of Colombian generals destined for Port Limon 
must mean business. I have no conception of the purpose of this 
military demonstration, but I suppose that we will soon hear from 
it in a way that willincrease our respect for the Spanish-American 
eo and warrior. 

If I did not have the most oman respect for the honor of the 
ministers from Costa Rica and Nicaragua, whose Governments we 
have treated with shameful injustice, so that we might make a 
supposed ba: with the New Panama Canal Company and put 
into the hands of its attorneys, spellbinders, syndicates, and ex- 
convict stockholders some pieces of silver, I would expect a con- 
federation between the isthmian States north of Panama and 
Colombia that would at least destroy our commerce and draw us 
ite . realization of the necessity for an immediate increase of 

e Navy. 

- Unless we shalt soon hear that those large additional promises to 
pay, that have heretofore so encouraged the Panama al Com- 
pany and others concerned, are made by the President and indorsed 


by the Secretary of the Treasury, whose soul suddenly yearns with 
a desire to lift a shovelful of dirt from the great ditch, we shall 
look for a battle of the giants. 

I hope that this last calamity may be averted through the stead- 
fast honesty of Costa Rica and Nicaragua. 

And now a new problem comes up from Colombia. It is that 
the rn of Antioquia and Bolivar have been shaken loose 
from their foundations and affectionate loyalty to the Republic of 
Colombia by this new form of earthquake—the sentimental form 
that the Senator from Ohio has already kept ready to jolt a canal 
movement out of position. 

The Senator, may try that once too often. 

Colombia, acting by departments, seems to be considering the 
effort to annex herself to the Republic of Panama. 

It would be a very amusing, if not a dangerous, result if the 
balance of the power should ~ so great against Panama that she, 
with her canal, and her $10,000,000, and the New Panama Canal 
Company, and her minister, and her ratifying committee, and 
Mr. Cromwell should be enticed back into the Republic of Co- 
lombia. Who can forbid that under existing conditions? Do we 
forbid it cr pretend to forbid it in the treaty that Mr. Hay has 
negotiated with Mr. Varilla? Then the great captain of canal in- 
dustry may find that the Colombian Yankee has ‘out yanked’’ 
his North American prototype. 

News, one day later, informs us that General Reyes has concluded 
to come to the United States on a mission that has a more bellig- 
erent aspect. I well remember that he is man of resources in the 
arts of intimidation. It was he that probed into the secret de- 
bates of the Senate, through the kindness of some leaky Senator, 
and got an exaggerated statement of some remarks imputed tome. 

He was in the City of Mexico, as minister from Colombia, and 
he loaded the wires with scurrilous reproaches against me as a 
Senator that were published in the Washington Post within twenty- 
four hours after I had spoken in the Senate. Marroquin and the 
President were mutually content, as I was then opposing the allied 
rulers, and I was left to wilt under the castigation. 

A curious coincidence seems to be suggested by the coming of 
General ix be He has laid aside his candidacy for the Presi- 
dency of Colombia and put on the insignia of a general to fight 
us because we refused to give Colombia $25,000,000 for the canal 
and took Panama instead. 

He has separated from his former coworker, the new chairman 
of this honorable committee, who, I fear, has sacrificed a mag- 
nificent opportunity, as to the Presidency, to gratify his more 
modest ambition to be the business manager of the canal we are 
to purchase from the French company, without even a quitclaim 
from Colombia or any guaranty of title except the strength of our 
Army and Navy. It is astonishing to contemplate the rash sacri- 
fices that some persons will make for the sake of power or money. 

If General Reyes is out for money, he may get it from our rich 
Treasury, under Secretary Shaw, while he isin ‘‘ a state of mind”’ 
about digging dirt in the canal ditch. Butsome friend should ad- 
monish General Reyes to put aside his sword and walk softly while 
in search of Treasury salve to heal Colombia’s wounded honor. 

He should not exaggerate the size or depth of the wound in 
order to get a big ome rege for Treasury salve is expensive 
and sometimes hard to obtain. It should be a clean transaction, 
for we are told in the Scriptures that the ointment of the apothe- 
cary should have no flies in it. 

It may be claimed without ostentation that the objections to 
the Hay-Herran treaty, when it was combated by only a few 
Senators, has so impressed the President with a sense of duty 
toward the honor and safety of the United States that, with the 
power to dictate terms to the junta at Panama, he put the sub- 
stance of every important amendment then offered into the treaty 
with Panama, and went far beyond those amendments in the 
right direction. 

For the part I took in forcing these reforms upon the accept- 
ance of the President, by whom they were then resented with at 
least cold indifference, I have no right to be regretful, and the coun- 
try now sees that there was no occasion for the vulgar and unjust 
lampoons that the press inflicted upon one who was faithful to 
the people and to the honor of the country. 

Costa Rica and Nicaragua, on the invitation of Mr. Hay. en- 
tered into negotiations with him, as Secretary of State, and those 
negotiations were practically concluded. as he admits in his letter 
to the chairman of the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, which 
was reported to the Senate. 

He also admits in that letter, which I will presently read to the: 
Senate, that those negotiations were conducted under and in con- 
mente aan the McKinley protocols of December 1, 1900, which 
were then recognized as being obligatory on all the parties as 
pledges of national honor. hen, Mr. President, have they 
ceased to be obligatory, and by what act? Who will answer that 
question? - ~ 

As soon as the Isthmian Canal Commission reversed its recom- 
mendations on the sole ground of saving $5,500,000 in the cost of 
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the two canals, Mr. Hay, without notifying Nicaragua or Costa 
Rica that negotiations with them were dropped, attempted to 
negotiate a treaty with Sefior Silva, minister from Colombia, 


which failed, and, he having been recalled by his Government, 
negotiations were opened with his successor, Sefior Concha, which 
resulted in the Hay-Concha treaty of the 2ist of March, 1902, 
which the President espoused and directed Mr. Hay to sign. 

The Hay-Concha treaty embraced, in terms and in correspond- 
ing sections, all of the objectionable features of the Hay-Herran 
treaty that I attacked with amendments in the Senate, all of which 
were voted down, and for offering them and insisting upon the 
right to discuss them I was silently censured by the majority in 
the Senate and openly by the press that can not yet forgive me for 
the audacity of informing the country of the degradation of its 
honor and the risk of its safety that the Hay-Concha treaty and 
the Hay-Herran treaty threatened to inflict upon our Government. 

Those amendments, if they had been adopted, would have given 
us the same rights that were provided for in the treaties that Mr. 
Hay had negotiated with Nicaragua and Costa Rica. I must do 
Mr. Hay the justice to say that I have never believed that he was 
a free agent in concluding either of the treaties with Colombia. 

They were the very best he could do in carrying out the fixed pol- 
icy of the President to abandon the McKinley protocols, and, with- 
out notifying Nicaragua or Costa Rica of his purpose, to still ‘‘ hold 
the promise to the ear and break it to the hope”’ of those States. 

When Mr. Hay, after the rejection of the Hay-Herran treaty 
by Colombia, had full liberty of action, he negotiated with M. 
Bruno Varilla a treaty, in a single session of possibly two hours—a 
treaty that incorporated every important amendment I had of- 
fered in the Senate to the Hay-Herran treaty. 

I feel honored at the success of having forced the President 
thus to respect the honor and the rights of the Grand Republic 
in the Hay-Varilla treaty. 

It is still more gratifying to be able to state that Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica insist that the Hay-Varilla treaty contains no provi- 
sion applicable to them that was not contained in the treaties 
they had negotiated with Mr. Hay and have always been ready 
to sign, and, if required, in the same terms that are found in the 
Hay-Varilla treaty. 

Neither do they claim the rise in the cost of the concessions 
from $7,000,000, which they agreed upon with Mr. Hay, to 
$10,000,000, that we now so generously proffer to Panama. 

Further on I will present the letter to which I referred, which 
contains all I have said about the action of Mr. Hay and Costa 
Rica and Nicaragua in signing and sealing the McKinley protocols. 
IMPLIED PLEDGES OF HONOR ATTENDED THE ENACTMENT OF THE SPOONER 

LAW AND THEIR VIOLATION BY COLOMBIA IN THE HAY-HERRAN 

TREATY. 

No set of gentlemen ever had higher assurance from any other 
set of gentlemen than the friends of the Hepburn bill had from 
the friends of the Spooner bill, that the Senate was legislating on 
a state of facts that had been established by solemn treaty agree- 
ment with Marroquin. The asserted fact was that Nicaragua, 
with Costa Rica, had agreed to accept $7,000,000 and Colombia 
had agreed to accept the same amount for the concessions along 
the respective canal routes. 

The Department of State had invited negotiations with Nica- 
ragua and Costa Rica and had settled the cost of the concessions 
over the Nicaragua route—a matter that was left open in the 
McKinley protocols, and every other detail of the agreement was 
in accordance with those protocols. They were, in fact, con- 
cluded, except as to the signatures, and every pledge of honor 
attended them. 

Were these negotiations, which were conducted with the great- 
est care and in a spirit of mutual confidence and good will, in 
which those re teed conceded every claim that we seriously 
made, conducted on our part without sincerity? Were we only 
getting from these States their lowest bid for these concessions 
so that Colombia might fix her demands at the same figures and 
thereby influence the Senate in its action on the S r bill? 

Did the President then intend to pay Colombia more than 
$7,000,000 for her concessions, if she should demand it, after Con- 
gress had given him the power to raise the price? If he did not, 
why did he not stand by the Hay-Concha treaty as to this item? 

If it had been intimated that Colombia intended to demand 
$10,000,000 instead of $7,000,000, the Spooner bill would never 
have been enacted, even under the very extraordinary pressure 
that was employed to getit through the Senate. The Senate never 
would have voted $10,000,000 to Colombia for her concessions, and 
$7,000,000 to Nicaragua and Costa Rica for their concessions, if 
the Spooner substitute had been so framed. The bill would have 
failed with that provision in it. 

Equally, it would have failed if it had contained a provision to 
add to the $40,000,000 to be paid to the Panama Canal Company 
the value or the cost of the work they should do on the canal after 
the 9th of January, 1902, which is the date of the dispatch of 








M. Bé6 accepting “‘ the amount of $40,000,000” for the totality, 
without exception, of its property and rights on the Isthmus. 

The work it was then doing and has done since that date was 
not for the United States, but to keep alive its concessions from 
Colombia. Besides, it was stipulated in the dispatch that ‘‘ the 
above offer to remain in force up to March 4, 1903.”" It was only 
an option they offered us, and the President caused the Attorney- 
General to cable the canal company in Paris, while the Hay- 
Herran treaty was before the Senate, asking that the offer to sell 
the canal to us should be kept open until the Senate could act on the 
treaty and authorize him to accept it, in which event he promised 
that the $40,000,000 should be paid by the United States immediately 
on the ratification of the treaty by the Government of Colombia. 

THE STRENUOUS AND AGGRESSIVE COURSE OF THE PRESIDENT. 

The most strennous part of the President’s career was displayed 
between the 4th of January, 1902, and the remarkable effort to 
obtain the ratification of the Hay-Herran wet with Colombia. 

Early in January he summoned the Isthmian Canal Commission 
back to life, after it was functus officio; gave oral directions that 
they should confer with M. Edouard Lampré, secretary of the New 
Panama Canal Company. This was done as soon as he was 
informed of the receipt of the cable dispatch of M. B6é to M. 
Beeufvé. ; 

It was a rapid movement, headed by our Commander in Chief, 
in the lead of a raid. 

The report of the Commission was made to the President on 
the 18th of March, 1908. Sefior Silva was then minister from 
Colombia and was pressed to negotiate a treaty for canal conces- 
sions; he refused to treat with the Secretary of State for canal coa- 
cessions on that basis; he was recalled, went home, and died while 
under imprisonment for his obstinate conduct. Noman was ever 
more pressed and badgered than Sefior Silva was to compel him to 
yield the point that Marroquin had no power to alienate any of the 
territorial property, by lease or sale, under the constitution and 
lawsof Colombia. Silva kept faith with his honor, and died for it. 

Mr. Concha was then sent as minister to the United States, and 
a treaty was concluded with him on the 2ist of March, 1902. On 
the 3d of March, 1902, and earlier, the President had ordered war 
ships to Panama to protect the transit. The reasons for that ex- 
pedition have not been stated to Congress, but civil war was then 
flagrant in all the departments of Colombia, and the so-called 
rebels—the Liberals— gained important battles after hard 
fighting and great losses on both sides. The fighting had reached 
Panama on both sides of the Isthmus, and strong forces were 
gathering on the Isthmus. There was hard fighting at Bocas del 
Toro, and before that time other battles had been fought at points 
distant from the railroad, but neither then nor later was transit 
on that road interfered with. 

The war in Colombia had then been in ——- for nearly three 
years between the Liberals and the Church party, of which Marro- 
quin was the head. The war in Colombia ceased with the capitu- 
lation of General Herrera and his forces, November 21, 1902. The 
Hay-Herran treaty was signed January 22, 1903, and was ratified 
by the Senate on the 17th of March, 1903. 

THE PURPOSE OF THE PRESIDENT IN THESE MOVEMENTS. 

From the date of the first dispatch from M. B6é the purpose of 
Mr. Roosevelt was obvious. It was to push the Panama Canal 
through to the confirmation of concessions from Colombia. He 
resolved to push it until the concessions should be obtained from 
any authority that he might recognize as oe arty og | the Gov- 
ernment of Colombia. Andif lawful authority to do these things 
did not exist he resolved to create it by his recognition. 

oe the period of all these negotiations and of all our deal- 
ings with the Panama Canal Company, in which Colombia was 
a stockholder, it had no other legal character or rights except such 
as were derived under the laws of Colombia, and all the depart- 
ments of that Government were in a state of siege, under martial 
law, while civil war raged in the Republic. lombia had no 
Congress in commission. It had vanished and the terms of all 
its legislators had expired, and no elections had been held to sup- 
ply a Congress. Marroquin was sole dictator and ruled under the 
aws of war, but not according to their precepts. 

Under the constitution of Colombia no grant or lease of lands 
could be made to a foreign country unless Congress had first 
authorized the grant and had also ratified it. 

Both of the treaties I have mentioned were grants of land to 
the United States, and privileges in land, and for the enactment 
and enforcement of laws and regulations within the territory of 
Colombia, to be enforced within a canal zone; and there was no 
er to authorize or ratify the grants, and no Co: had 
acted on the subject of sucha t or lease to the United States. 

In respect of the extension of the Wyse concession from 1904 to 
1910, which is an important part of the rights conceded to the 
United States in both the negotiations with Colombia that were 
concluded by Mr. Hay, the Congress of Colombia in 1898 had re- 
fused to ratify it. Besides the concession to Wyse, which was 
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copied into a statute of Colombia, expressly forbids its transfer to 
any foreign government and made an offer to do soa forfeiture of 
concession. 
Those treaties could not stand, even as negotiations, for such pur- 
poses, because the Colombian ears had never authorized them. 
Article 76 of the constitution of Colombia is as follows: 
Congress shall make the laws. By means of these laws it exercises the fol- 
lowing functions: - 


* * + . 
IX. Toauthorize the Government to make contracts, negotiate loans, alien- 
ate national property, and exercise other functions within constitutional 
limits. 
oe * * * * * * 
XIV. Toapprove or reject contracts or agreements entered into by the 
esid blic with private persons, companies, or political cor- 
eee t ee cee re interested. if they have not been 


thorized, or if the formalities prescribed by Congress have not 
ere gene fie Satal ed in the law authorizing 


m complied with, or if any conditions con 
them have been disregarded. 

Our President is bound, in the exercise of even his discretionary 
diplomatic functions, to respect the ae laws of foreign 
countries. This is acanon of international public law. But, as 
to the American republics, he is bound also, by the higher law 
of regard for our own constitutional system, to respect the con- 
stitutions of those States. 

He could not observe these principles when he entered into 
treaties with 
bia, was the military dictator of the ublic, and the State was 
so crippled in its organism that it had no Con that could 
approve or reject a treaty that alienated property by contract or 
that could authorize him to enter into such a contract. 

If this was not the reason for the rejection of the Hay-Herran 
treaty assigned by the Senate of Colombia, it was a sufficient rea- 
son. It was also a sufficient reason for cautious restraint by our 
Government, when we were agreeing to pay $10,000,000 into the 
hands of a dictator who was at war with a great political party 
in his Government.” If he should win in that struggle the Liberals 
would always call the $10,000,000 “‘ blood money.”’ If he should 
lose, the Liberals would not ratify the treaty. 

But our President and Marroquin did not stop in their headlong 
career to ride down these plain provisions in the constitution of 
Colombia, or to consider that those treaties would leave a shadow 
of doubt on the character of the ont Republic. 

Regardless of these high considerations and reckless of conse- 
quences to Colombia and to the honor and dignity of the United 
States, and alike regardless of the obligations of the United 
States to Nicaragua and Costa Rica and of the rights secured by 
President ae in the protocols of December 1, 1900, and 
despite the fact that he had no evidence, except cable dispatches, 
to ascertain the powers of the president of the board of directors 
of the Panama Canal Company, the President supported the 
claims of the New Panama Canal Company with all might, 
and provided for their purchase by obtaining the consent of 
Marroquin to the sale of the Wyse concession to the United 
States, in violation of the terms of that concession and of the 
statute law of Colombia and of the constitution of Colombia. 

This was done when the final report of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission denounced the leading members of that company as 
convicted felons whose offenses had been condoned, and by record 
evidence, as well as the statements in that report, it was known 
that this company had robbed the creditors and stockholders of 
the old company to an enormous extent. 

Those men could not deserve the recognition of the President 
of the United States as allies in an honorable and most important 
enterprise. 

They are not fit men to advise our people as to pvr trees 
duties. They got Colombia into a terrible civil war to advance 
their evil purposes, and now they are exposing us to untold evils 
and national reproach as a sacrifice to their greed. 


PROGRESS OF PANAMA CANAL AND OF THE MARITIME CANAL OF 
NICARAGUA. 


Professor Keasbey, of om Mawr College, in his work on the 
Nicaragua Canal, a very able and accurate work, says: 


By this time (1883) the activity of the Panama Canal Company, both in aris 
and on the Isthmus, had reached an unprecedented pitch. It wasan activ ity 
devoted, however, not so much to the actual prosecution of the work as to 
f nest-feathering of a new brood of vultures. 

eeane an co ne anes out of we ree Saesaleeaee of the stock 
rT pa ‘or the expenses a force of some: uropeans were 
sent out from Paris in October, 1881, to clear the line and arrange for the 
+. found that instead of 100,000,000 cubic yards of 
has been on, the canal as planned would 

require op encaresen S = leat 000 cubic yards. Litt 
of —- however, and in 188 actual tions were commen on 
ae at different points along the . The work was not under- 


taken by original con Couvreux and Hersent, however— 
for they had followed the prudent example of the Turr-Wyse syndicate and re- 
tired from the ente: witha ee ee ies 
whose bids were higher, but whose promises, at least, were equall briltiant. 

But the work of excavation did not with the dispatch that was 
expected. Thee was found to be Aeadly.and at the vers outect a large 


number — a E ee and two or three of re oe 
pany’s most competent engineers succumbed. This raised er- 
Hew f and introduced a spirit of recklessness and lack of responalbility in the 


uin, who, though he was President of Colom- | 


rr 


of the work. Considerable excavation was copoetieted. it is 


true, in hel lowlands on either shore by the work of powerful dredges, but 
this was a comparatively —7 task. pon the Culebra cut in the interior, 
however, the contractors fell far behind their promises, and very little im- 
pression was made. ‘ 

In the early of this period the Government of the United 
States was gathering and discussing information as to the plans, 
construction, cost, and income of the Suez Canal, derived chiefly 
from the thorough and excellent report of Professor Nourse, who 
was sent out by the Navy Department in 1882 to make investi- 
gations. In his letter transmitting his report Professor Nourse 
says: 

The experience of the Suez Canal seems to be especially instructive by its 
full success in the construction of a “harbor against nature,” an argument 
cumulative in favor of reclaiming any shoaled harbor. 

His reference was to the harbor at Port Said, which was con- 
structed by a breakwater that caught and held the enormous sand 
drift from the mouths of the Nile, and the practicability of re- 
storing the ‘‘ shoaled’’ harbor at Greytown. 

The Government also sent officers to Panama to inspect the 
progress of the canal work and other conditions relating to that 
subject. Their ae have been published and fully confirm 
the statements of fessor Keasbey as to the saturnalia of reck- 
less waste, vice, disease, and death that prevailed in that region. 
1885 TO 1889. THE PROGRESS OF THE MARITIME CANAL COMPANY IN ITS WORK. 


The American people and their representatives, thrown back 
upon the plan of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty for building a canal 
by private enterprise in consequence of the withdrawal of the 
Frelinghuysen-Zavala treaty, looked to the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany for the construction of the canal. They furnished money, 
by sales of stock, asit was then needed, for carrying on the work, 
to the amount of $4,500,000, which was expended wisely, econom- 
ically, and honestly. The construction company had financial 
arrangements in London with eminent bankers to supply the 
funds for the completion of the canal, but they failed in the great 
panic of 1892-93. 

Jan 6, 1887, Mr. Edmunds reported to the Senate a bill to 


| charter the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, which be- 


came a law with the approval of the President on February 20, 
1889. In this act the United States provided for the legislative 
control of that company in future and the right to require its 
officers to make reports to the Government when called upon, 
besides other forms of controlling its operations. It became and 
was afterwards treated by Congress as being distinctively under 
the jurisdiction of the United States. 

To this extent, which was far-reaching, Congress returned to 
the doctrine of an American canal under American control. This 
company was organized under the encouragement of General 
Grant and General McLean, and comprised a body of men as dis- 
tinguished and as influential as any company of equal numbers in 
the United States or elsewhere. 

THE DECLINE OF DE LESSEPS'’S PANAMA CANAL. 

In the meantime the Panama Canal Company began to show 
its weakness. De Lesseps was vainly endeavoring to get money 
from the people to continue the work. Failing in this support, 
De Lesseps, in November, 1887, petitioned the French assembly 
for leave to issue lottery bonds as a means of raising money. The 
matter of such loans had been taken up in the Senate of the 
United States in 1880, and resolutions were adopted declaring 
that such action on the part of France would be regarded as un- 
friendly by the United States. Yet France, having disclaimed 
any such purpose in 1880, enacted a law in June, 1888, authorizing 
the company to raise money by lottery, and it was carried into 
— and 12,543,184 francs were subscribed for under that 

aw. 
, The total of capital and loans of the company was 2,271 ,637.57 
rancs. 

It was in article 3 of this law of June 8, 1888, that France placed, 
as a condition of the privilege granted, that ‘‘all machinery neces- 
sary for the accomplishment of the work shall be made in France. 
The raw material shall be of French origin.”’ 

Thus did France legislate, especially, for the canal company, 
making it in a most important respect a French company, and 
in doing this it violated its express promise to the United States 
in reply to a letter of Mr. Evarts in 1880, in which Max Autrey, 
the French minister, said: 

Although we have for the conceptions of our eminent compatriots the sym- 
pathy which it is impossible not to feel for projects whose accomplishment 
would be an honor to civilizatio and tothe age in which we live, the French 
faint eniarprae std no way Drops Wo ialsrforethoren oe to give it 

‘ B e ) 
support, either direct or ind > oo" . - 

The support that France gave to that company seven years 
later was both direct and indirect, and was valuable to it and 
also to France. 

Of this support the Isthmian Canal Commission says: 


The holders of the lottery bonds had the right to stop payments due to the 
old company, which would have been a serious matter for the liquidation 








and would have deprived it of all its resources, if it had not secured from the 
legislative department of the Government the passage of the law of July 15, 
1889. (Report of Isthmian Canal Commission, Be. Il, p. 25.) 

This clinches the assertion that France took full legislative con- 
trol of this corporation and still holds it. Some day we may find, 
at least, that France must be consulted in respect of our dealings 
with the Panama Canal Company. 
asked her and not a word has been said to her on this subject 
by our Government, so far as Congress or the world has had any 
information. 

Yet we deal with this great subject, under the advice of the 
Attorney-General, as if the Panama Canal Company were “ a pri- 
vate partnership”’’ over which France has no control and with 
which it has no connection. 

CAUSES THAT LED UP TO THE PRESENT CONDITIONS IN PANAMA. 


I must now present some facts of history in which are estab- 
lished the causes that have led up to the present conditions in 
Panama and in France in respect of the two Panama canal com- 
panies. 
Company not only its scandals and its frauds, but, with the aid 
of American agents and attorneys, the remains of its property 
have been the means of creating far more dangerous tempta- 
tions and bolder schemes of aggression upon the Treasury of the 
United States, and thus the plighted faith of the Government then 
will compel us to engage in war with Colombia, unless we can 
open still wider the doors of the Treasury and pacify her with 
money. 

The Senate may be impatient, and the newspapers may chide 
me for speaking at too great length, but the narrative is a long 
chain of facts that it is my duty to lay before the country. 

The records I will quote are authentic, and if they are consulted 
now the people may be spared the necessity of reading another 
series of war records in which, at the best, little glory is to be won 
by their sacrifices. 

THE PANAMA CANAL COMPANY STOPS BUSINESS, AND THE CRASH INCREASES 


AMERICAN ACTIVITY, AND FROM THE TRAVAIL OF THE OLD COMPANY | 


THE NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY COMES FORTH. 


The Panama Canal Company stopped business and went into 
liquidation February 4, 1889, and Joseph Brunt was appointed 
receiver at the instance of M. De Lesseps. 

Professor Keasbey published his work on canals in November, 
1896, after the Maritime Canal Company and the old Panama 
Canal Company had failed,and France had proceeded to wind up 
the latter, and the United States was endeavoring to work out 
the concessions of Nicaragua and Costa Rica to the Maritime 
Canal Company and to build the canal. His statements are his- 
torically true, impartial, and just. I prefer toadopt them rather 
than incur the possible criticism of others as to my own summary 
of the historical facts. 

On page 463, and following, Professor Keasbey says: 

The immediate results of the official liquidation of the Panama Canal Com- 


pany’s affairs have already been set down in the course of the narrative, and 
the effect of these figures upon the volatile French mind may well be imag- 


ined. As the parliamentary inquiry progr the indignation of the per e 
grew, until finally,on November 21, 1892, the storm burst ina mad fury. The 
matter was then brought up in the Chamber on an interpellation by M. Dela- 


haye, and though no definite accusations were brought it was stated that 
$600,000 at least had been improperly used by the canal company in bribing 
senators and deputies. 

The Government could not face the storm directly, and it was therefore 
agreed that a special committee of thirty-nine members be appointed to ex- 
amine into the truth of the charges. On the same day judicial summonses 
were issued against the directors of the company, charging them with the 
“use of fraudulent devices for creating belief in the existence of a chimerical 
event, the spending of sums accruing from issues handed to them for a fixed 
purpose, and the swindling of all or part of the fortune of others.” 

cam was called up before the court of appeals on November 25, but as 
neither of the De anne appeared, and as the evidence was not yet in shape, 
the trial was adjourned until January 10, 1893. 

Baron Reinach, the company's financial og, died very suddenly, before 
the special committee of the Chambers could include him in the prosecution. 
The circumstances surrounding his death were suspicious, and rumors of 
suicide and murder quickly spread. M. Brisson, chairman of the committee, 
called the Government's attention to these rumors, and requested that the 
body be exhumed and the theory of suicide tested. M. Loubet. minister of 
justice, replied that as no formal charges had been made the Government 

ad no power to proceed. Bisson then moved a resolution of regret that the 
baron’s papers had not been sealed upon his death. Loubet called for the 
order of the day instead, but the Chamber refused to sustain him. This was 
ractically a vote of lack of confidence in the Government, and on November 
the cabinet accordingly resigned, amid the wildest excitement. 

Brisson and Casimir-Périer were called — in turn by the President to 
construct a new cabinet, but both failed. . Ribot, the foreign minister, 
was finally successful, and on the 5th of December the new Government as- 
sumed control. This cabinet change amounted to a victory for the canal 
company’s opponents, and the investigation was now allowed to proceed 
without further hindrance on the part of the Government. The committee 
then came forward with startling evidences of corruption. The wholesale 
bribery of the Paris press was revealed in all its details. M.Thierrée de- 
clared before the committee that the late Baron Reinach had deposited 

70,000 in his bank in Panama funds and drawn it out again in 26 checks to 

rer. 

Senators, deputies, Government officers, and journalists were now named 
as the recipients. M. Andrieux, ex-prefect of police, asserted that $260,000 
had been distributed by the company’s agents among his col alone, 
and, as a further result of his evidence, 100 members of the legislature 
were implicated in the scandal. M. Rouvier, minister of finance, then caused 


So far no question has been | 
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The old company transmitted to the New Panama Canal | 








| terprise with promises of governmental support, and now it was 


| and southwestern sections of the country, had already 


another sensation by resigning his pettctie and confessing that he had su 
plemented the secret service fund by soliciting contributions (from frien 
of the Government) in order to prt down the Boulangist. 

The names of almost all the leaders of the Republic were thus besmirched. 
and it was time for the new Government to act. The directors of the canal 
company were accordingly arrested now on the more serious charge of cor- 
rupting public functionaries. Warrants were also issued against 5 senators 
and 5 deputies, and 5 of the 10 were found to be ex-ministers of the Govern- 
ment. 

The trials were then begun. On January 10, 1893, the adjourned case came 


| up before the court of appeals, and on February 14 sentence was pronounced 


upon thedirectors. Ferdinand and Charles De Lesseps were each condemned 
to five years’ imprisonment and a fine of $600, MM. Fontane and Cottu two 
years in prison and a fine of £400, and M. Eiffel two years’ imprisonment and 
a fine of $4,000, as his own net profits of the general rascality had amounted 
toa far larger share than the rest. 


It is on this ‘‘ Eiffel Tower ’’ that M. Bunau Varilla should hang 
out the flag of the Republic of Panama, if he would do justice to 
French history. 


On March 8 the trial for corruption was taken up before the assize court 
against the younger De Lesseps, MM. Fontane, Baihaut, Blondin, and ex- 
Minister Proust, Senator Beral, and others. De Lesseps received one year 
more imprisonment; Blondin was sentenced to two years more in prison, 
and M. Baihaut was punished with five years’ imprisonment, a fine of $15,000, 
and loss of civil rights. 

- > + * * * * 

The Panama Canal scandal also found its echo in the United States. The 
company, as we know, had its committee and financial agents ia this coun- 
try, and there were grave suspicions that Representatives of our own Con- 
gress, as well as deputies of the French Chamber, had received a share in the 
spoils. It was also asserted that the Panama Railway Company, now prac- 
tically owned by the French, had entered into a contract with the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company to maintain transcontinental rates, in restraint of 
trade. A special Congressional committee was accordingly appointed to ex- 
amine into the several charges. Legislative corruption could not be proved 
on the evidence presented, but the committee cautiously admitted that fur- 
ther investigation might not be altogether fruitless in this connection. Mr. 
ee ny oy activities as chairman of the Comité Américain were now 
brought to light, and mention was also made of the sums paid to the three 


| New York banking houses for apparently no consideration on their part. 


In regard to the alleged combination of railroad and steamship companies 
to prevent free competition between the Isthmusand transcontinental routes 
the committee was more explicit. From the report it appeared that the 
transcontinental lines, the Pacific Mail Company, and ‘the Panama Railway 
Company were all in the league, and that this combination had for the past 
“fifteen years been diminishing commerce between New York and Ban 
Franciscoacross the Isthmus.” his monopoly, the committee thought, could 
not be beneficial either to the domestic or to the foreign commerce of the 


| country, and therefore recommended that it be broken up at once by the Goy- 


ernment. 
The committee's conclusions, and the ameognent resolutions adopted b 
Congress in favor of American control, were indeed encouraging to the cana 


promoters, but it was now recognized, more fully than before, that the Mari- 
time Canal Company had a powerful domestic enemy in the transcontinental 
railway combination. These very Pacific roads were, however, themselves 
the first fruits of the country’s post-bellum policy of encouraging private en- 

ro to 
carry out somewhat the same idea with regard tothe Nicaragua Canal. But 
the people of the United States, and more particularly those of the western 
d their object lesson 
in this regard, and they were not at all inclined to embark on alike project 
again, however smooth sailing it might now promise to be. 


I will now present an extract from the report of our Isthmian 
Canal Commission, as follows: 


The scandals connected with the failure of the old company, which had 
led to the prosecution and conviction of De Lesseps and other prominent per- 
sons, had made it difficult to secure even that amount. Suits had been 
brought against certain loan associations, administrators, contractors, and 
others who were supposed to have unduly profited by the extravagant man- 
agement of the old company. A seriesof compromises were made with these 
persons, by which it was agreed that they should subscribe for stock in the 
new company on condition that the suits should be dropped. Whatever 
amount remained to make up the 60,000,000 francs, after deducting the sums 
thus obtained and those to be obtained by public subscription, was to be sub- 
scribed by the liquidator. The stock was subscribed as follows, viz: 


Francs. 
aint Oink nilieteina din leat ome vdadnd thesia tbe pike iulwenbul 10, 000, 000 
Crédit Lyonnais -... 





a  stiien cbeedpaescouedas 4,000,000 
Crédit Industriel et Commercial..--...............2.-...-...---...---- 2,000, 000 
Administrators of the old company ...............-.....--.-...-.---- 7, 885, 000 
a, Cn eo nn, on canmanconsswapensons . 2,200,000 
NG nn te oe akc acécce adeene vebudebpeoes , 200,000 
Ss I re Be ee a Ge Bi eo oa Sh ae wkd occ bwbededdctiawesia 50, 000 
NE oe oa at aes enwane sandes ehehs , 000 

Various persons to the number of 60, who had profited by syndi- 
cates created by the old company -.......--..--- b catcetin ssnebiemeden 3, 285, 700 
SENET Rin od Gai sgeesabed ctccddias vee abtane Sievimeecaddile 3, 800, 000 
Public subscription. ...s...... ......2.-..0cees0s ee ee 8,484, 300 
Cea a, ae ated ineneinbinginns pal 15, 895,000 
Sea anes oc Cale tetdie naeecebicdh ccenbwishaseccee rubsancada 60, 090,000 


See fourth report of the liquidator to the court, dated November 26, 1895, 
pages 8, 9, and ib. 

This report, with the part of the deposition of Hon. Samuel 
Pasco, one of the commissioners, shows that Eiffel, a stockholder 
in the New Panama Canal Company to the amount of 10,000,000 
francs of the 60,000,000 francs subscribed, is the same man who 
was convicted of swindling the old company and sentenced to the 
penitentiary for two years and was fined $4,000, or 20,000 francs, 

Eiffel is one of the men, of whom there are sixty who are not 
named, that are referred to in the statement of the Commission 
that— 

A series of compromises were made with these persons by which it was 


ogress that they should subscribe for stock in the new company on condition 
that the suit should be dropped. 
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THE NEW COMPANY IS CREATED, NOMINATIONS. 
<a ae eee L pany had septation ia shew Executive nominations received by the Senate November 23, 1903. 
board to pass upon the question of ener that plan to a canal MARSHAL, 
with locks, Having obtained a favorable report from the board | Eugene P. Nute, of New Hampshire, to be marshal of the 
in 1894 and having no legislative authority from France or Co- | United States for the district of New Hampshire. A reappoint- 
lombia for creating a new company to take over the property of | ment, his term expiring December 18, 1903. 
the old company in his custody and to complete the canal as a 
canal with locks, he appealed to the French courts for permission ; PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
to create such a company. This was done to cover any liability | Lieut. Albert Moritz to be a lieutenant-commander in the Na 
of the liquidator for a proceeding that was ultra vires and to | from the 27th day of March, 1903, vice Lieut. Commander Wil- 
escape the probable refusal of the French Assembly to enact a law | liam R. A. Rooney, retired. 
conferring such powers upon him. It was one of those devicesof | Lieut. Commander John C. Colwell to be a commander in the 
the French courts in usurping power that excite astonishment; | Navy from the 28th day of April, 1903, vice Commander Julius S. 
but I do not now wish to discuss the legality of such decrees. Ogden, deceased. . 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I understand the Senator from jieut. Emil Theiss to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy 
Alabama will not be able to conclude to-night, and I ask that he | from. the 28th day of April, 1903, vice Lieut. Commander John 
may now be allowed to suspend his remarks until to-morrow. C. Colwell, promoted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was understood, the Chair; Lieut. Albert L. Key to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy 
thinks, the question of reconsideration submitted by the Senator | from the 1ith day of October, 1903, vice Lieut. Commander Stacy 
from Maine [Mr. HaLe] would come up in the morning for fur- | Potts, promoted. 
ther discussion. The Chair will recognize the Senator from Ala- Asst. Surg. Joseph C. Thompson to be a passed assistant surgeon 





bama immediately after that matter is concluded. in the Navy from the 19th day of July, 1901, to fill a vacancy ex- 
Mr. CARMACK. What was the suggestion, Mr. President? | isting in that grade on that date. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the mo- PENSION AGENT. 


tion for reconsideration offered by the Senator from Maine would s : ’ ¢ 
come up for discussion immediately after the morning business | , J¢88¢ B. Fuller, of California, to be pension agent at San Fran- 
to-morrow, as it was laid aside for that, purpose this morning. | i8°°. Cal., his term having expired July 18, 1902. (Reappoint- 
The Chair will be glad to recognize the Seatten from Alabama | ™ent.) 
immediately after that. POSTMASTERS. 
Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I suggest that by unanimous CALIFORNIA. 
consent, if the Senator from Alabama now gives way, he be allowed Walter M. Avis to be postmaster at- Pomona, in the county of 
to proceed immediately after the routine business of the morning | Los Angeles and State of California, in. place of Samuel N. An- 
hour to-morrow. drous. Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1903. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maryland GEORGIA. 
asks saeenty comet foe a Roseaee. oom pieneene may be| Virginia W. Henderson to be postmaster at Oxford, in the 
ee Ae eet ey a Stitecteat = etion of the morning busi- | county of Newton and State of Georgia, in place of William L. H. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I shall not object, but as the other business | #edersom, deceased. Se 
eden oer. rons oe = Erich H. Buente to be postmaster at Venice, in the county of 
aie ion tnathen, tereenenaiien fo oth hee stam pane ely» ob al Masten and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential April 


(Mr. Hate}, shall then come oh William W. Colt to be postmaster at Rushville, in the county 


are KITE sg = tages gy ong to a Se alae of Schuyler and State of Illinois, in place of William I. Larash, 
motion to reconsider may retain its place. | Femoved. INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Mr. GORMAN. There is no objection to that. Louis M. Merritt to be postmaster at Roff, in the Chickasaw 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, | : ; . - Op ons 
ond Genk antes wah he 7 | Nation, Ind. T. Office became Presidential October 1, 1903. 

The motion to reconsider will go over, and the resolution in re- 
gard to the appointment of committees will also go over. 


IOWA. 


Frank B. Tibbitts to be postmaster at Hopkinton, in the county 
of Delaware and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential 


TRADB. RELATIONS. WITH CUBA. ‘ 
; October 1, 1903. 
_ Mr. CULLOM. After consultation with many Senators, I de- " MASSACHUSETTS. 
sire to submit a request for unanimous consent. For the con- George A. Hibbard to be postmaster at Boston, in the county 


venience of the Senate I have had it reduced to writing and will | of Suffolk and State of Massachusetts, in place of George A. Hib- 

—_ ~ cn cath of the ttlbeing fave een 5 Seeveaeer bard. Incumbent’s commission expirés December 14; 1903. 

in session, after the completion of the routine morning business, . a eee ; 

until and including December 16, 1908, the consideration of the | Charles L. Bemis to be postmaster at Marlboro, in the county 

bill to.carry into effect a convention between the United States | of Cheshire and State of New Hampshire. Office became Presi- 

and the Republic of Gabe, signed - ihe ia any “ segenaieee, dential July 1, 1903. aaa 

1902 (H. R. 1921), s roceeded with; that on Tue , De- : ‘ 

aie 15, and ‘Weilnesdlay, December 16, the time for debate | ,Henry W. Edsall to be postmaster at Hamburg, in the county 

shall be equally divided between the advocates and opponents of of Sussex and State of New Jersey, in place of Henry W. Edsall. 

the said bill, and that the final vote on said bill and all amend- Incumbent’s commission expired January 19, 1903. 

ments pending or offered shall be taken before the Senate shall BEW YORE. 

adjourn on Wednesday, December 16, 1903. James H. Callanan to be postmaster at Schenectady, in the 
i present this request for unanimous consent, and hope it will | county of Schenectady and State of New York, in place of Mat- 


agreed to. thew Taylor, resigned. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Doesthe Senator desire that the 








NORTH CAROLINA. 


request for unanimousconsent shall be read also by the Secretary? | _ Elisha C. Terry to be postmaster at Hamlet, in the county of 
r.CULLOM. I think the substance of it is understood by the | Richmond and State of North Carolina. Office became Presiden- 
Senate. tial April 1, 1903. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The uest for unanimous | ms Onto. , 
consent has been read to the Senate. Is there objection to the | _ William R. Tyler to be postmaster at Huron, in the county of 
request for unanimous consent? The Chair hears none,and the Erie and State of Ohio, in place of William R. Tyler. Incum- 





request is granted. | bent’s commission expired January 12, 1902. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. PENNSYLVANIA. 
Mr.GALLINGER. I movethat the Senate proceed to thecon-| David Reynolds, sr., to be postmaster at Ford City, in the 
sideration of executive business. | county of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania, in place of An- 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- | drew C. Bailey, resigned. 
sideration of executive business. After thirty-five minutes spent | Be VIRGINIA. 
in executive session the doors were reopened. and (at 4 0’clockand | William M. Adams to be postmaster at Norton, in the county 





40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjo until to-morrow, Tuesday, 


of Wise and State of Virginia. Office became Presidential April 
November 24, 1903, at12 o’clock meridian. 1 
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WASHINGTON. 

Francis M. Lighthizer to be imaster at Harrington, in the 
county of Lincoln and Stateof Washington. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1903. 

Nelson Rich to be postmaster at Prosser, in the county of Ya- 
kima — a of Washington. Office became Presidential Octo- 
ver 1, 3. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate November 23, 1903. 
CONSULS. 
Thomas J. Cummins, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Puerto Cabello, Venezuela. 
Leo Bergholz, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Three Rivers, Quebec, Canada. 
Martin R. Sackett, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Prescott, Ontario, Canada. 
Edward J. Sullivan, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Erzerum, Turkey. 
David F. Wilber, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Barbados, West Indies. 
William H. H. Webster, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Niagara Falls, Ontario, Canada. 
Dean R. Wood, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Ceiba, Honduras. 
GOVERNOR OF HAWAII. : 
George R. Carter, of Honolulu, Hawaii, to be governor of 
Hawaii. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 
Sanford B. Dole, of Hawaii, to be United States district judge | 
of the Territory of Hawaii. 
MARSHAL. 
Engene P. Nute to be United States marshal for the district of | 
New Hampshire. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF PORTO RICO. 
Willis Sweet, of Idaho, to be attorney-general of Porto Rico. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 
Frank S. Ingalls, of Yuma, Ariz., to be surveyor-general of 
Arizona. 
PROMOTION IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 
Asst. Surg. Mark J. White, of New York, to be a assist- | 
apt surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of 
the United States, to rank as such from August 4, 1903. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 
Thomas W. Salmon, of New York, to be an assistant surgeon | 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Arthur N. Randall, of New York, to be surveyor of customs | 
for the port of Port Jefferson, in the State of New York. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Alvah Eastman, of St. Cloud, Minn., to be receiver of public | 
moneys at St. Cloud, Minn. 
Egbert S. Oakley, of Buffalo, Minn., to be receiver of public | 
moneys at Cass Lake, Minn. 
William B. Hodge, jr.,of Guthrie, Okla., to be receiverof pub- 
lic moneys at Guthrie, Okla. 





Joseph C. Auld, of Forsyth, Mont., to be receiver of public | 
moneys at Miles City, Mont. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


Hugh C. Phillips, of Goldendale, Wash., to be register of the 
land office at Vancouver, Wash. 

John D. Jones, of Long Prairie, Minn., to be register of the 
land office at Cass Lake, Minn. 

Myron D. Taylor, of St. Cloud, Minn., to be register of the land 
office at St. Cloud, Minn. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
TO BE BRIGADIER-GENERALS. 


4, Col. Jared A. Smith (since retired from active service), 
Corps of Engineers, April 13, 1903. 

5. Col. Jacob B. Rawles (since retired from active service), 
Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903. 

6. Col. Stephen W. Groesbeck (since retired from active serv- 
ice), jud vocate, April 16, 1903. 

7. Col. John R. Myrick (since retired from active service), Ar- | 
tillery Corps, April 17, 1903. | 

8. Col. Louis H. Rucker (since retired from active service), | 
Eighth Cavalry, April 18, 1903. 

9. Col. Theodore A. Baldwin (since retired from active service), | 
Seventh Cavalry, April 19, 1903. 
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10. Col. William P. Rogers (since retired from active service), 
Thirtieth Infantry, April 20, 1903. 

11. ‘Col. Peter C. Hains, Corps of Engineers, April 21, 1903. 

12. Col. John H. Page (since retired from active service), Third 
Infantry, July 26, 1903. 

13. Col. Charles A. Woodruff (since retired from active service), 
assistant ——S es. July 27, 19038. 

14. Col. William L. Haskin (since retired from active service), 
Artillery Corps, July 28, 1903. 

15. Col. Charles W. Miner (since retired from active service), 
Sixth Infantry, July 29, 1903. 

16. Col. James M. J. Sanno (since retired from active service), 
Eighteenth Infantry, July 30, 1903. , : 

17. Col. Charles F. Robe (since retired from active service), 
Ninth Infantry, ry 31, 1903. 

18. Col. James W. Reilly (since retired from active service), 
Ordnance Department, August 1, 1903. 

19. Col. Edwin B. Atwood (since retired from active service), 
Assistant ee August 2, 1903. 

20. Col. Frank G. Smith (since retired from active service), 
Artillery Corps, August 3, 1903. 

21. Col. George B. Rodney (since retired from active service), 
Artillery Corps, Au 4, 1903. 

22. Col. Almond B. Wells (since retired from active service), 
First Cavalry, August 5, 1903. 

23. Col. Peter J. A. Cleary (since retired from active service), 
Assistant Surgeon-General, August 6, 1903. 

24. Col. John B. Babcock (since retired from active service) , As- 
sistant Adjutant-General, August 7, 1903. 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be assistant adjutant-general with rank of colonel. 
Lieut. Col. George Andrews, assistant adjutant-general, Au- 
gust 7, 1903. 
INSPECTOR-GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT. 
To be inspectors-general with rank of colonel. 
Lieut. Col. Thomas T. Knox (since retired from active service), 


| inspector-general, April 11, 1903. 


Lieut. Col. Stephen C. Mills, inspector-general, April 12, 1903. 
JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 

Lieut. Col. Enoch H. Crowder, judge-advocate, to be judge- 
advocate with the rank of colonel, April 16, 1903. 

Maj. John A. Hull, judge-advocate, to be judge-advocate with 
the rank of lieutenant-colonel, April 16, 1903. 

QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 

To be assistant quartermasters-general with the rank of colonel. 

Lieut. Col. Forrest H. Hathaway, deputy quartermaster-gen- 
eral, April 12, 1903. 

Lieut. Col. Joshua W. Jacobs, deputy quartermaster-general, 
August 2, 1903. 


| To be deputy quartermasters-general with rank of lieutenant- 


colonel. 
Maj. John McE. Hyde, quartermaster, April 12, 1903. 
Maj. George Ruhlen, quartermaster, August 2, 1903. 
To be quartermasters with rank of major. 


Capt. John M. Carson, jr., quartermaster, April 12, 1908. 
Capt. Alfred M. Palmer, quartermaster, August 2, 1903. 


SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 
Lieut. Col. William L. Alexander, deputy commissary-general, 
- be ; pee commissary-general with the rank of colonel, July 
7, 1908. 
Maj. James N. Allison, commissary, to be pore commissary- 
general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, July 27, 1903, 
Capt. William H. Hart, commissary, to be commissary with the 
rank of major, July 27, 1903. 
MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 
To be assistant surgeon-general with the rank of colonel. 
Lieut. Col. Philip F. Harvey, deputy surgeon-general, August 
6, 1903. 
To be deputy surgeon-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 
Maj. George H. Torney, surgeon, August 6, 1903. 
To be surgeons with the rank of major. 
Capt. William F. Lippitt, assistant surgeon, March 18, 1903. 
Capt. Merritte W. Ireland, assistant surgeon, August 8, 1903, 
Capt. George M. Wells, assistant surgeon, August 6, 1903, 
PAY DEPARTMENT, 
To be paymasters with the rank of major. 
Capt. Robert 8. Smith, paymaster, February 19, 1908, 
Capt. Seymour Howell, paymaster, June 25, 1903. 








CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 
To be colonels. 
Lieut. Col. David P. Heap, Corps of Engineers, April 13, 1903. 
Lieut. Col. William A. Jones, Corps of Engineers, April 21, 1908. 
To be lieutenant-colonels. 
Maj. Ernest H. Ruffner, Corps of Engineers, April 13, 1903. 
Maj. Clinton B. Sears, Corps of Engineers, April 21, 1903. 
To be majors. 
Capt. George A. Zinn, Corps of Engineers, April 13, 1903. 
Capt. William C. Langfitt, Corps of Engineers, April 21, 1903. 
To be captains. 
First Lieut. William B. Ladue, Corps of Engineers, April 13, 


1903. 


First Lieut. William J. Barden, Corps of Engineers, April 21, 


1903. 


To be first lieutenants. 
Second Lieut. Ernest D. Peek, Corps of Engineers, April 13, 


1903. 


Second Lieut. George R. Spalding, Corps of Engineers, April 


21, 1903. 


Second Lieut. Elliott J. Dent, Corps of Engineers, June 4, 1903. 
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 

To be colonels. 
Lieut. Col. John A. Kress (since retired from active service), 
Ordnance Department, August 1, 1903. 

To be lieutenant-colonels. 
Maj. Charles S. Smith, Ordnance Department, April 5, 1903. 
Maj. Stanhope E. Blunt, Ordnance Department, August 1, 1903. 
To be majors. 

Capt. Lawrence L. Bruff, Ordnance Department, April 5, 1903. 
Capt. Charles H. Clark, Ordnance Department, August 1, 1903. 

To be captains. 
First Lieut. John H. Rice,Ordnance Department, April 5, 1903. 
First Lieut. David M. King, Ordnance Department, August 1, 
1903. 

SIGNAL CORPS. 

To be captains. 
First Lieut, Walter L. Clarke, Signal Corps, March 2, 1903. 
First Lieut. Basil O. Lenoir, Signal Corps, March 2, 1903. 
First Lieut. William Mitchell, Signal Corps. March 2, 1903. 
First Lieut. Henry W. Stamford, Signal Corps, March 2, 1903. 
First Lieut. Charles S. Wallace, Signal Corps, March 2, 1903. 
First Lieut. George S. Gibbs, Signal Corps, March 2, 1903. 
First Lieut. Charles de F. Chandler, Signal Corps, March 2, 1903. 


CAVALRY ARM, 
To be colonels. 


Lieut. Col. John B. Kerr, United States Cavalry, assistant | 


adjutant-general, March 30, 1903. 

Lieut. Col. Joseph H. Dorst, Twelfth Cavalry, April 15, 1903. 

Lieut. Col. George S. Anderson, Sixth Cavalry, April 18, 1903. 

Lieut. Col. Karl D. Thomas, Thirteenth Cavalry, April 19, 1903. 

Lieut. Col. Martin B. Hughes, Tenth Cavalry, August 5, 1903. 
To be lieutenant-colonels. 


Maj. George F. Chase, Seventh Cavalry, April 15, 1903. 
Maj. William H. Beck, Eighth Cavalry, April 15, 1903, 
Maj. Peter S. Bomus, First Cavalry, April 18, 1903. 
Maj. James Parker, United States Cavalry, assistant adjutant- 
general, April 19, 1903. 
Maj. Joseph Garrard, Ninth Cavalry, April 22, 1903. 
Maj. Frank U. Robinson, Second Cavalry, May 25, 1903. 
Maj. Otto L. Hein, Third Cavalry, August 5, 1903. 
To be majors. 


Capt. Curtis B. Hoppin, Second Cavalry, March 23, 1903. 

Capt. Loyd 8. McCormick, United States Cavalry, commissary, 

April 15, 1903. 

Capt. Henry L. Ripley, Third Cavalry, April 15, 1903. 

Capt. Jacob G. Galbraith, First Cavalry, April 18, 1903. 

Capt. James B. Erwin, Fourth Cavalry, April 22, 1903. 

Capt. George H. Morgan, Third Cavalry, April 27, 1903. 

Capt. Daniel H. Boughton, Third Cavalry, May 25, 1903. 

Capt. Horatio G. Sickel, Seventh Cavalry, July 16, 1908. 

Capt. Andrew G, Hammond, Eighth Cavalry, August 5, 1903. 
To be captains. 

First Lieut. Robert B. Powers, Seventh Cavalry, March8, 1903. 

First Lieut. Francis H. Pope, Second Cavalry, April 4, 1903. 

First Lieut. Matthew E. Hanna, Second Cavalry, April 15, 1903. 

First Lieut. George E. Mitchell, Seventh Cavalry, April 17, 1903. 

First Lieut. Pierce A. Murphy, Seventh Cavalry, April 18, 1903. 
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First Lieut. Frederick T. Arnold, Fourth Cavalry, April 22, 1903. 
First Lieut. James N. Munro, Fourteenth Cavalry, April 27,1903. 
First Lieut. William 8. Valentine, Second Cavalry, May 15, 1903. 
First Lieut. Henry C. Smither, First Cavalry, May 17, 1903. 


First Lieut. Roy B. Harper, Seventh Cavalry, May 25, 1903. 
First Lieut. Thomas A. Roberts, Tenth Cavalry, July 16, 1903. 
First Lieut. Edgar A. Sirmyer, Tenth Cavalry, August 5, 1903. 


To be first lieutenants. 
George F.. Bailey, Eighth Cavalry, February 25, 


Robert Sterrett, Fourth Cavalry, March 1, 1903. 
William B. Renziehausen, Fifth Cavalry, March 


Second Lieut. 
3 


Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 


23, 1903. 


Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 


Kyle Rucker, Fourteenth Cavalry, April 4, 1903. 
George Garity, Second Cavalry, April 15, 1903. 
Emory 8. West, Sixth Cavalry, April 17, 1903. 
Ralph C. Caldwell, Eleventh Cavalry, April 18, 


1903 


Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 


George M. Lee, Seventh Cavalry, April 22, 1903. 
Eben Swift, jr., Fifth Cavalry, April 27, 1903. 

Edgar N. Coffey, Twelfth Cavalry, May 15, 1903. 
James S. Butler, Twelfth Cavalry, May 17, 1903. 
Solomon L. Jeffers, Twelfth Cavalry, May 25, 


1908. 


Second Lieut. Henry S. Terrell, Eighth Cavalry, July 16, 1903. 
Second Lieut. Albert E. Phillips, Highth Cavalry, August 5, 


1908. 


ARTILLERY CORPS. 
To be colonels. 


Lieut. Col. Abner S. Merrill, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903. 
Lieut. Col. William Ennis, Artillery Corps, assistant adjutant- 


general, April 17, 1903. 


Lieut. Col. George 8. Grimes, Artillery Corps, July 19, 1903. 
Lieut. Col. John M. K. Davis, Artillery Corps, July 28, 1903. 
Lieut. Col. Benjamin K. Roberts, Artillery Corps, August 3, 


903 


Lieut. Col. James O’Hara (since retired from active service), 


Artillery Corps, August 4, 1903. 


To be lieutenant-colonels. 


Maj. Ephraim T.°C. Richmond, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903. 
Maj. Ramsay D. Potts, Artillery Corps, inspector-general, July 


19, 1903. 


general, 


Maj. Elbridge R. Hills, Artillery Corps, July 28, 1903. 
Maj. Sydney W. Taylor, Artillery Corps, assistant adjutant- 
uly 31, 1903. 
Maj. Charles Humphreys, Artillery Corps, August 3, 1903, 
Maj. Luigi Lomia, Artillery Corps, August 4, 1903. 
To be majors. 
Henry H. Ludlow, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903. 
William R. Hamilton, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903. 
Charles W. Foster, Artillery Corps, July 28, 1903. 
Clarence Deems, Artillery Corps, July 31, 1903. 
John V. White, Artillery Corps, August 3, 1903. 
Erasmus M. Weaver, Artillery Corps, August 4, 1903. 
To be captains. 
Percy P. Bishop, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903. 
Henry J. Hatch, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903. 
Elmer J. Wallace, Artillery Corps, May 2, 1903. 
William F. Hase, Artillery Corps, July 28, 1903. 
William R. Doores, Artillery Corps, July 31, 1903. 
First Lieut. Alfred A. Starbird, Artillery Corps, July 31, 1903. 
First Lieut. James F. Howell, Artillery Corps, August 3, 1903. 
First Lieut. John C. Goodfellow, Artillery Corps, August 4, 1908. 
To be first lieutenants. 
Second Lieut. Allan Lefort, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903. 
Second Lieut. Joseph Matson, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903. 
Second Lieut. Jesse G. Langdon, Artillery Corps, May 2, 1903. 
Second Lieut. Francis H. Lincoln, Artillery Corps, June 2, 1903. 
Second Lieut. Daniel F. Craig, Artillery Corps, July 28, 1903. 
Second Lieut. Robert B. Mitchell, Artillery Corps, July 31, 1903. 
Second Lieut, William H. Wilson, Artillery Corps, August 8, 


Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 


First Lieut. 
First Lieut. 
First Lieut. 
First Lieut. 
First Lieut. 


1908. 


Second Lieut. Edward D. Powers, Artillery Corps, August 4, 1903. 
INFANTRY ARM. 
To be colonels. 


Lieut. Col. John J. O'Connell, Third Infantry, April 20, 1903. 
Lieut. Col. Samuel R. Whitall, Twenty-seventh Infantry, July 


26. 1903. 


Lieut. Col. James Regan, Ninth Infantry, July 29, 1903. 
Lieut. Col. John B. Rodman (since retired from active service), 


Tenth Infantry, July 30, 1903. 


Lieut. Col. Harry L. Haskell, Twelfth Infantry, July 31, 1903. 
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To be majors. Second Lieut. William W. Bessell, Twenty-sixth Infantry, July 

Capt. John Newton, Sixteenth Infantry, March 15, 1903. 29, 1903. 

Capt. Samuel W. Dunning, Sixteenth Infantry, March 19,1903. | Second Lieut. Frank C, Burnett, Tenth Infantry, July 29, 1903. 
, Capt. Joseph M. T. Partello, Twenty-third Infantry, April 17, ‘ are Lieut. Collin H. Ball, Twenty-third Infantry, July 30, 

903. : 

Capt. Lewis H. Strother, Twenty-sixth Infantry, April 20, 1903. Second Lieut. A. Owen Seaman, Eleventh Infantry, July 31,1903. 
Capt. Francis P. Fremont, Second Infantry, May 25, 1903. Second Lieut. Clifford U. Leonori, Twenty-first Infantry, Au- 
Capt. Charles M. Truitt; Twenty-eighth Infantry, June 23, 1903. | sust 5, 1903. pig : 
Capt. George Bell, jr., Fifteenth Infantry, July 26, 1903. Second Lieut. Benjamin H. Pope, Eighth Infantry, August 7, 
Capt. Charles J. T. Clarke, Tenth Infantry, July 29, 1903. 1903. 
Capt. Warren H. Cowles, Twenty-fourth Infantry, July 30, 1903. TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 
Capt. John S. Parke, jr., Twenty-first Infantry, July 31, 1903. Corps of Engineers. 


To be lieutenant-colonels. Cadet Douglas MacArthur, 


Maj. Leven C. Allen, Sixteenth Infantry, March 15, 1903. Cadet Charles T. Leeds. 
Maj. James E. Macklin, Eleventh Infantry, April 20, 1903. Cadet Harold C. Fiske. 
Maj. William L. Pitcher, Eighth Infantry, May 25, 1903. Cadet Max C. Tyler. 
Maj. Herbert S. Foster, Twelfth Infantry, July 26, 1903. Cadet Ulysses S. Grant, 8d. 
ane. John C. Bot, Twenty-fourth Infantry, July 29, 1903. a gy 
aj. Geor : -si ome. 
a j ge McGunnegle, Twenty-sixth Infantry, July 30, Cadet Ferdinand Williams. 


ton - Robe , Ni : Cadet Richard C. Moore. 
aj gar B. Ro ess A ses Infantry, July 31, 1903 Sates Beieat ©. Macs 
‘0 be captains. a 
a Lieut. G. Maury Crallé, Twentieth Infantry, March 15, Cadet Charles Telford avalry Arm, 
903. : 
First Lieut. Joseph F. Gohn, Fourteenth Infantry, March 19, ae Seatee oe ea 


1903. . 4 : 
First Lieut. James H. Bradford, jr., Nineteenth Infantry, April eal om = cero 


17, 1903. : 
os : r ; : Cadet Frederick E. Shnyder. 
ne Lieut. David L. Stone, Twenty-second Infantry, April 20,/ Cadet Thomas F. Van Natta, jr. 


, First Liout. Alfred W. Bjornstad, Twenty-ninth Infantry, May Ontlet Gene L. Mentintin 
, 1903. P 


é — Lieut. Patrick A. Connolly, Twenty-first Infantry, May a ———- t. — 
5, 1903. Se Ad 4 F 


. ; : Cadet Allan M. Pope. 
First Lieut. John B. Schoeffel, Ninth aor ng May 25, 1903. Cadet Reynolds J. Powers. 


First Lieut. Walter T. Bates, Twenty-sixth Infantry, June 2, Cadet John C. Montgomery 


1903. 
First Lieut. Englebert G. Ovenshine, Sixteenth Infantry, June | (adet James 8. Jones. 


28, 1903. : 
First Lieut. Percy M. Cochran, Nineteenth Infantry, July 26, ee Og 


1903. Cadet Hugh S. Johnson. 





First Lieut. George N. Bomford, Sixth Infantry, July 29, 1903. Cadet-Carl Boyd. 


a Lieut. Benjamin P. Nicklin, Ninth Infantry, July 29, Cadet Stephen W. Winfree. 
First Lieut. John W. French, Twenty-fifth Infantry, July 30, oe ery _ 
1903. ’ ey Artittery Corps. 
First Lieut. Cromwell Stacey, Thirtieth Infantry, July 31, 1903. | Cadet Owen G. Collins, 
First Lieut. William A. Cavenangh, Eighth Infantry, August | Cadet Scott Baker. 
7, 1903. Cadet Frederic H. Smith, 
To be first lieutenants. Cadet Marion W. Howze. 


q T. : . Cadet George W. Cocheu. 
ncaa Franklin 8. Leisenring, Eleventh Infantry, Feb- Cadet Chasies‘H. Patterson. 


Second Lieut Charles F. Andrews, Seventh Infantry, February Cadet Lewis Turtle. : 
10. 1903. ; ; : , Cadet Henry S. Kilbourne, jr. 


s . . Cadet Clifford Jones. 
Second Lieut. Allan L. Briggs, Seventh Infantry, February 18, ; 
1903. Cadet Wilford J. Hawkins. 


. Cadet Louis C. Brinton, jr 
Second Lieut. Solomon B. West, Twenty-second Infantry, Feb- 1, jr. 
| Cee en ae. 


Second Lieut. William M. True, Sixteenth Infantry, March 4, ceiek een? 
1903. 


: . Cadet Quinn Gray. 
Second Lieut. James M. Petty, Twentieth Infantry, March 15, Cadet Louie-R: Dice. 


1903. 2 2 > 

Second Lieut. Martin Novak, Nineteenth Infantry, March 19, od che a ae 
Second Lieut. John B. Shuman, Twenty-eighth Infantry, April Infantry Arm. 

10, 1903. Cadet George A. ren 
Second Lieut. Charles G. Lawrence, Fifteenth Infantry, April Cadet-Grayson M-P. Murphy. 

11, 1903. Cadet Samuel M. Parker. 
Second Lieut. Frederic G. Kellond, Nineteenth Infantry, April Cadet Robert M. Lyon. 

17, 1903. Cadet Francis H. Farnum. 
Second Lieut. William P. Kitts, Twenty-first Infantry, April Cadet Benjamin E. Grey. 

20. 1903. ‘ Cadet Elvid Hunt. 

Second Lieut. Eugene P. Crowne. Fourth Infantry, May 1, 1903. Cadet Benjamin F. McClellan. 
Second Lieut. Henry M. Fales, Twenty-first Infantry, May 7, Cadet Campbell B. Hodges. 

1903. Cadet Jacob W. S. Wuest. 
Second Lieut. William C. Fitzpatrick, Seventh Infantry, May Cadet Max B. Garber. 

25, 1903. Cadet Leo I. Samuelson. 
Second Lieut. Herbert L. Evans, Ninth Infantry, May 25, 1903. Cadet Corbit 8. Hoffman. 
Second Lieut. Walter Harvey, Sixteenth Infantry, June 2, 1903. Cadet Walter V. Gallagher. 
Second Lieut. Frank B..Davis, Fifth Infantry, June 23, 1903. Cadet Clifton M. Butler. 
Second Lieut. Harry D. Mitchell, Sixteenth Infantry, July 23, Cadet Edmund L. Bull. 

1903. Cadet Truman W. Carrithers. 
Second Lieut. Ode C. Nichols,.Fouxth.2JInfantry, Jnly.25,.1903.| Cadet George F. Rozelle, jr. 
Second Lieut. Kirwin T. Smith, Sixth Infantry, July 26, 1903. Cadet Arthur E. Ahrends. 














CONGRESSIONAL 





RECORD—SEN ATE. 








Cadet Charles F. Severson. 
Cadet Harry 8S. Grier. 
Cadet Reuben C, Taylor. 
Cadet Charles B. Moore. 
Cadet Clark Lynn. 

Cadet Cornelius Stockmar Bendel. 
Cadet Robert E. Boyers. 
Cadet Burt W. Phillips. 
Cadet Ben F. Ristine. 
Cadet Albert Gilmor. 
Cadet George R. Guild. 
Cadet Stuart A. Howard. 
Cadet John F. Franklin. 
Cadet William C. Russell. 
Cadet Roland W. Boughton. 
Cadet John 8. Upham. 
Cadet Keith S. Gregory. 
Cadet Irving M. Madison. 
Cadet Ellery Farmer. 
Cadet Everett N. Bowman. 
Cadet Homer N. Preston. 
Cadet Jesse Gaston. 

Cadet Edward A. Brown. 
Cadet Charles F. Smith. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
INFANTRY ARM. 


George A. Detchemendy, late captain, Twenty-second Infantry, 
United States Army, to be captain of infantry, May 9, 1903. 


CAVALRY ARM, 
Alden M. Graham, late a private, Troop B, Fourth Cavalry, to 
be second lieutenant, February 2, 1901. 
TRANSFERS IN THE ARMY. 


Second Lieut. Norman H. Davis, Twenty-fifth Infantry, from 
the Infantry Arm to the Cavalry Arm, March 27,1903, with rank 
from October 19, 1902. 

Second Lieut. George E. Nelson,.First Infantry, from the In- 
fantry Arm to the Cavalry Arm, July 11, 1903, with rank from 
June 13, 1903. 

TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 


Cavalry Arm. 


Thomas L. Sherburne, of Louisiana, late second lieutenant, 
United States Army, July 16, 1903. 


Infantry Arm with rank from June 13, 1903. 


George Edgar Nelson, of Vermont. 

Stephen Morris Barlow, from at large. 

Jesse Duncan Elliott, of Alabama. 

Edward Himmelwright Tarbutton, of Maryland. 
Carroll Borden Hodges, from at large. 

Fitzhugh Berry Alderdice, of Maryland. 
William Goodlett Motlow, of Tennessee. 


Infantry Arm, to rank from October 9, 1903. 


Sergt. James M. Churchill, Forty-second Company, Coast Ar- 
tillery. 
Corpl. Philip H. Bagby, Forty-first Company, Coast Artillery. 
‘ Sergt. Luther R. James, Twenty-ninth Company, Coast Artil- 
ery. 
Sergt. Andrew D. Chaffin, Company B, Twenty-ninth Infantry. 
Private Ernest B. Smalley, Company L, Twentieth Infantry. 
Sergt. Henry W. Bunn, ey G, Twenty-second Infantry. 
Sergt. (First Class) Frederic . Boschen, Hospital Corps. 
Sergt. Charles W. Stewart, Troop I, Second Cavalry. 
Corpl. Emil Engel, Troop D, Eleventh Cavalry. 
Corpl. Louis Farrell, Company K, Twenty-seventh Infantry. 
Sergt. Charles O. Schudt, Company L, Nineteenth neta 
Corpl. Fred W. Pitts, Company H, Second Battalion of Engi- 
neers. 
Sergt. Emmett Addis, Casual Detachment, Eleventh Cavalry. 
Sergt. Harry L. King, Twenty-sixth Company, Coast Artillery. 
Sergt. James B. Nalle, Forty-seventh Company, Coast Artillery. 
Corpl. William F. Robinson, jr., Company E, Second Battalion 
of Engineers. 
Sergt. John J. Burleigh, Thirteenth Company, Coast Artillery. 
Sergt. Manuel M. Garrett, Coast Artillery. 
Sergt. Gordon A. Dennis, One hundred and twentieth Com- 
pany, Coast pee 
Squadron Sergt. Maj. Arthur G. Hixson, Fourth Cavalry. 
. Coepl. Augustine A. Hofmann, Forty-second Company, Coast 
ery. 
ae Henry 8S. Brinkerhoff, jr., Sixty-sixth Company, Coast 


ery. 
Battalion Sergt. Maj. Fitzgerald S. Turton, Sixteenth Infantry. 
Sergt. James Blyth, Company I, Eighteenth Infantry. 





Corpl. Frank C. McCune, Troop F, Fourteenth Cavalry. 

Sergt. Edwin Gunner, Sixth Company, Coast Artillery. 

Sergt. Resolve P. Palmer, Company D, Sixth Infantry. 
Private Edward E. McCammon, Company E, Fourteenth In- 


fantry. 

Sergt. 

Q. M. 
fantry. 

Sergt. Frank L. Beals, Fourth Company. Coast Artillery. 

Corpl. Charles H. Rich, Troop E, Twelfth Cavalry. 

Sergt. Paul C. Potter, Thirtieth Company. Coast Artillery. 

Corpl. Albert T. Rich, Troop E, Twelfth Cavalry. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. David P. Wood, Fifteenth Infantry. 

Infantry Arm. 

First Sergt. William F. Harrell, Sixty-ninth Compi.ay, Coast 

Artillery, June 12, 1903. 
INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be inspectors-general with the rank of brigadier-general. 

Col. Peter D. Vroom (since retired from active service) , Inspec- 
tor-General, April 11, 1903 (for a period of four years). 

Col. George H. Burton, Inspector-General, April 12, 1903 (for 
a period of four years). 

JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 

Capt. Walter A. Bethel, Artillery Corps, acting judge-advocate, 
United States Army, to be judge-advocate with rank of major, 
July 15, 1903. 


Paul H. McDonald, Troop L, Twelfth Cavalry. 
Sergt. Philip Remington, Compauy E, Seventeenth In- 


Quartermaster’s Department. 
Kensey J. Hampton, of Kentucky, late assistant quartermaster, 


| United States Volunteers, to be quartermaster with the rank of 
| captain, April 21, 1903. 


MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 
To be assistant surgeons with rank of first lieutenant. 

James Irving Maybee, of Michigan, May 18, 1903. 

George Pullen Peed, of Virginia, late major and surgeon, United 
States Volunteers, July 10, 1903. 

Henry Denny Thomason, of Michigan, late major and surgeon, 
United States Volunteers, July 10, 1903. 

Ralph Stribling Porter, of Ilinois, later major and surgeon, 
United States Volunteers, July 10, 1903. 

Percy Lancelot Jones, of Tennessee, late captain and assistant 


- surgeon, United States Volunteers, July 10, 1903. 


To be assistant surgeons with rank of first lieutenant. 


Fred Wheeler Palmer, of Michigan, late captain and assistant 
surgeon, United States Volunteers, July 10, 1903. 

Edward Bright Vedder, of Pennsylvania, July 10, 1903. 

Henry Flanagan Pipes, of West Virginia, July 10, 1903. 

Charles Lovelace Foster, of the District of Columbia, July 19, 
1903. 

John Robert Bosley, of Maryland, July 10, 1903. 

Robert Courtenay Loving, of Kentucky, July 10, 1903. 

Chester Jewett Stedman, of West Virginia, July 10, 1903. 

Orville Graham Brown, of the District of Columbia, July 10, 
1903. 

George Frederick Juenemann, of Maryland, July 10, 1903. 

Joseph Franklin Siler, of Alabama, July 10, 1903. 

Arthur Maunder Whaley, of Michigan, July 10, 1903. 

Theodore Lamson, of Massachusetts, October 8, 1903. 

Craig Richard Snyder, of IUinois, October 13, 1903. 

Ernest Grey Bing , of Alabama, October 13, 1903. 

James Downie Heysinger, of Pennsylvania, October 13, 1903. 

Lloyd Llewellyn Smith, of New Jersey, October 13, 1903. 

John Braiden Huggins, of New York, October 13, 1903. 

Edgar William Miller, of Iowa, October 13, 1903. 

William Henry Tefft, of New York, October 13, 1903. 

To be chaplains. 

Rev. John Aloysius Ferry, of New York. June 4, 1903. 

Rev. Andrew C. Murphy, of Illinois, September 17, 1903. 

Rev. David Law Fleming, of Colorado, late chaplain First Colo- 
rado Volunteer Infantry, September 18, 1903. 

POSTMASTERS. 
GEORGIA, 


George F. Flanders to be postmaster at Swainsboro, in the 


- 


| county of Emanuel and State of Georgia. 


George L. Liverman to be postmaster at Bainbridge, in the 
county of Decatur and State of Georgia. 
: ILLINOIS. 


Alfred Schuler to be postmaster at Mound City, in the county 








| of Pulaski and State of Illinois. 


IOWA, 
Fred W. Wilson to be postmaster at Ottumwa,in the county 
of Wapello and State of Iowa. 








| 
: 
j 
: 





Ae 
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KANSAS. 
Orley C. Billings to be postmasterat Marion, in ‘the county of 
Marion and State of Kansas. ; 
Richard L. Musson to be postmaster at. Elk City,in the county | 
of Montgomery and State of Kansas. 
KENTUCKY. 
Eugene W. Veluzat to be postmaster at Horse Cave, in the 
county of Hart and State of Kentucky. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
George H. Hibbard to be postmaster at Boston, in the State of 
Massachusetts. 
MINNESOTA. 
Axel R. Anderson to be postmaster at Sparta, in the county of | 
St. Louis and State of Minnesota. 
Otho A. Austin to be postmaster at New York Mills, in ‘the | 
county of Ottertail and State of Minnesota. 
Oliver B. Boobar to be postmasterat Sauk Center, in the county | 
of Stearns and State of Minnesota. 
Frank H. Buelow to be postmaster at Sleepy Eye, in the county 
of Brown and State of Minnesota. 
Henry ©. Miller to be postmaster at St. Peter, in the county of 
Nicollet and State of Minnesota. | 
S. J. Swanson to be postmaster at Cokato, in the county of | 
Wright and State of Minnesota. 
William E. Talboys to be postmaster at Chisholm, in the county 
of St. Louis and State of Minnesota. 
William H. Towle to be postmaster at Annandale, in the county | 
of Wright and State of Minnesota. 
MONTANA. 
Clarence H. Drake to be postmaster at Chouteau, late Choteau, | 
in the county of Teton and State of Montana. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Charles L. Bemis to be postmaster at Marlboro, in the State of 
New Hampshire. 





ae 
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NEW JERSEY. 

Ellison D. Petteys to be postmaster at Keyport, in the county 

of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 

Henry R. Aslakson to be postmaster at Edmore, in the county 

of Ramsey and State of North Dakota. 
‘ TENNESSBE. 

James 8S. Beasley to be postmaster at Centerville, in the county 
of Hickman and State of Tennessee. 

William B. Farris to be postmaster at Pulaski, in the county | 
of Giles and State of Tennessee. 

Lewis J. Garner to be postmaster at Cookeville, in the county | 
of Putnam and State of Tennessee. S 

Rufus T. Hickman to be postmaster at Lynnville, in the county 
of Giles and State of Tennessee. 

Lorenzo H. Lasater to be postmaster at Athens, in the county 
of McMinn and State of Tennessee. 

Thomas J. Littleton to be postmaster at Estill Springs, in the | 
county of Franklin and State of Tennessee. 

VERMONT. } 

Albert H. Cheney to be postmaster at Stowe, in the county of 
Lamoille and State of Vermont. 

Henry E: Spencer to be postmaster at Proctor, in the county of | 
Rutland and State of Vermont. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, November 24, 1908. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. F. J. PReTryMan. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Kuan, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading waslispensed with. 

ne PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved. 


ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION AT NEW ORLEANS. 

~The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the request of the senior 

Senator of Louisiana Ptr. McEneEry], the Chair presents a com- 

munication from the governor of that State, which will be read. 

The communication was read, and ordered ‘to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

The governor of Louisiana requests the honor of the honorable the Presi- 

dent pro tempore and members of the Senate’s presenceat the celebration of 


the one hundredth anniversary of the transfer of Louisiana by France to the 
United States, to be held December 18, 19, and 20, 1903, New Orleans. 


JOINT AND CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to call the 
attention of the Senate to a matter which came up in the Senate 
on yesterday. A concurrent resolution was under consideration 
an . The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] asked the 
Chair if it went to the President and required his signature. _ The 


Chair replied, No. The Chair finds this article in the Constitu- 
tion of the United States: 
Every order, resolution, or vote, to which ‘the concurrence of the Senate 
and House of Representatives may be necessary i on a question of ad- 
journment) shall be presented to the President of the United States; and 
efore the same shall take effect, shall be approved by him, or, disap- 
sroved by him, shall be repassed by two-thirds of the Senate and House of 
epreepanLeaR, according tothe rules and limitations prescribed in the case 
of a bill. 


Within the experience of the Chair in the Senate no concurrent 
resolution has ever been sent to the President of the United States, 
nor has he ever signed one. The Chair has endeavored faithfully 
to find out how concurrent resolutions escape the provision of the 


| Constitution. He has not been able to succeed. 


Mr. HALE. Under that construction, then, is there any real 
difference between a joint resolution anda concurrent resolution; 
that is, a concurrent resolution can not be more easily put 
through, and it is subject to all the conditions which surround a 
scons resolution? Is it different from a joint resolution except in 

orm? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does not have the three readings. 

Mr. HALE. That is a matter of form. It must go to the 
President equally with the joint resolution. I was surprised at 
the suggestion, and I think the Chair and the Senate were equally 
surprised, after we had supposed that concurrent resolutions do 
not have to go to the President. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This question arose by reason of 
a suggestion I made that it was not necessary to have a joint 
resolution for the printing of documents. I knew it had not been 


| the practice in all cases, at any rate. As I was speaking I felt 


some uncertainty about the difference between a joint resolution 


| and a concurrent resolution. I have not looked up ‘the matter, 


but it occurs to me now that in a former session of the Senate 
_ we was raised when the then Senator from New York, 

r. Hi 

Mr. BERRY. Yes, the Senator from New York, Mr. Hill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Senator Hill made a most ex- 
haustive and elaborate report upon it. Precisely what the con- 
clusion in thatreport was I donot know. Idonot careto express 
any opinion this morning until I have looked at the matter a little 
more fully. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, just aword. Ishould hate to 
have it understood that all concurrent resolutions must be pre- 
sented to the President for hisapproval. <A resolution of the two 
Houses to adjourn—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is excluded. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Constitution says, ‘‘except ona question 
of adjournment;’’ but suppose it is a. resolution which is simply 
advisory, which simply declares the opinion of the two Houses on 





| some question of public policy. For instance, the House and the 


Senate might pass a resolution declaring ‘that it was their sole 
function, in the opinion of ‘the Houses of Congress, to exercise 
some particular power, like the ‘recognition of belligerency, or 
that In the opinion ofthe two Houses of Congress there should be 
no impairment of the Monroe doctrine—that is, something which 
is not law, which is not intended to be law, which is intended to 
be only the expression of an opinion upon the part of the Houses. 
A resolution of that kind, I should think, would not -properly ‘be 
presented to the President. 

The distinction, I take it, is that any resolution or order appro- 
priating money (for that may be done in the form of a resolution 
aswell as in the form of a bill) isto be presented for approval to 
the President. Any matter which is to become a rule of action 
in the country, binding upon the Executive a oe other 
words, a law—is to be presented ‘to the President, and that is to 
be distinguished from resolutions which have passed both Honses 
simply expressing the opinion of the two Houses upon questions 
of public policy. 

r. TELLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator if the words in 
the Constitution, ‘“béfore'the same shall take effect,’’ do not in- 
dicate that it must be a legislative act? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly they do; and another thing indi- 


cates it: 
Every order, resolution, or vote to which the concurrence of the Senate 
and House of Representatives may be necessary. ’ 


That means necessary under the Constitution. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. It meansnecessary to the enactment of arule 
of action, which is a law. 

Mr. HALE. The language read does seem to be absolute and 
all-embracing, but suppose it is a matter — simply to the 
two Houses, a concurrent resolution providing for a joint com- 
mittee to be raised upon jo, The initiation is a concurrent 
resolution passed first by one House and ‘then by the other. As 
some one at side s , We pass a concurrent resolution 
raising a co to t upon the President. 

Mr. STEWART. <Aconcurrent resolution was passed before the 
Cuban war asking the President to accord belligerent rights toCuba, 


. 
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Mr. HALE. The rule ought to be changed, I t to the 
chairman of the Committee on Rules, so that it may be seen that 
there is some line of delineation between a concurrent resolution 
and a joint resolution,and that subjects-matter may be embraced 
in one that need not be in the other. 

Mr. SPOONER. Suppose the two Houses should passa con- 
current resolution requesting some action of the President. 

Mr. HALE. Precisely. 

Mr. SPOONER. Such ‘a resolution would not be sent to the 
President for ‘his approval. Suppose the two Houses passed a 
resolution for a joint investigating committee. 

Mr. HALE. That is what I suggested. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is certainly nota matter to be presented 
to the President for his approval; it is a matter which pertains 
entitely to the functions of the two Houses. 

The Constitution makes no distinction between a concurrent 
resolution and a joint resolution. Therule has been, I think, that 
resolutions not to be presented to the President, in other words, 
not to be law, operative throughout the whole country, take the 
form of concurrent resolutions, and resolutions intending to appro- 
= money or to continue appropriations, which is the same 

hing, in legal effect. take the form of joint resolutions. 

I agree entirely with the Senator from Colorado, as at present 
advised, that the true construction of this clause of the Constitu- 


| 





tion would limit concurrent resolutions to the action of the two | 


Houses, and that the words ‘‘ before the same shall take effect 


shall be approved by the President ’’ do not apply at all to the or- | 


dinary concurrent resolutions. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to call the 
attention of the Senator from Wisconsin to the very exhaustive 
report made by Senator Hill, which for the first time has been 
brought to the attention of the Chair. 

Mr. SPOONER. I rise toa 
clusion did the Senator reach in his report? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has not read it, | 


having just received it. : 

Mr. TELLER. I have in my hand-the report made in 1897 by 
the Judiciary Committee, which has been mentioned. It is quite 
an exhaustive re . 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the conclusion of it? 

Mr. TELLER. I may read the conclusion the committee came 
to, which will take only a moment. I think the position taken by 


the Senator from Wisconsin is substantially the same as that taken | ) sorption hay 
| can have a Senate resolution which is binding on the Senate as 
| the expression of opinion or purpose, and the House can havea 


in this report: 
The passage of concurrent resolutions by Congress began tmmediately upon 


the organization of the Government. They differ very little from simple | 


resolutions, Senate:concurrent resolutions being in form substantially as fol- 
lows: ‘Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring 
therein), That,etc.”” They have not been used (exceptas herein 
for the purposes of enacting legislation, but to express the sense of Congress 
upon & a subject, to adjourn longer than three days, to make, amend, or 
suspend joint rules,and to accomplish similar pur 

have a common interest, but with which the ident has no concern. 


I suppose that means affecting both branches, but not the pub- 
lic interest generally. 


They ave frequently used in ordering the printing of documents, in paying 
therefor, and in incurring and paying other expenses where the moneys nec- 


essary therefor have previously been appropriated and set apart by law for | 


the uses of the two Houses. 
The conclusions that the committee came to are as follows: 
CONCLUSIONS AS TO CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS. 

We conclude this branch of the subject by deciding the general question 
submitted to us, to wit, ‘whether concurrent resolutions are required to be 
submitted to the President of the United States,"’ must depend, not upon 
their mere form, but upon the fact whether they contain matter which is 
oy to beregarded as legislative in its character and effect. If they do, 

ey must be presented for his approval; otherwise, they need not be. In 


other words, we hold that the clause in the Constitution which declares that | 
every order, resolution, or vote must be presented to the President, to “ which | 


the concurrence of the Senate and House of Representatives may be neces- 
—. refers to the necessity ned by the requirement of the other pro- 
visions of the Constitution, whereby every exercise of “legislative powers” 


involves the concurrence of the two Houses; and every resolution not so re- 


Representatives, aie been roved by the President or not having been 
turned is objec 


re him with ions, becomes a law or takes effect, it shall 
forthwith received by the Secretary of State from the President. And 
whenever a bill, order, resolution, or vote is returned by the President with 
his objections, and on being reconsidered is agreed to be passed, and is 
approved by two-thirds of both Houses of Congress, and thereby becomes'a 
law or takes effect— 

‘“*Thereby becomes a law or takes effect ’’— 


it shall be received the Senwetage of State from the Presiden‘ of the Sen- 
ate or 8 er of ‘the House of resentatives, in whichsoever House it 
shall last have been so approved, and he shall carefully preserve the originals. 


That statute seems to imply that the whole question is deter- 
minable by the fact whether the resolution be, without regard to 
its form, obviously intended by Congress to have the effect of a 
law binding on the whole country, in which event, of course, it 
must be presented to the President. I suppose if both Houses 
passed a resolution concurrent in form appropriating money from 
the Treasury it would be presented to the President, and having 
been approved by him it would be efficacious to warrant the pay- 
ment of the money. 

But Senator Hill adds here the sections of the statute prescribing 
the form of bills and joint resolutions. The statute prescribes no 
form for concurrent resolutions. 

Sec. 7. The enacting clatse of all acts of Congress hereafter enacted shall 
be in the following form: ‘Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled.” 

Src. 8. The resolving clause of all joint resolutions shall be in the following 
form: “Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled.”’ 

Without taking time to read from the report, it states as a fact 
that from the foundation of the Government resolutions concur- 
rent in form, not constituting or intended to constitute legisla- 
tion, have not been presented to the President. It seems to me 
that the Chair was not so far wrong as he was disposed this morn- 
ing to admit. I think it all depends upon the form of the resolu- 


| tion and its pur 


rliamentary inquiry. Whatcon- | 


ose. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, when I rose I had in mind 
some suggestions similar to those which have just been brought 
out by the Senator from Colorado and the Senator from Wiscon- 


|} sin. There is one little gleam of additional light which I find 


I do not want to take the time to read it. | 


stated) | 


. in which both Houses | 


here that may clarify this question alittle. In Jefferson’s Man- 
ual, page 98, I find the following: 
When the House commands it is by an “order.” But fact, principles, and 
their own opinions and purposes are expressed in the form of resolutions. 
What little study I have given to parliamentary law since I 
have been here and what I have gained in knowledge of that dif- 
ficult and intricate science by absorption have taught me that we 


similar resolution. When the two Houses agree itisa concurrent 


| resolution. But when I tried to do some things here, or to have 


some things done, by a concurrent resolution, I was informed 
that it had to be done by a joint resolution; in other words, it had 
to be an-act, and a joint resolution is an act. According to my 
limited knowledge of affairs here a joint resolution is the same 
thing as an act, while a concurrent resolution is an expression of 
epinion or fact, as Mr. Jefferson has stated, and I have never 


| known one since I have been here that required the signature of 
| the President. 


Mr. ALLISON. I think the report made by Senator Hill is | 
valuable as respects the delinvitations between joint resolutions 
and concurrent resolutions. ‘Theresolution yesterday reported by 
the Senator from New York [Mr. PLatr], the chairman of the 
Committee on Printing, was very clearly, I think, in proper form 
as a concurrent resolution. We make large appropriations every 
year for public printing for the use of Congress. The printing is 
done by the Public Printer, and it is paid for by general appro- 


| priations made by Congress. So it is very clear to my mind that 





— such concurrent action, to wit, not involving the exercise of legisla- | 


ve SS not be presented to the President. In brief, the nature or | 
o 
tion 


substance the resolution, and not its form, controls the question of its 

Mr. TILLMAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from South Carolina yields to 
me fora moment. I have looked at the report madie by Senator 
Hill from the Committee on the Judiciary, which was sent down 
to me by the Presiding Officer. It appears from this report that 
Congress has, by act im 1874, construed the provision of the 
Constitution in its tion to joint resolutions, bills, and concur- 
rent resolutions, practically making the distinction which has 
been suggested here and for which the Senator from Colorado 
yesterday morning contended. 

‘Vof the laws of 1874, incorporated in the Revised 


The provisions of 
Statutes (2d ed., 1878, p. 33) as section which do not seem to have been 
repealed, i that here may be resolu other than joint resoluti 

in which } requiring 


ma the al 
President. They areas fellows: . mens [2 
a bill, order, resolution, or vote of the Senate and House of 





the resolution passed yesterday was a proper resolution, being a 
concurrent resolution. Of course the money will be drawn from 
a regular appropriation made by Congress. 

Mr. CULLOM. And which was approved by the President. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the appropriation bills are approved 
by the President. 

Mr. TELLER. At the time I made the inquiry I did not know 
what the concurrent resolution proposed to do. I thought the 
statement that concurrent resolutions are to take effect without 
the approval of the President was a little broad, and I still think 
so. I think there are many concurrent resolutions that will re- 
quire the action of the President, because, as I said before, it de- 
pends on what is in the resolution and not what is its form. We 
can not by adopting the form of a concurrent resolution put in it 
things that ought to belong either to a statute or a joint resolu- 
tion which is to all intents and purposes a statute. 

Thé PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair simply calls the 
attention of the Senate to the fact—and is led to do so bythe remark 
made ‘by the Senator frum Iowa—that there have been perhaps 
thirty concurrent resolutions passed at the present session, direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to cause certain surveys and estimates 
to be made. Of course, that involves the expenditure of money, 
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but the Chair presumed that they escape the constitutional re- 
quireinent for the same reason the printing resolutions escape it. 
The appropriation has hitherto been made for surveys, and when 
surveys are ordered the money is taken from that appropriation. 
Petitions and memorials are in order. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union No. 62, American Federation of Labor, of Richmond, Ind., 
remonstrating against the ratification of the Cuban reciprocity 
treaty; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 14, United Mine 
Workers, of Linton, Ind., and a petition of Local Union No. 2023, 
United Mine Workers, of Hymera, Ind., praying for the passage 
of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 14, United Mine 
Workers, of Linton, Ind., and a petition of Local Union No. 2023, 
United Mine Workers, of Hymera, Ind., praying for the passage 
of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Association of 
Lafayette, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the Woman’s Mission- 
ary Society of Marinette and a petition of the Green Lake County 
Sunday School Convention, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
REED SMooT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were re- 
ferred tc the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Veteran Post, No. 8,Grand Army 
of the Republic, ey en ae of Wisconsin, of National Home, 
Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to encourage American shipbuilding; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the California Central Coast 
Counties Improvement Association, of San Jose, Cal., praying for 
the establishment of a military post on the Nacimiento Rancho, 
in the counties of San Luis Obispo and Monterey, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the State Council, Junior Order 
of United American Mechanics, of San Francisco, Cal., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration, by pro- 
viding an educational test for immigrants to this country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Sacramento, Cal., praying for the creation of an additional United 
States district court in California; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that an Penn be made for 
the purchase of the Calaveras grove of big trees; which was 
referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protec- 
tion of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal.. praying that an appropriation be made in aid 
of the Lewis and Clark Centennial and American Pacific Exposi- 
tion and Oriental Fair to be held at Portland, Oreg.; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Missionary Society 
of the First Presbyterian Church of Redlands, Cal., praying for 
an investigation of the charges made and filed inst Hon. REED 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. LODGE presented a pen of the municipal council of 
Ponce, P. R., and a petition of the executive council of Porto Rico, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the im- 
provement of the harbor areas and navigable water lying in or 
surrounding the island of Porto Rico; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of the Wednesday, Halcyon, 
Twentieth Century, and Shake clubs, of Polo; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Polo; of the congregations of the 
Lutheran, Methodist Episcopal, and Presbyterian churches of 
Polo, all in the State of Illinois, praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. REEp Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. = 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tion Temperance Union of Ennis, Tex., praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 
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Mr. GIBSON presented petitions of the congregation of the 
First Presbyterian Church of Great Falls, of the congregation of 
the Christian Church of Anaconda, of the congregation of the 
Presbyterian Church of Anaconda, of the congregation of the 
Baptist Church of Anaconda, of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Anaconda, of the Epworth League of 
Anaconda, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Anaconda, and of sundry citizens of Great Falls and Anaconda, 
all in the State of Montana, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMoorT, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the Green Lake County 
Sunday School Convention, of Wisconsin, praying for an investi- 
gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a 
Senator from the State of Utah, and remonstrating against the 
repeal of the present anticanteen law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Unions of Windsor and Dartford, and of sundry citizens of 
Wausau, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented petitions of the congregation and 
Christian Endeavor Society of the Baptist Church of Phenix; of 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Unions of Providence and 
Washington; of the congregations of the First Free Baptist, 
Broadway Baptist, and Second Presbyterian churches of Provi- 
dence; of the Tabernacle Methodist Episcopal Church, of Provi- 
dence; of the Anna Gordon Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union. of Providence, and of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of East Greenwich, all in the State of Rhode Island, 

raying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
on. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be 
made in aid of the Lewis and Clark Centennial and American 
Pacific Exposition and Oriental Fair, to be held at Portland, 
Oreg., in 1905; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
Industrial Expositions. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the purchase of the Calaveras grove of big trees; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protec- 
tion of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the California Central Coast 
Counties’ Improvement Association, of San Jose, Cal., praying 
for the establishment of amilitary post at the Nacimiento Rancho, 
in the counties of San Luis Obispo and Monterey, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation in 
aid of the American merchant marine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of General Mansfield Post, 
No. 48, Department of Pennslyvania, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Mansfield, Pa., praying for the enactment of a service-pen- 
sion law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KEAN a of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church of W: wn; of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Woodstown; of the congregation of the 
Union Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, of South Woodstown; 
of the congregation of the Westminster Presbyterian Church, of 
Bloomfield; of the Woman’s Guild of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Elizabeth; of the congregation of the Asbury Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, of Woodstown; and of the Home Mission- 
ary Society of the Presbyterian Church of Woodstown, all in the 
State of New Jersey, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. BALL presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Newark, N. J., praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerep Smoor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Washington, Iowa, praying for an investi- 
gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SmMoorT, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cambridge, 
Mass., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
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REPORT ON CEMENT RESOURCES. 


Mr. MORGAN. I present a paper entitled ‘‘A report on the 
cement resources of Alabama,”’ sent to me by the Director of the 
Geological Survey of the United States, evidently with the ex- 
porumene that I would lay it before the Senate and ask that it be 
printed. 

I wish to say that it is a very nen paper, prepared at the 
Geological Survey after very careful examinations, and also by 
the geological survey of the State of Alabama. It relates to a 
matter that is presently of immense importance to the United 
States. 

Ten years ago Prof. Eugene A. Smith, of the University of 
Alabama, a very eminent geologist, made a discovery of the fact 
that bordering on what we call the ‘‘ black belt,’’ which extends, 
I believe, from Illinois down into southwest Georgia—on each 
border of it—there are immense chalk belts which correspond pre- 
cisely in their origin and in their qualities with the chalks that 
we see at Dover Cliffs and across the Channel clear down to Paris 
and under Paris, out of which there has been manufactured for 
ages what is called ‘‘ Portland cement,’’ a cement which is named 
after an island that belongs to Great Britain and which is not far 
from Portsmouth. 

The many millions of dollars we have spent for that cement and 
the great amount of industry we have displayed in making cement 
out of the hard blue and other colored limestones of our country 
make this a matter of much importance. In order to supply 
ourselves with cement, which is now entering into all kinds of 
structures, particularly into the very large and very tall houses, 
one of them, I believe, 14 stories high, now going up in Cincinnati, 
a monument to the genius of this age, our workers in this line of 
business have so far develo this production that we now make 
more than 18,000,000 barrels of cement a year, which are sold on 
an average for at least $1.75 a barrel. In addition to that, the 
demands have increased within a year for the importation of this 
necessary article from 200,000 barrels to 800,000 barrels, showing 
that the demand for it is very great. 

As soon as I had discovered that an enterprising company, 
formed of gentlemen in England, had come to my State and had 
established a cement factory at Demopolis,on the Tombigbee 
River, in which they have expended a million dollars, and were 


producing with three rotary furnaces 250 barrels each per day and. 


selling it, as we say, ‘‘ like hot cakes,’’ and that in southwest 
Georgia other enterprising gentlemen had put up a large es- 
tablishment, which was turning out quantities of this valnable 
product, I devoted a good deal of my past vacation to having this 
matter looked up, and, with the kind assistance of Mr. Charles 
D. Walcott, Director of the Geological Survey, and of the Uni- 
versity of Alabama, assisted also by the legislature of Alabama, 
there have been developed the geological and chemical qualities of 
this rang of materials, extending over an area more than 100 miles 
in length. The beds on either side of .what we call the ‘“‘ black 
belt,’’ or the cretaceous formation, average 5 miles wide and not 
less than a thousand feet deep. 
tinuous, and throughout they are very valuable. 

Of course, my attention was drawn to the subject with refer- 
ence to the great demand which will exist for this cement in an 
isthmian canal, whether built at Panama or at Nicaragua, and 
the great saving which would be made to the country by its de- 
velopment. Its development is entirely a private matter, and is 
being entered —— with extreme activity by many: men.. It is 
proper that we should inform those men of the particular chem- 
ical analysis of the cements at various places along that belt. 

I would be very proud, sir, if I had the opportunity of present- 
ing this as my last report from the Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals; but the members of that committee were absent this 


morning, and having received it only this morning I could not | 
ask theirconcurrence. I therefore present it on my own account, | \ ; 
| companying paper, referred to the Committee on the District of 


and I ask that it may be printed as a document. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a very interesting statement, and a very 
important one, which has been made by the Senator from Ala- 
bama. I understand that there are es in the United 
States where this character of cement can 
Dakota, in Michigan, in Pennsylvania, and in New Jersey. 

Mr.MORGAN. There are many places. I have just observed 
that we are now making in our own factories more than 18,000,000 
barrels a year. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think this is very important information. 
I am glad the Senator has introduced it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
asks that the paper presented by him be printed as a document. 
Is there any objection? The Chair hear none, and it is so ordered. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 
Mr. McLAURIN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 


. whom was referred the bill (S. 1344) to quiet certain land titles 


in the State of Mississippi, reported it 


thout amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1700) granting a pension 
to Maria B. Wheaton; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 1701) for the relief of 
Irene E. Johnson, administratrix of the estate of Leo L. Johnson, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 1702) to correct the mili- 
tary record of James H. Shannon; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 1703) for the relief of 
Mariah L. Trowell, administratrix of Benjamin F. Trowell, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 1704) granting an increase of 
pension to Lucretia Ritchhart; which was read twice by its title, . 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 1705) granting a pension to 
Esther G. Wharton; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
— twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

‘aims: 
on bill (S. 1706) for the relief of Joshua Sherwood and Elizabeth 
ray; 

A bill (S. 1707) to compensate H. C. Phoebus for the demolition 
and removal of his property from the Government reservation at 
Old Point, Virginia; 

A bill (S. 1708) to compensate Caleb C. Willard, surviving part- 
ner of the firm of Segar & Willard, for the demolition and re- 
moval of the Hygeia Hotel property from the Government reser- 
vation at Old Point, Virginia, in the year 1862; 

A bill (S. 1709) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Fox Hill, Va.; 

A bill (S. 1710) for the relief of the trustees of Braddock Street 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Winchester, Va.; 

A bill (S.1711) for the relief of the trustees of the Centenary 
Reformed Church, of Winchester, Va.; and 

A bill (S.1712) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church of 
Woodstock, Shenandoah County, Va. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1713) for the relief of Samuel Showalter; 

A bill (S.1714) to correct the military record of William E. 
Russell; and 

A bill (8.1715) to correct the military record of Levi Sheetz. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (8.1716) granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors confined in so-called Confederate prisons; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1717) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Christian H. Goebel; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 1718) to com- 
——- the Old Point Comfort Improvement Company for the 

emolition and removal of the Hygeia Hotel property from the 
Government reservation at Old Point, Virginia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1719) for the relief of Priscilla J. 
Shipman, administratrix of the estate of John J. Shipman, de- 
ceased, for work done and materials furnished to the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 


Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1720) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Green; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 


Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 


| on Pensions: 


A bill (S, 1721) granting a pension to Fred Sturm; 

A bill (S. 1722) granting an increase of pension to Henry Hale; 

A bill (S. 1723) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Wildman; 

A bill (S. 1724) granting an increase of pension to Sarah F, 
McCune; 

A bill (S. 1725) restoring a pension to James Hampton; 

A bill (S. 1726) granting an increase of pension to Silas G 
Jewell; 

A bill (8S. 1727) granting an increase of pension to Louis Cook; 

A bill (8. 1728) granting a pension to J. M. Baxter; 
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A bill (S. 1729) granting an increase of pension to Simeon Shir- 
rell; 

A bill (S. 1780) granting an increase of pension to John A. J. 
White: 

A bill (S. 1731) granting a pension to Penelope Tousley; 


A bill (8. 1732) granting a pension to Joseph B. Voris (with an 


accompanying paper): and 

A bill (8.1783) granting an increase of pension to William Stall 
(with accompanying papers). 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 1734) to pro- 
vide for the modification of the project for the improvement of 
the harbor of New Haven, Conn.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1735) to provide for the modifica- 
tion of the project for the improvement of the harbor of New 
Haven, Conn.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1736) to provide a mortu- 
ary chapel at the Arlington National Cemetery; which was read 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military } 


Affairs. 


Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 1787) granting a pension | 


to Charles M. Snyder; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1788) for the relief of Jose J. Val- 
divia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ialsoreintroduce a bill to correct an error in 
the print. 

The bill (S. 1739) making an appropriation for the improvement 
of the Patapsco River and channel to Baltimore, Md., was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (8. 1740) to appoint Daniel 
Clarke, of Maryland, a captain of cavalry in the United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 1741) for the relief of the | between the Government of the United States and Great Britain, 


county of White Pine, State of Nevada; which was read twice by | 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 1742) for the relief of John L. Smith- 
meyer and Paul J. Pelz; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 1743) for the relief of Riley Moutrey; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | 


on Claims. 
Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 1744) for the relief of 


to the Committee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1745) for the relief of the estate of | 
William B. Waldron, deceased; which was read twice by its title, | 


and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a Dill (8S. 1746) for the relief of the 
legal heirs of Celestine Sara, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 1747) to ‘recognize the 
military services of George R. Burnett, late first lieutenant. Ninth 
United States Cavalry: which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (8. 1748) to provide for the 
establishment of a life-saving station at Half Moon Bay, south of 


Point Montara and near Montara Reef, California; which was read | 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
He also introduced a bill (8S. 1749) to provide relief for such 
employees in United States navy-yards as may be disabled by ac- 
cident while in the performance of duty, and, in the event of fatal 
casualties, for the relief of surviving dependents; which was read 
twice byits title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 1750) to provide an American 


register for the British ship Pyrenees; which was read twice by | 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 1751) granting an increase 
of pension to R. F. Catterson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1752) for the relief of the 
estate of Richard Lawson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. Sana the relief of Pay Clerk 
Charles Blake, United States Navy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1754) for the extension of Eighth 
street northeast, otherwise known as Railroad avenue; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1755) granting an increase ve ol 
sion to Thomas Banks; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


aoneenerlfe 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 














NOVEMBER 24, 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1756) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Zebedee M. Cushman; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (8. 1757) establishing the Atlanta 
National Military Park; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 1758) to repeal an act to estab- 
lish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United States, 
approved July 1, 1898; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1759) for the improvement of the 
Chattahoochee River; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (8. 1760) granting a pension 
to Ann A. Devore; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


| to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills: which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (8.1761) granting a pension ‘to Jennette C. Danico; 

A bill (8S. 1762) granting an increase of pension to Alphonso B. 
Holland (with an accompanying paper): 

A bill (8.1763) granting a pension to Mary F. Perham (with an 
accompanying paper); and 

A bill (8.1764) granting an increase of pension to John Shehan 
(with accompanying papers). 

PRESIDENT PIERCE’S MESSAGE ON CENTRAL AMERICAN AFFAIRS, 

On motion of Mr. GORMAN, it was 


Ordered, That 1,500 copies of the message of the President of the United 
States of May 15, 1856, including the reports in relation to the condition of 
affairs in Central America accompanying said message, be printed for the 
use of the Senate. 


NEUTRALITY OF GREAT BRITAIN IN CIVIL WAR. 


‘Mr. CULBERSON. Iask unanimous consent that House Doc- 
ument No. 8, Fifty-eighth Congress, first session, be printed in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and the diplomatic correspondence 


as it appears on page 31 to page 181, inclusive, in Senate Docu- 
ments, second session Thirty-seventh Congress, be printed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and that the latter be printed as a Senate 
document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that certain House documents and certain 
diplomatic correspondence be printed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should be glad if the Senator would indicate 


7 | to what those documents relate and what will be the probable size 
Mary C. Jackson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


of the publication. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, the correspondence is that 
between Mr. Seward, Mr. Adams, and Lord John Russell on the 
subject of neutrality in 1861. It covers the correspondence from 
page 31 to page 181, inclusive, in the document to which I have 
referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that the two papers presented by him may be 
printed in the Cone@ressionaL REcoRD and that the diplomatic 
correspondence to which he refers may be printed as a Senate 
document. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Inthe Recorp and as a Senate document. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘What is the occasion for desiring the matter 
printed in the Recorp and as a Senate document also? 

Mr. CULBERSON. In order that it may be accessible to the 
general public. These are very important papers, in my judg- 
ment, especially at this time. The documents are not accessible 
to the general public, and there is a great demand, as I take it, on 
the part of the general public to see them. They express the 
opinion of this Government on the subject of neutrality. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the Senator from Texas state the sub- 
ject-matter to which his motion refers? We did not hear it in 
this part of the Chamber. 

_Mr. CULBERSON. It refers to the question of the neutrality 
of Great Britain in the war between the States from 1861 to 1865. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, the matter which the Senator 
desires to have printed in the RecoRD would make a good many 
pages, and it would seem to me if it were printed as a public doc- 
ument that would be all that would be necessary. e are hav- 
ing a great deal of reprinting done now of very old documents, 
and we ought not to incur any greater expense than is necessary 
in order to get the use of them. I think the Senator had better 
be satisfied with having ‘the matter printed as a document, and 
not ask that it be also printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, in order that it may reach 
the general public I must insist that the matter be printed in the 
RecorpD also. Of course I understand that an objection on the 
part of ‘the Senator from Illinois will exclude it at this time, but 
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it seems to me, under all the circumstances, that the Senator will 
not in an objection. / 

The PRESIDE tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ithink the Senator ought to be content to have 


the matter printed as a document; oth se I shall have to object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Texas? 


Mr. CULLOM. I object, Mr. President, unless the Senator 
will yield to the request I have made, that the matter be printed 
as a document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objectionis made. Does the 
Senator from Texas make the other request, that the papers be 
printed as a document? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have asked that they be printed as a 
document and also in the ConNGRESSIONAL REcoRD. 

Mr, CULLOM. If the Senator will leave off the latter part of 
his request, I shall have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to the print- 
ing of the eee in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp. 

r. CULBERSON. Then I shall have to accept what I can 
get at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks 
that the papers referred to by him may be printed as a document. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course the Senator from Texas does not 
need to be reminded that if he wants very badly to get the docu- 
ment printed in the Recorp he can read it, and then the objec- 
tion of the Senator from Illinois would not hold good. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 


gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and the same 
is hereby, authorized to employ during the Fifty-eighth Congress a stenog- 
rapher, m time to time as may be necessary, to report such hearings as 
may be had by the committee or its subcommittees in connection with any 
matter which may be before the committee and to have thesame printed for 
its use; that it may sit aes the sessions of the Senate or during the peri- 
ods of its adjournment; that it may summon such witnesses as may be neces- 
~~ eS a r the committee, and that any expense in connection 
with the foregoing shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 

Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and the same is hereby, 


authorized to employ a semnagreger, from time to time as may be necessary, | 
v 


to report such hearings as ma had on bills or other matters —— be- 
fore said committee, and to have the same printed for the use of the commit- 
fee, and that such stenographer be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
nate. 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further concur- 
rent or other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. | 


CARMACK, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Organization, Conduct,and Expenditures 
of the Executive Departments of the Senate be, and it is hereby, instructed 
to make a eeneclally the —— gh or pe of _- P ) . 
ment, and espec with respec any charges of corruption, extrava- 

2 and violations of law in the administration of the irs of the said 


Be tment. 

Said committee is authorized to send for persons and papers, to adminis- 
ter oaths, to compel attendance and take the testimony of witnesses, and to 
examine all ks, papers, and documents that may be needed for the pur- 
pose of such inquiry. 

° 
employees as may be requested by said committee in its investigations. 

Upca the coumnetion of said ineeiee, and on or before the Ist day of May, 
1904, the committee shall make report to Co which report shall em- 
brace the testimony taken in the course of the inves on, the conclusions 
reached by said committee on the matters examined, and any report said 
committee may see r to make, by bill or otherwise, with a view to cor- 
recting any abuses, defects, or illegalities that may be found to exist in the 
administration of the affairs of Department. 


Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimousconsent that that resolution 
may lie over to-day. 
r. CARMACK. Mr. President, I have no oe to that 
in the absence of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Penrosr] asks that the resolution lie over. 


Mr. CARMACK. Retaining its ; 
aun PRESIDENT pro tempore. Retaining its place. Is there 


ite SLING, I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia ao to the resolution lying over, and the question is on 


r. . Then I move the reference of the resolution 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
The motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is con- 
cluded. The Chair lays before the Senate the resolution yester- 
day submitted by the Senator from Maine {[Mr. Har] for the ap- 
pointment of the committees of the Senate. 

Mr. MONEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi 
will state his parliamen inquiry. 

Mr. MONEY. I should like to know what has become of the 
Newlands resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in theair, under the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hair] to reconsider the 
vote by which it was referred to the Committee on Relations 
with Cuba. 

Mr. LODGE. It was agreed that that should come up assoon 
as the resolution for the appointment of committees was dis- 
posed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The Chair so understands. 
The Senator from Alabama [| Mr. MorGan |] is entitled to the floor 
on the pending resolution for the appointinent of committees. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when I yielded the floor yester- 
day, on the kind suggestion of the honorable Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER] t he feared that I was weary, I was glad 
to have a respite from the discussion of a subject that is rife with 
the anxieties and distress of our people. They are sorely vexed 
and tired of the intrigues of the Panama Canal Company, old and 
new, that the mandate of the law has been so far powerless to con- 
trol or check. 

The spirit of lawless adventure in the attempted use of our free, 
just, and wholesome Government and of our trusting and honest 
people has involved us and threatened the nation until it almost 
despairs of the glory of opening the western gateway between the 
oceans for the commerce of the world and a highway of Christen- 
dom “* from the rivers unto the ends of the earth.”’ 

From the beginning it has been the proud mission of our Gov- 
ernment and people, under a providence that is as peculiar to 
them as the founding of the Kingdom of the Messiah was to the 
Seed of Abraham, that we should lift up that western gate be- 
tween the oceans. : But, like them, we have been fought back and 
retarded in our work by great nations, and by the worst and basest 
intrigues, and by the most cunning devices of self-seeking and 
ambitious men, and by the corruptions of vile men whose voca- 
tion it is to gather wealth from the necessities of government 
and to make the noblest aspirations and hopes of the people sub- 
sidiary to their frauds and corruptions. 

This they accomplish through combinations, obstructions, and 





ce Depart- 


Postmaster-General shall detail from time to time such officers and | 





schemes of blackmail. 

We have encountered all these in our honorable strivings to 
fulfill this great national duty. 

When in our early youth, asa nation, we first discerned this 
duty, our statesmen, like Clay and Adams, rose up and announced 
our purpose, in the valiant spirit of the young Republic, and we 
| set about to measure the task and to prepare for its accomplish- 
ment with a fervent. generous spirit. 

The wily Briton, sleepless in vigilance and wise in forecast, saw 
that we were preparing to cross the sea with ships, through dry 
land, and she set herself across our path and held us in check for 
| fifty years. What we suffered im that period is needless now to 
| recount. In the time of waiting we grew so strong that open 
opposition to us by force became too dangerous to our ancient 
kinsmen, and Great Britain retired, apparently, to gather the 
fruits of rich harvests at Suez, which she had captured by stealth, 
and she even became our friend. She has so fallen in love with 
us, indeed, that she gives us encouragement in our raid on Colom- 
| bia, which is contra bonos mores, knowing that Panama is a 
| morass in which our strong limbs will flounder, and we will sink 
| like a mastodon mired in a quicksand. 

If she looks atall. it is scarcely with pity upon the hecatombs of 
laborers that we will sink in that canal route, that is well called 
| ‘the ditch of death.’’ She will not weep with us when we have 
| found that a blind and reckless enthusiasm has turned to national 

grief at the sudden rush of the Chagres, when it will sweep away 
| the key of the canal—the dam at Bohio. 

Wecan outlive her pity and move on other routes as we have 
outlived her opposition, but it will be costly. 
| France essayed to rid herself of a body of death that she had 
| created to take the honors that belonged to us, but the Panama 
| Canal died on her hands, and France had been so long chained 
| to its cadaver that she is supplicating us to relieve her of its 


| pressure. 

De Lesseps had been here and had distributed great wealth 
among bankers and easy-going officials in high places who learned 
that the presence of the agents of the Panama Canal Company 
among us, old or new, was a certain indication of “ pay dirt.” 

These always welcome universal bankruptcy in markets and 
morals, when they are not caught in the fall, and they surrender 














hag-t, . ei xt< , 
caer IS So rt aa Laan 












A444 


at once and atdiscretion. The seed planted by De Lesseps, which 
cost him the recorded decree of a convicted felon, and is a bar 
sinister on the escutcheon of one of the world’s foremost benefac- 
tors, still germinates among us, and our bankers and corruption- 
ists, of low and high degree, still dig around the deadly crop in 
search of the pot of gold. If they find it they are glorious and 
immune from the stinging arrows of public opinion, and that 
hope justifies the effort and condones its disgrace. 

These hostsareuponusnow. McKinley’s great policy has fallen 
beneath their blows after he passed away. It lives in our laws, 
but have we the vital force and courage to enforce it? 

His suecessor follows this posthumous child of De Lesseps, which 
bars the way of true American progress and still keeps closed the 
western gate with wars and rumors of war. 

It is to inform the country of the devious methods by which 
this has so far been accomplished that I will now, with the leave 
of the Senate, resume my remarks. 

THE CREATION OF THE NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY. 


On June 29, 1894, the liquidator of the old Panama Canal Com- 
pany filed a petition in the lower court for the department of the 
Seine to create a New Panama Canal Company to complete the 
canal with locks. The company was empowered by that court to 
take subscriptions to its stock, and the liquidator of the old com- 
pany was authorized to turn over the property of the old company 
to the new company without compensation, and also to subscribe 
for stock in the new company, which he did to the amount of 
18,000,000 francs, the old company thus becoming a stockholder 
in vo new company to that amount, which was paid in money 
by him. 

The orgahization of the New Panama Canal Company to be the 
successor, coadjutor, running mate, and final administrator of 
the only assets of the old company was, on the part of the French 
Government, a refuge from the horrors and stench of the public 
corruption with which the old company had scandalized France 
in all its departments and its great ers and cabinet officers. 
The French Assembly and the Congress of the United States were 
openly charged in France as being implicated. It is easy to get a 
slur upon innocent men from an enraged people; but many French 
officials were justly convicted. 

On the part of the honest Frenchmen that new company was a 
‘*‘ forlorn hope,’’ sent out to rescue the canal and the reputation 
of De Lesseps from the fate that had been so thoroughly earned. 

On the part of the convicted felons who had brought these dark 
stains upon the character of a noble people it was an escape from 
the penitentiary into the prominent activity of completing a lock 
canal in the hope of earning the applause of the people they had 
scandalized and robbed by even a pretense of effort to save the 
reputation of the French people. 

hey came with false promises and offered them as a sin offer- 
ing before the French people, as *‘ fruits mete for repentance.”’ 
They promised the French courts to raise the money to complete 
the canal and repeated this promise in their company statutes and 
in solemn written promise to Colombia. 

They raised 60,000,000 francs to complete the canal that had 
already cost the French people 1,329,693,087.75 francs—about 
$260,000,000. 

They were rich men, very rich, and were well able to have 
raised the money that the engineers had estimated for the work, 
which was $95,000,000, according to the sworn statement of Mr. 
Chandron, chief engineer of the new company, before a commit- 
tee of the House January 17, 1899, as follows: 
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Mr. STEWART. The committee would like to know the amount of money | 


iven by the poor people of France into the old company. 
. Mr. CURTIS. He says it was upward of $200,000,000. 

Mr. Stewart. Do you know the amount contributed by the people of 
France to De Lesseps and his son? 

Mr. Cuoron. I Go not know anything about it. 

Mr. Stewart. Don't you propose to give the shareholders of France, the 
poor people that gave this money—don’t you propose to give them some in- 
terest in this matter? 

Mr. Curtis. If you will pardon me, my partner made a statement that 
covered that. 

Mr. Stewart. If there wasany surplus, I understood you to say. 

Mr. CROMWELL. Surplus income. 

Mr. MANN. You — > would take about $100,000,000 to complete the canal? 

Mr. CHORON. $95,009,000 to $100,000,000. 

Mr. Mann. Have you got the money? 

Mr. Cuoron. The company has the money, or the promise of getting the 
money, but I myself am a technical man, an enginver, and have never had 
anything to do with the financial side of the question, or the political side, 
or the general administration. 

Mr. Stewart. Do you propose to raise this money in France or in the 
United States? 

Mr. Curtis. I do not think there is any limit as to where the money will 
be raised. I hope it will come from both countries. 


M. Lampré, the secretary of the New Panama Canal Company, 
and its accredited agent tothe United States, swore that the new 
company had never borrowed money or attempted to do so, and 
had e no appeal to the public to take its bonds, none having 
been issued, or to raise money in any way. He also stated that 
some of the stockholders in the New Panama Canal Company 
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were prominent and wealthy business men and bankers, who 
were able to furnish the money out of their private fortunes to 
complete the canal according to the engineers’ estimates of the 
cost, but not a dollar had been subscribed or paid into the treasury 
of the company except 90,000,000 francs, as above stated. 


THIS MONEY IS DUE TO THE BONDHOLDERS“AND STOCKHOLDERS OF THE 
OLD COMPANY. 


Of this sum 7,000,000 francs was subscribed by the administrator 
of the old company and 18,000,000 francs by the liquidator of the 
old company in cash. This money was due to the bondholders of 
the old company and belonged to the stockholders and was charged 
with that trust. 

It was given tothe new company to enable them to build a lock 
canal. It amounted to $4,400,000 and went into the treasury of 
the new company as a gift—a ‘‘contribution.’’ Itcomprised one- 
third of the entire cash subscription to the new company. It is 
still in that treasury, about that sum now remaining there. After 
deducting the sum that the new company has expended in work 
on the canal, which is about $8,000,000, nearly $5,000,000 remains. 

Of the money ~ into that treasury 10,000,000 francs were paid 
by the convicted felon Eiffel to condone his crimes against the 
old company, 40 per cent of which we are asked to refund to him 
out of our payment of $40,000,000 for all the rights and property 
of the old and the New Panama Canal companies. They have 
refused to include any money in their treasury in the property to 
be turned over to us, and Mr. Eiffel can resort to that fund to get 
his refund of the remaining 60 per cent of his subscription. This 
40 per cent has already been awarded to the new company by a 
decree of a French court, made in anticipation of the payment 
of the $40,000,000 by the United States. 

That sum is to be increased by the further payment to the New 
Panama Canal Company of the value of all the work done on the 
canal since that company “‘ accepted,’’ as they put it, our offer to 
pay $40,000,000 for the canal and its belongings. 

What this sum will be no one has stated, but the President has 
had Captain Black, an engineer officer, at Panama for several 
months, examining the work as it is being done, with a view to 
its payment. It will be paid if the agreement with the New 
Panama Canal Company is ever consummated, unless Congress in- 
terposes to prevent it. 

Aside from the want of equity and justice to support this new 
feature in this scheme in paying the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany for work it was forced to do to keep the concession from 
Colombia alive, the work has been paid for with money in the 
treasury of that company, which belonged to the old SoM 
Canal Company and would belong to the United States, under the 
contract of purchase, to the amount of $4,400,000, and the $2,000.- 
000 condonation money paid in by the felon Eiffel and $3,285,700 
paid in by 60 other perpetzators of fraud on the old company, 
whose names are not given in the report of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission because the French authorities refused to disclose 
them, will be returned to them out of our Treasury if the $40,000,- 
000 payment is ever made. 

THE PANAMA RAILROAD IS PART OF THE SPOTL. 

This new company of officials and despoilers of the old com- 
pany contrived for their security another scheme that would 
shelter them from loss if the canal was never completed, as they 
all knew that it never could or would be and was never so intended. 

The old company had purchased about nine-tenths of the stock 
of the Panama Railroad,which was chartered in New York. They 
paid $15,000.000 for this stock, being about $180 per share of the 
face value of $100. 

This stock was turned over to the new company by the liqui- 


‘dator of the old company as part of its property, with the agree- 


ment that if for any reason the Panama Canal should not be com- 
pleted the railroad stock should remain the property of the new 


| company, at an ea to be made by a board of apprais- 


ers, to be paid to the liquidator of the old company, but all the 
other property should revert to the old company in such an event. 

This railroad had avery fine earning power. In a recent year, 
about 1902, the fact has escaped to the public that it earned a net 
profit of 29 per cent on its stock of $15,000,000. It had also en- 
tered into contracts with the transcontinental railroads from Can- 
ada to Mexico by which the people of the Pacific coast were cut off 
from shipping theif commerce over this line, 47 miles long, except 
at rates to be prescribed by the railroad companies. This in- 
famous extortion cost the people of the Pacific coast enormous 
sums in the monopoly of tr rtation and the increase of freight 
rates over the transcontinental railroads, amounting, in the aggre- 
gate, to hundreds of millions of dollars, and this combine ‘existed 
for about fifteen years. These contracts are printed in the reports 
of the Committee on Interoceanic Canals made to the Senate. 

In the use of its income and credit the New Panama Canal 
Company has established a line of steamers to New York. which 
it owns and through which it is in competition with the trans- 
continental railroads, but also competes with all other ocean lines 
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that use its railroads and shuts them out of the trade which it 
conducts on the Pacific Ocean by a leased line of steamers. It 
has also made like contracts with several European steamer 
lines, giving them preferential rights over American steamers. 
These contracts are also printed in the above-mentioned reports. 


That com , with its immense power, holding its charter 
from New York, has always been used in hostility to the com- 
merce of the United States. 

The ownership of the stock in the Panama Railroad by the 
New Panama Canal Company gave it virtual control of the en- 
tire canal question in Panama, through which it could compel 
Colombia into submission. 

That power is in full play to coerce the infant Republic of 
Panama into any-terms Mr. Cromwell may exact, and Mr. Crom- 
well, with this Government at his back, will be obeyed, and until 
the United States gets the consent of that company and of New 
York it can never control that railroad. 

With the control of the Panama Railroad in the hands of the 
New Panama Canal Company, it could afford to permit the canal 
concession to, lapse, and make up its decision to that effect, unless 
it could sell ont-at a profit to the United States. It would make 
a: ,000 a year from rents of the railroad that never cost ita 

ollar. 

The proposed sale for $40,000,000 will yield a large _— to the 
stockholders in the New Panama Canal Company. e only ex- 

nditure they have made isin the removal of earth from the Cu- 
ebra cut and the Emperador cut. While doing this they have 
allowed the canal from Bohio to the coast to fill up, until in many 
places it is almost obliterated, and have dredged a channel 3 
miles long*in the Bay of Panama, leading to a pier that cost near 
$1,000,000, to accommodate railroad traffic. 


THE EXTENSIONS OF THE WYSE CONCESSIONS WERE PAID FOR WITH THE 
MONEY OF THE OLD COMPANY. ‘ 


They have procured extensions of the Wyse concessions, paid 
for with the money of the oid company, to keep in control of-the 
. canal route,on which De Lesseps had constructed several houses, 
some of them palaces, and immense hospitals at a cost of many 
mnillions of dollars. 

Not acubic yard of earth had been removed from the canal line 
by the New Panama Canal Company with the purpose or expecta- 
tion of oe that-work by that company. -Anotheranddis- 
tinct purpose has directed every operation of that company, which 
is to sell it to the United States. 

It will scarcely be contended that they expected to complete a 
canal. that cost’ $260;000,000 of outlay ,-to complete -two-fifths of 
the ditch, without any other-works with: only $13,000,000: in the 
treasury of the company, and -it can not be claimed thatthey ever 

- had the purpose to complete it when, being wealthy. men,;they re- 
fused to furnish-any additional money -to: help-the company and 
made no effort to borrow it or to sell additional stock to get the 
money. 

7 FORTIFIED AGAINST POSSIBLE LOSS. 

They had fortified themselves against loss. by taking over the 
Panama Railroad as a gift, and the 23,780,000 franes of the 
cash money of the old company, paid.into:the treasury of-the aew 
company, and onby- waited:the ity-to-wet-rid-of the other 

wee for what they could get for it, so as. to avoid confiscation 
y Colombia. This, Mr. President,-isa-true-statement. - 

While waiting and-preparing for this o ity they sunk 
great wells and cut tunnels under the Culebra ridgete ascertain the 

._charaeter of the material at or belew sea level. - It was-found. to 
be treacherous, creeping clay beds between-strata of-roek for. half 
the depth, thatweresliding into the cuts and covering up railroad 
tracks and. trains of cars, while-at.or-near the sea- level-it was an 
indurated material too-hard for removal with picks and not-tena- 
cious enough to be blasted, except at heavy expense. The mate- 

- rial for ards. above the bottom of these wells was found 
to contain sharks’ teeth; and when: submerged-in: water it-would 


dissolve like — or salt. That is the testimony of engineers, L 


sworn to. I will not quote.the statements made under oath... This 


formation, which was evidently volcanic..ashes;-compressed : by | 


the earth and stone above them, was 8 miles in.length. . 
THEY WERE VERY <BUSY. 

To protect the walls of thecanal from dissolving when the water 
of the canal assailed them, the Isthmian Canal Commission rec- 
ommended and estimated for walls of cut stone 40 feet high and 
16 miles in length. at a cost above $8,000 000. 

- “When this development became known,.and-when the Oregon 
madeits famous voyage around ‘‘ the Horn,’’ and when the Senate 
had d the maritime canal bill a second time, with the vote 
of all the Senate.e t six members,.there was hurrying to and 
fro across the Atlantic by the agents and engineers of the New 
Panama Canal Company to inform Congress of the advantages of 
the Panama Canal route over the Nicaragua route; and Mr. 

- Cromwell, as chief counsel of the New Panama Canal Company, 
made his first public debut at the head of the procession, 


These men came in great haste at the call of Mr. Cromwell, 
and ap , unbidden, before the House committee and de- 
manded a hearing on the 17th day of January, 1899. Civil war 
was then flagrant in Colombia, which raged until 100,000 people 
perished and $5,000,000 was expended, and its immediate provok- 
ing cause was the conduct of the agents of the New Panama 
Canal Company, under the direction of Mr. Cromwell, in the 
effort to force the Colombian Congress to grant a prolongation of 
the Wyse concession from 1904 to 1910. 

Before that time and after the voyage of the Oregon, and after 
the Senate had passed the maritime canal bill by a vote of 48 to 
6,and after the Congress of Colombia had rejected the contract to 
extend the Wyse concession from 1904 to 1910, the New Panama 
Canal ae on the 18th of November, 1898, through its 

resident, M. mnardel, sent to the President of the United 

tates a letter, which is printed on page 73 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
REcoRD, March 18, 1903, stating the financial condition of that 
company and the changes in its canal scheme from a sea-level to 
a lock canal, as follows: 


We do not doubt that you will be interested to learn the essential features 
of our plans, which have been prepared with so much labor and care and 
confirmed vy four years of continuous ey. 

1. The old company had already substituted for the pro 
canal a system of locks. This principle, with important m 
improvements,. been adopted by the new. company. 

2. The len of the canal from ocean to ocean is 46 miles. 

3. The locks will not exceed four on each s] of the divide; all locks will 
havea rock foundation, and all will have double lock chambers. 

4. There is Peto ¢ in the physical conditions on the Isthmus to prevent a 
change from-a canal with a system of locks to a sea-level canal should the 
latter seem desirable in the future. 

5. The time of passage from ocean to ocean will be less than a day. | 
-- 6. The;harbors situated at either extremity (Panama and Colon) are not 
artificial harbors; they are natural harbors, safe and satisfactery,; needing 
but slight-improvement:~ This fact is known to all the world, thanks to com- 
merce,-which for almost fifty years has e use of the Panama route (the 
Panama Railroad). 


It would cost only $8,000,000 on one side and $3,000,000 on the 
other—eight millions at Colon and three millions at Panama—to 
make harbors. 


7. Two-fifths of the work on the canal has been actually constructed; the 

remaining three-fifths.is ina fair way of completion. During the last four 

ears three or four thousand workmen, on an average, have been employed 
n working on the canal. 


8. The company’s concessions are unquestionable. 


And yet Colombia was‘in civil war then, fighting against the 
allowance of concessions. 
The Rapubile of Colombia has given to the enterprise its cordial and sincere 
Tation. 


coope 

~ 9. The existence and operation of the railroad, long established on the pro- 
| posed line of the canal, greatly facilities its construction. 

10... No. construction is planned which is not fully justified by practical 


es: 
ormerly the test difficulties: were: 
(a) The control of the floods'‘at the Chagres River; and 
b> The excavation of the Culebra cnt. 
he manner in which each of these difficultics is to be surmounted is shown 
with the greatest detail in the report of the technical commission, which we 
have the honor to-present to you. 


~ And our Isthmian Canal Commission, when they came to look 
it over, rejected every word of it. 


The condition of the new company is equally satisfactory. Its assets, in- 
- cluding the work.actually done on the canal, the buildings, the machinery, 
| the material on-hand, exceeds in value 500,000.00) francs, or $100,000,000, which 
valuation has been made by a.special commission, of which the former di- 
| rector of the National Academy of Roads.and Bridges of France was chair- 
-man. “The eae has no mortgage or bonded indebtedness. The property 
} isfree fromall nmcumbrance. . The company has no other debts than monthly 
toy, rolls: Its.cash reserve is largely in excess of its actual needs. 
he undersigned company also invites your attention to the provisions of 
its coneession, particularly articles 5. and 6, which reserves all rights to the 
overnment, af the United States secured by the treaty with the Republic of 
Yolom bia signed in 1846 and ratified in 1848. 
We have the honor to be, your obedient servants, 
J. BONNARDEL, 
The President of the Board of Directors. 
| Certified:by the secretary of the company. 


sea-level 
ifications and 


| 





Ep. LAMPRE. 


This gross misrepresentation, contradicted by all the facts, as 
they subsequently came to light, was the first step in the effort to 
;inveigle the United States into a scheme that apparently was 
concealed from Colombia, to.buy the Panama Canal. 

If Colombia was ignorant of this movement, the fraud of Bon- 
nardel included treachery toher. If she knew what he was doing, 
Colombia or her President was a party to a scheme to dump a 
eee that she knew could never be of any value upon the 

nited States. If Bonnardel had told Mr. McKinley that his pur- 
pose. was to sell the Panama Canal to the United States; that his 
company never had more than $13,000,000 to complete the canal, 
two-fifths of which had already cost $260,090,000, and that the 
company.had no credit to borrow money in France, and that the 
largest individual stockholder was Eiffel, the convict, who had 
been pardoned on condition that he would subscribe for the stock, 
and that Eiffel and many others were robbers of the old company, 
and thatthe Congress of Colombia hadvoted down the proposition 
to extend the Wyse concession from 1904 to 1910, and that Colombia 
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plunged into civil war because of this resolution of its Congress, 
all of which was true, but was then concealed by Bonnardel, the 
President would have ordered him from his presence. As it was 
he got no reply to his officious letter of information. He was 
distrusted. 

THEY VOLUNTEER TESTIMONY TO A COMMITTEE OF THE HOUSE. 


The war in Colombia still raged and Cromwell, with his con- 
tingent of witnesses bronght across the Atlantic to instruct the 
House committee as to its duty, appeared to testify, and on the 
same occasion, on the 28th of February, 1899, he wrote a letter to 
the President in which he eclipsed the arrogance and misrepre- 
sentation of Bonnardel, saying: 

The New Panama Canal Company has never proposed and does not need 
any appropriation or financial from the Government of the United States 
in completion of the canal. 

He caught to the idea of the opening of the Panama Canal by 
the method a by the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua, which had just received such a strong vote in the Senate, 
and proposed a plan to the President to take over the Panama 
Canal Company and its property and naturalize the fraud under 
a New Jersey corporation. He had taken out such a charter and 
had amplified its powers to an extent that would cover the enter- 
prise of the most unconscionable promotor then in the world, of 
which his Panama Canal Company were past masters of the high- 
est and worst distinction. ; 

This letter threw the door wide open to the President in the 
following suggestions. Cromwell further says in his letter to the 
President of the United States: 

While the New Panama Canal Company does not seek any financial aid 
izes the national sentiment favor of ac- 
quree some pecuniary interest in any canal connecting the Atlantic and 

ific oceans. Therefore, the New Panama Canal Company t 
if, as the result of any such investigation, the Government of the United 
States adopts the Panama route, the comeaey if the Government so desires, 
will reincorporate under the laws of the of New York (under the laws 
of which State the Panama Railroad onpeny has for nearly fifty 
years), or of some other State of the Union, subject to the provisions of its 
concession, and vest its concessions and property in such corporation. It 
will also, in said event, accord to the United States such representation in its 
board of directors, and such opportunity to uire an interest in its securi- 
ties as may be permitted by its concessions, which, of course, must be scru- 
pulously observed. 

He selected ‘‘some other State’? than New York, which still 
had jurisdiction over the Panama Canal. 


BAD FAITH OF BONNARDEL AND CROMWELL. 
This offer was treason to faith, so far as Colombia was 


good 
concerned, and an insult to the United States. Again he was an- 
swered with silent contempt by Mr. McKinley. 
Colombia was still at war because of his attempt to get another 
extension of time for the purpose of holding that Republic under 


the power of the Panama Company, and the public jour- 
nals began to inquire into the matter. So he resolved to antici- 

ate and explain their accounts of the doings of his company in 
Goiombia and wrote the following letter to Mr. Hay, in which 
he falsified the record of the proceedings in the Congress of Co- 
lombia. 

The letter of December 5 is as follows: 

Mr. Cromwell to Mr. Hay. 
New YorK, December 5, 1898. 


My Dear Srp: I beg leave to confirm the telegram which I sent you at 
10.4 this morning, as per inclosure. 

Upon my return I learned through Director-General Hutin (who had pre- 

> New York) that the measure which had just been acted on by 
one branch only of the Colombian was a bill toauthorize the Execu- 
tive to negotiate the terms of and to conclude a further prorogation of six 
years from 1904 for the completion of the canal, under a communication 
which the company had addressed to the Government, in the form of which 
I inclose you a translation. 

You will note that the company ifically stated to the Government that 
the prorogation was not a matter of absolute necessity, but was desirable in 
the foterests of commerce and navigation to enable an even deeper cut to be 
made (and which would reduce the number of locks to four), but which re- 
duction would of course uire more time than the plan adopted. 

You will note that the bill wer upon the Executive, 
and this happened rextraordinary political conditions in ita. 
As you have probably been advised through official channels, a serious er- 
ence has recently been elas between the House of Representatives of 
Saaan tne office if Preside t ~ cae nd eae to Sena th aa. 

eciaring e oC .dent VACANT & eg - 
fication of the President before the supreme court. 

We therefore construe the action of the House of Representatives as only 
a part of the strife between the House and the President, and not a declara- 
tion of the pclicy of the nation or the Congress in t of the Panama 
Canal, and as not evidencing hostility to the company itself. Wearethe more 
confirmed in this belief because of the uniform consideration and cordiality 
displayed by the Congress and the Government to the New Panama Canal 
aeapeny. which we have no doubt their minister at Washington would fully 
confirm to you. 

Our company has not the least apprehension regarding any prorogation of 
its concessions it may consider necessary in the future. 

I have, etc., your obedient carvan ‘ 
Wa. NELSON CROMWELL, 
Counsel New Panama Canal Company. 


Again he writes: 
New York, December 21, 1898. 


My Dear Sim: Further to my letter of December 5 1898, receipt of which 
was acknowledged by your favor of the 5th instant, I beg leave to say that 
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we are advised by our counsel at Bogota that the official minutes of the ses- 
sion of the House of Representatives declares that the bill concerning the 
extension of the New Panama Canal Company has not been acted upon for 
lack of time. We, however, yesterday received further cable advising us 
that the Government— 


That is, the President— 


had granted the extension subject to the porous of the next Congress, and 
. nape from this morning's Herald that ilar advices “have been received 
e press. 

Tt is the opinion of the Government executives and of ourselves that power 
to give such extension is already located in the Government by the terms of 
the original concession; but the formality of ratification will be requested in 
due course, and of its being granted we have not the remotest apprehension. 

You will thus see that my confidence in the attitude of Colombia, as indi- 
cated in = last note, has been fully and quickly confirmed. 

Faithfully, yours, 
Wa. NeLtson CROMWELL, 
General Counsel New Panama Canal Company. 

There was a case where the Congress had voted the President 
out of office, had adjourned and gone home; the House had gone 
home and the Senate, too, and then there was a doctoring of the 
minutes, so that the bill to ratify that agreement was not acted 
on for want of time. 

Cromwell knew when he wrote these letters that the Colombian 
Congress had voted to reject that contract for extension and that 
it declared Sanclemente’s office of President vacant, because he 
declared that he would issue a decree accepting it, and that for 
this cause the Colombian Congress declared the office of Presi- 
dent vacant and adjourned sine die and went home. They never 
assembled afterwards. ‘ , 

_Why did he thus seek to mislead Mr. Hay? The answer is ob- 
vious, that unless this Government was deceived there was no 
peoiie chance of securing any consideration of the offers of th 

ew Panama Canal Company, to involve the United States in 
that tangle of fraud and insolence, which had disrupted the civic 
departments of Colombia and had plunged the people into frat- 
ricidal war. sped 

Aside from all evidence extrinsic of his letters and dispatches 
to Mr. Hay, these prove the guilty knowledge of the fact that the 
contract for the extension of the Wyse concession from 1904 to 
1910 was the immediate and provoking cause of the civil war in 
Colombia, to which he referred in his letters with cold indiffer- 
ence, as he might refer to an ordinary family disagreement, and 
boasted that in the end the concession would stand and a later 
Congress would ratify it. That later Congress has met and ad- 
journed; the proposition to ratify that extension was submitted 
to them, and they failed to ratify it. 

To establish the proposition that the rejection of this contract 
was the immediate cause of that terrible civil war, I will quote 
the declaration made by the Liberals when they took up arms to 
vindicate the rights of Congress and the people in open public 
war. This is printed from a angen issued in Madrid by Dr. 
Antonio José Restrepo, who was the authorized agent of the Lib- 
eral party in Colombia to conduct diplomatic and financial busi- 
ness with all other countries: 

Motives that are both legitimate and noble have prompted the Liberal 
party of Colombia to take up arms in order to insure to the country freedom 
to establish a régime that will guarantee the progress and very existence of 
the Republic, which are to-day threatened by institutions not framed nor 
sanctioned by the Peaple. and by functionaries who have received their au- 
thority through absolute disregard of and violent opposition to the will and 
opinion of the a of citizens. 

Both nature and tradition have impelled the patriotic people of Colombia 
to rebel against a condition of things in which they are prevented, de — 
as well as de facto, from exercising their legiimase natural rights; in which 
a great y has been deprived of its ical freedom, and in which the 

ific development of the country has m arrested. It is only after ex- 
austing all peaceable means that war has been resorted to asa last and ex- 
treme measure, a dire meesure, but one dictated and imposed by necessity. 

The men that are to-day struggling to recover their — constitute the 
Liberal party, and form the majority of the Colombian people. Any- 
one who com the condition, both civil and political, of our ple under 
the system of government that existed in this country for nearly halt a cen- 
may with the conditions created by the so-called regencration system will 
no longer take that attitude of contemptuous commiseration with which our 
civil wars are often regarded by people who have already attained that lib- 
erty and security after which we are still striving, and he wil! understand 
the significance of the present revolutionary movement, which already be- 
gins to put an end forever—we hope—to the ve government imposed 
en our unfortunategountry. 

We, the unde: ed, have the honor of being the authorized representa- 
tives of the Liberal party, and therefore of the Colombian people; and the 
following statements and declarations being the faithful expression of the 
country's will, through the government that will soon be the only recognized 

vernment of the Republic, should carry the weight that always attaches 

the utterances of a whole nation. 

The contracts that the government of Dr. Manuel Antonio Sanclemente 
may make, without being gally authorized, therefore, neither are nor will 
be Seacgnined by the revolut government. 

The ident of the Republic, tor Sanclemente, is not empowered to 
make contracts invol national interests without the assent of the legisia- 
tive body appputed by people. Wuatever is done without that assent is 
therefore void. 

We make these statements merely to prevent. all mapemnitess relating to 
an extension of time in the contract now in f{»rce with the Panama Canal 
Company. We concur in and sanction the statements that on the same sub- 

ect has made an authorized representative of the revolution, Dr. Alirio 

Jiaz Guerra, and those that will made by Dr. Antonio José Rest: , an 
agent especially appointed to act for the provisional government in this and 
other important matters. 

The relations between the company and the Republic of Colombia are of a 
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purely civil nature, and fall, of course, under the jurisdiction and laws of this 
country. The present Government is not or authorized by any 
law whatsoever arbitrarily to alter the terms of the contract now in force. 

The Liberal party of Colombia considers it an act of criminal nD 
to allow the repudiated Government to the future of the coun 


by an imprudent tion; and one of o of the war in which 
wots now is to mn gene he ar wi dndber aeadiins 
of the interests of Republic. 
G. VARGAS SANTOS. 
Focton Soro. 


CuoutTa, April 20, 1900. 

The French people saw with equal clearness that the undertaking into 
which the rec — of Oe an can had oe eae could A end in 
built, Per relieved to turn ovar to the United States this wanton adven- 
ture of inflated pride that has carried fraud, death, and bankruptcy in its 
trailin every step of its progress. 

AFTER ALL THIS COLOMBIA RECOGNIZES MR. CROMWELL AS HER DIPLO- 
po ns AND HE HAS BEEN OFTEN SO RECEIVED BY OUR GOV- 
ERN ; 

In the Hay-Concha treaty of April, 1902, and the Hay-Herran 
treaty of January 22, 1903, Mr. Cromwell was the counsel for the 
New Panama Canal Company and the adviser of the Colombian 
Government, whese fame he impeached with the fulsomness of 
his eulogies after having done all he could in 1898 to destroy it in 
his attempted dealings with the Government of the United 
States. He next a before the Senate in the preparation 
of a large part of the report of the minority of the Committee on 
Interoceanic Canals, in support and vindication of the Hay- 
Herran treaty, and because Columbia rejected it he is now in 
Paris and is aiding in the secession of Panama. In this, also, he 
represents the Panama Canal Company and violates all the obli- 

ations of that company toward ombia, assists in destroying 
fs sovereignty, and makes another war inevitable. 

Some are applauding this unseemly treachery, becauseit gratifies 
their pride of opinion and love of conquest, forgetting that their 
hero is only working for his fee. I thus follow Mr. Cromwell's 
course because he leads the Panama Canal Company, and not be- 
cause it is os or otherwise useful to speak of a course of 
treachery, double dealing, and fraud that has been fruitful of 
corruption, bloodshed, and war between two sister republics of 
America. When we p the hand of this chief counsel of the 
New Panama Canal pany, in alliance against Colombia, we 
can not forget his treason to that Government or that his clients 
are the men who were convicted of felony for robbing the old 
Panama Canal Senay set more than a million of French peo- 

le, mostly of the middle classes, who were too poor to attract 

French sympathyor to soften the greed of American speculators. 
Neither can we forget the icates in America, in the Nether- 

lands, and France that have ht the stocks and bonds from 

these people, as confederate money was accumulated by such 
speculators after our civil war. These tors are now the 


creditors of the old company. Their holdings are listed at the | 


Bourse in Paris, and they rise and fall in value as the discussion 
of our views as Senators give promise or refusal as to the payment 
of the $40,000,000. 
PRESIDENT M'KINLEY'S PROTOCOLS—THE CANALS IN CONGRESS. 
I will now state historical events that have made records for the 
niiony ot this country that time will never efface. They impose 


upon Congress certain specific duties that Congress is honorably 
bound to perform, that are as clear and as obligatory as our solemn 
agreements with foreign countries could possibl It is these 


duties that have bound me to the advocacy of the Nicaragua 
route, which I would perform even if I believed the Panama 
route was safe for the construction of a canal and free from the 
bad history of the corruptions of the Panama Canal Company. 

The Honse of resentatives, through its committees, had been 
very active and diligent in examining the facts and in poten 4 

lans of legislation to construct an isthmian canal to accomplis 

the will of the people of the United States, and to meet their de- 
termination to check the monopolistic power of the great trans- 
continental railroads, which was a fearful incubus on all their 
industries and commerce. Also their sagacious foresight of the 
necessity of an isthmian canal to provide for the military and 
naval defense of the whole country and to bind more firmly the 
chords of union and harmony, so that no geographical or competi- 
tive jealousies should ever enter into the great American family 
= pee or encourage discontent, was keen, penetrating, and 
sleepless. 

The House was also alert to check the encroachments of the 
Senate in the use of the treaty-making power to uire terri- 
torial rights in foreign countries, This attitude of the House was 
known to Mr. McKinley from long observation, and he applauded 
it. It was also discovered by Mr. Roosevelt, and he bowed to it 
ina ctory way in the Hay-Concha treaty, in the provision 
that required its ra tion by the legislatures of both countries. 
but he ignored it in the Hay-Herran treaty, following the lead of 
the Senate in the Spooner Act, which was not debated in the House. 

The House never favored any but the plan of a canal that was 





to be exclusively in the ownership of the United States. The 
Senate bills we sent to the House were not, for that reason, ac- 


oe. 
e Senate, as the treaty-making power, was under constraint 
by the Clayton-Bulwer treaty for more than fifty years, and did 
not feel free to legislate contrary to even its technical or apparent 
perenne The measures voted by the Senate were designed 
avoid the cramp of that situation, and were not satisfactory 
to the people or to the House of Representatives, because they did 
not openly and definitely assure the rights of the United States; 
but they were all that the Senate could venture to pass, because 
the vote of that body on a legislative measure ane to a treaty 
would forestall its action as a part of the treaty-making power, 
and required the utmost cautious action. 

The first Hay-Pauncefote treaty was such an expression of good 
will and concurrence of opinion between Great Britain and the 
United States that both Houses felt that the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty was virtually abrogated, with the consent of the treaty 
poner, The House, pending the question of its ratification by 

he Senate, took it for granted that it would be confirmed, and 
proceeded to consider the Hepburn bill, which was thoroughly in 
accord with the will of the people. 
THE BIRST HEPBURN BILL. 


The biil was simple and direct in its provisions and cut off the 
incumbrance of a board of commissioners, leaving the construc- 
tion of the canal under the direct control of the executive de- 
partment through its military arm. In this feature it was wise, 
through the lessons of a short but convincing experience, for the 
expenditures of the Isthmian Canal Commission had already been 
enormous. ‘ 

After studies that had engaged the best thought of the House 
for many years and debate that was full and unobstructed the House 
passed the first Hepburn bill on the 2d day of May, 1900, by a vote 
of 224 ayes to 36 nays, and sent it to the Senate. 

THE FIRST HAY-PAUNCEFOTE TREATY. 

The pendency of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty delayed action in 
the Senate on the House bil] until the expiration of the Fifty- 
sixth Congress, when the measure fell. The debate in the Sen- 
ate on the first Hay-Pauncefote treaty was very protracted and 
resulted finally in amendments to that treaty which Great Britain 
declined to accept, and that negotiation fell. 

THE PRELIMINARY REPORT OF THE ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION. 


Pending that debate the Isthmian Canal Commission made a 
eereneny report to the President, Mr. McKinley, on the 30th of 

ovember, 1900, after their surveys and estimates were completed. 
It is no discredit to any report afterwards made by that Commis- 
sion to say that this preliminary report was the ablest and most 
satisfactory report they ever made, and was only second to the re- 
port of the Nicaragua Canal Commission, made by three of the 
same persons who comprised the Isthmian Canal Commission, 


| which, after a thorough comparison of the Panama route with the 


Nicaragua, gave the preference to the Nicaragua route. 

No point of fact touching the subject failed to reach the atten- 
tion and engage the closest study of every member of that Com- 
mission. A final report was oan postponed to give time for its 
more elaborate completion and illustration with many maps that 
have never been printed. Why, I do not know. 

This preliminary report gave to President McKinley the firmest 
grounds for the support of convictions, already settled in his 
judgment, that the Nicaragua route was the true one as to free- 
dom from all doubt, certainty of successful accomplishment, and 
that it afforded superior advantages in health, in the motive power 
of the trade vine for sailing ships, and in every commercial, 
military, and naval requirement, and to provide for the political 
control of our Atlantic and Pacific coasts and for their military 

rotection. It also accorded with the will of the people and their 

emand for the use of all the power, in the use of steam or the 
winds, that would cheapen transportation and hold the transcon- 
tinental railways in check. They had already, for years, com- 
bined with the Panama Railroad Company and certain great 
steamship companies to extort exorbitant freight rates from the 
industrial and commercial classes, notably along the Pacific slope, 
and the whole country demanded an isthmian ship canal as the 
only means of protection that was possible. 

ATTITUDE OF GREAT BRITAIN. 

Great Britain had taken her attitude of morally consenting to 
the practical abrogation of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, which 
President McKinley believed would thereafter control her diplo- 
matic action. If not, however, the American people, represented 
in the House, had declared their purpose in the passage of the 
Hepburn bill to proceed to vote an appropriation to construct a 
canal on the Nicaraguan route, and he at once determined to do 
all in his power, as President, to execute the will of the people, 
so forcibly expressed in that measure and the decisive vote of the 
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House of Representatives on its passage. He had served long in 
the House and knew how close it stood to the will of the people. 
THE FORCE OF PROTOCOLS. 

At the same time the President was conducting a war in China, 
without the aid or direction of Congress, that required of him the 
most profound and conscientious study of his powers, as Presi- 
dent, to protect our people and our treaty rights under the au- 


thority of the Constitution of the United States. 
ous and responsible studies he found the necessary powers that 
authorized him to agree with five European and Asiatic powers 
in measures that involved sentences of death against Chinese no- 
bles and generals and the fortification of the residence of our 
minister and their ministers in Pekin, the safety and rights of our 
missionaries and other people there, the reformation of the Chinese 
tariff laws, the razing of fortifications, the disbandment of armies, 
and other matters of supreme importance to the le of the 
United States, including indemnities to those who suffered, 
and the heavy fines levied on China and secured to the United States 
and to other nations by pledges of the revenues of China to be de- 
rived from imports. 

All these great powers were exerted through agreements be- 
tween the respective Governments, that were styled ‘‘ protocols,’’ 
without the advice or consent of the Senate or of the Chemeen of 
the United States. 

The power to make such agreements may have been pushed to 
its limit in these transactions, but no American has questioned 
them as being ultra vires, and they stand approved as lawful acts 
of the executive department of the Government. 

Acting on these principles, Mr. McKinley, on the next day after 
the preliminary report of the Isthmian Canal Commission was 
made, sent for the ministers from Costa Rica and Nicaragua and 
entered into agreements, in the same terms, with each of those 
Governments. 

PROTOCOLS WITH COSTA RICA AND NICARAGUA. 


With the remark that no agreements in any form that are more 
obligatory in national honor or morals than those “‘ protocols,” 
as they are called, were ever entered into by the President of the 
United States, or by the President and the Senate, I will quote 
one of the agreements with Costa Rica and Nicaragua, the other 
being of the same tenor and effect: 


Protocol of an ment between the Governments of the United States 
and of Costa Rica in regard to future negotiations for the construction of 
an interoceanic canal by way of Lake Nicaragua. 

It is agreed between the two Governments that when the President of the 
United States is authorized by law to acquire control of such portion of the 
territory now belonging to Costa Rica as may be desirable and n on 
which to construct and protect a canal of depth and any sufficient for 
the passage of vessels of the greatest to’ and draft now in use, from a 

int near San Juan del Norte, on the Carib via Lake Ni , to 

rito, on the Pacific Ocean, they mutually engage to enter into negotiations 
with other to settle the plan and the agreements, in detail, found neces- 
sary to accomplish the construction, and to provide for the ownership and 

control of the proposed canal. E 
As preliminary to such future negotiations it is forthwith agreed that the 

course of said canal and the terminals thereof shall be the same that were 

stated in a treaty gees ty the nea of the United States and 

Great Britain on Fe ry 5, 1900,and now pending in the Senate of the 

United States for confirmation, and that the provisions of the same shall be 

adhered to by the United States and Costa Rica. 

In witness whereof the undersigned have signed this protocol and have 
hereunto affixed their seals. 

Done in duplicate at Washington this Ist day of December, 1900. 

JOHN Hay. SEAL. 
J.B. CauLvo. [SEAL. 


The agreement with Nicaragua is in the same words. 
THE PROTOCOLS AND THE PRESIDENT'’S DUTY UNDER THEM. 


The language of the first Hay-Pauncefote treaty, which by ref- 

erence is made a part of these protocols, is as follows: 
ARTICLE I. 

It is agreed that the canal may be constructed under the auspices of the 
Government of the United States, either directly at its own cost or by gift 
or loan of money to individuals or corporations, or through a on to 
or purchase of k or shares, and that, = to the provisions of the pres- 
ent convention, the said Government have and enjoy all the rights 
incident to such construction, as well as the exclusive right of providing for 
the regulation and management of the canal. 

The language of the second Hay-Pauncefote treaty, on the same 
subject, is the same. 

BASIC CONCESSIONS IN THE PROTOCOLS. 


A comparison of these documents shows that they are identical 
as to the main proposition, which removes the British objection 
to the exclusive ownership and control of the canal through Nica- 
ragua and Costa Rica as it was settled in the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty, and that in both of the Hay-Pauncefote treaties the ex- 
clusive right to constract, own, and control the canal is yielded 
to the United States. Not only was the prohibitive feature of the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty abrogated in both of the Hay-Pauncefote 
treaties, but it was changed into an affirmative declaration of the 
exclusive right of the United States to construct, own, and con- 
trol the canal through the Nicaragua route. With that declara- 


In these labori- 


tion by Great Britain, even if our Senate had never ratified either 
of the Hay-Pauncefote treaties, the cloud that had hung above 
our national aomanty and had paralyzed that of Costa Rica 
and Nicaragua for fifty years away. 

On this basic proposition the McKinley protocols are in perfect 
agreement with both the Hay-Pauncefote treaties,and in other 

ints there was no disagreement. There is not a substantial 
Stevens in the language of the protocols and that of the two 
Hay-Pauncefote treaties. 


A GREAT ACT OF A BRAVE AND HONEST MAN. 


President McKinley looked to this final and necessary result, 
as between the United States and Great Britain, and r it with 
the eye of faith and the mind of wise intelligence, and he read it 
truly and at once grasped the control of the situation. ; 

He saw in the vote of the House on the first Hepburn bill, and 
its firm support by the people, the abrogation of the prohibitive 
features of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and he resolved, with 
fortitude and patriotic devotion to the honor and welfare of the 
country, to cut the Gordian knot. | j 

He quietly approached Costa Rica and Nicaragua and asked 
them to join him in these agreements, and they did so with good 
faith and cordial and frank promptness. 

President McKinley did not at once communicate these ee- 
ments to Congress, for the important reasons, that the first Hay- 
Pauncefote treaty mentioned in the protocols was then pending 
in the Senate, and he did not think it best or diplomatically 
proper to announce them to Congress, pending the consideration 
of the first Hay-Pauncefote treaty in the Senate. 

The Committee on Interoceanic Canals, when the honorable 
chairman who succeeds me on that committee was present and 
did not dissent—the Committee.on Interoceanic Canals after- 
wards, in their report on the first Hepburn bill that had 
the House and was referred by them to the Senate, considered 
these agreements with Costa Rica and Nicaragua, and the action 
of President McKinley in signing them, and re as follows— 
that was before the French made any proposition to us: 

A comparison of this bill with the above-quoted ments shows that 
the gran clauses thereof were copied from the bill, and were necessarily 
an approval by the President of that action of Congress so far as it had gone, 
and that it signified in advance his assent to the plan and purpose of acquir- 
ing from Nicaragua and Costa Rica the same rights and privileges therein 
defined by act of Congress. 

In this concurrent action by Congress and the President there is involved 
the whole of the ss contention about the oe treaty, 
and the decision of the dent, as the constitutional lomatic represen- 
tative of the United States, was a declaration of the Tnacution that the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty had ceased to inter a barrier to the acquisition of 
“the ownership and control of the propossl cana! ” atid the control of such 

i tory now belonging to Costa Rica (and Nicaragua) as may 

desirable and necessary on which to construct and protect a canal * * * 

from a point near San Juan del Norte, on the Caribbean Sea, via Lake Nica- 
, to Brito, on the Pacific Ocean.” 

This action of the President was taken while the Hay-Pauncefote treaty 
was pending in the Senate. 

It can not be otherwise considered than as an assertion on his part that 
the restrictive or prohibitive clauses of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty had 
ceased to operate so as to limit the sovereign right of the United States to 
negotiate for the ownership and control of a a? canal through Nicaragua 
and Costa Rica, and to acquire the same and all rights and privileges inci- 
dent to the se te and exclusive ownership and control thereof without 
reference to Clayton-Bulwer treaty. . 

When these ents were entered into a bill had the House of 
Representatives, known as the Hepburn bill, by a vote of 223 to 26, and was 
then pending in the Senate on the favorable report of the Committee on In- 
teroceanic Canals. 

The first two sections of that bill are as follows: 

An act (H. R. 2538) to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the 
waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and is 
hereby, authorized to uire from the States of Costa Rica and Nicara 
for and in behalf of the United States, control of such —— of territory 
now belonging to Costa Rica and Nicara as may be desirable and neces- 
sary on which to excavate, construct, and protect a canal of such depth and 
capacity as will be sufficient for the movements of ships of the greatest ton- 
nage and draft now in use from a point near Greytown, on the Caribbean 
Sea, via Lake Nicaragua, to Brito, on the Pacific ; and such sum as 
may be necessary to secure such contrel is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the not otherwise appropriated. 

Src. 2. That when the President has secured full control over the terri- 
—y in section 1 referred to, he shall direct the Secretary of War to excavate 
and construct a canal and waterway from a point on the shore of the Carib- 
bean Sea, near Greytown, by way of Lake Nicaragua, to a point near Brito, 
on the Pacific Ocean. 


THESE PROTOCOLS ARE IN THE HEPBURN BILL AND THE SPOONER BILL. 

The measure of authority contemplated in these contracts to 
be given to the President by Congress, whereupon the contracts 
were to become irrevocable, is the same as is stated in the Hay- 
Pauncefote treaty and also in the Hepburn bill. So that the en- 
tire agreement would be obligatory on both contracting ies 
whenever thereafter Congress should enact a law that authorizeg 
the President to acquire from the States of Costa Rica and Nica- 
ragua, for and in behalf of the United States, control over such 
portion of territory now belonging to them as may be desirable 
and necessary on which to construct a canal * * * from a 
point near Greytown, on the Caribbean Sea, via Lake Nicaragua 
to Brito, on the Pacific Ocean, 
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The agreements with these States are fully in accord with the 
Hepburn bill, and go beyond the lan of that bill, and are 
also a full compliance with all the requirements of the Spooner 
Act of the 28th of June, 1902, as follows: 


Sxo. 4. That pews bo President be mpable Bee Ge United States 

a satisfactory title to the prope of the New Panama Cana: mpany an 
the control of the n terri of the blic of Colombia and the 
rights mentioned in sections 1 and 2 of this act, within a reasonable time and 
upon reasonable a then the President, having first obtained for the 
United States = control by weeks at De necessary territory from 
Costa Rica ont N gua, upon terms w he may consider reasonable, 
for the construction, ual maintenance, operation and protection of a 
anal opnneciing ew bean Sea ae the S = what is oom. 

monly known as caragua route, shall, throug e mian Cana 
Comnmniosiees, cause to be excavated and constructed a ship canal and water- 
way from a point on the shore of the Caribbean Sea near 
of Nicara: to a point near Brito, on Pacific 
sstmeiea ut be cf endiclons capacity gad depths fo edie’ oo d 

e for vessels o rges' nage and grea’ now in use, an 
such = may be reasonably an ted, and shall be lied with all neces- 
eary locks and other meet the of vessels passing 
shall also onnerest such safe 


reytown, by way 
to afford convenient 


through the same from ocean to ocean; and he 
and commodious harbors at the termini of said canal as 


for the safe and convenient use thereof, and shall make rovisions for 
defense as may be necessary for the safety and protection of said harbors 
and canal; and such sum or sums of money as may be a by such 
treaty as compensation to be paid to Nicaragua and Rica for the con- 
ns and rights hereunder ided to be acquired by the United States 

e Tr not otherwise 


are hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
appropriated: ¥0 be paid on warrant or warrants drawn by the President. 

This law covers every point in these promoosls omitting noth- 
ing. It could not have more completely ratified them in every 
particular if they had been ——- into the Spooner Act. That 
was as well known to me and to Mr. HEPBURN as it was to the 
author of that bill. 

This act became the law upon its approval by the President, and 
from that time no power but that of Congress could repeal it or 
lawfully avoid its full execution. 

The effort to smother this = and courageous act in the 

Ihraseology of the Spooner bill, a Hay-Herran treaty has 
Failed, through the providence of . Those protocols yet live 
through the death of the Hay-Herran treaty. The country will 
not suffer them to die. 


ANALYSIS OF THE PROTOCOLS—COSTA RICA AND NICARAGUA, 


The President, with motives that were greatly to his credit, did 
not at the time inform Great Britain that he had virtually set- 
tled the attitude of the United States as to the prohibitive features 
of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty by an act that would necessarily 
work the final abrogation of that treaty, It was needless and un- 
diplomatic to settle a question by his own act and notify Great 
Britain of the fact. while the Senate was considering a treaty that 
would settle it by friendly agreement; and secondly, the House 
had the Hepburn bill, from which the language of 
the protocols was extracted, and it was pending in the Senate, 
where it had a powerful support, which could only be defeated 
by obstructive parliamentary . : 

He, therefore, retained the protocols in his kee and did not 
inform Congress or the Senate of their existence until the Senate, 
in executive session, called for them. They have never been re- 
voked, dissented from, or objected to in any ae either of the 
contracting powers. On the other hand, both Nic and 
Costa Rica have insisted upon them ascontinuing obligations and 
still insist upon them, and Congress, in the Spooner law, has au- 
thorized the President to acquire from Nicaragua and Costa Rica 
the same identical rights that are defined in these protocols and 
in the Hepburn bill. 

The precedents in our diplomatic history, on which these pro- 
tocols rest for their validity and binding effect, are found in the 
protocols that ruled our action and settled our rights, in connec- 
tion with those of five other powers, in the Chinese embroglio 
that was pending at the same time. 

Equally conclusive as to the power of the President are the 
protocols that closed the war with Spain in 1898; the modus vi- 
vendi as to the northeastern fisheries in 1888; the modus vivendi 
as to the Bering Sea fisheries in 1891; the agreement as to arma- 
ments on the Great Lakes in 1817, and, notably. the Sickles agree- 
ment. with Spain for the settlement of claims of our citizens 
against Spain, which was fully executed by the payment of large 
sums of money, as to some of which the United States made im- 
perative demands on Spain, although the agreement was never 


submitted to the Senate. 
Now, was any one of these proctocols, which carried such defi- 
to the Senate, except the 


nite, conclusive results, ever submi 
one in regard to the Lakes, which was in operation some years be- 
fore a resolution of the Senate was passed ratifying it. for fear of 
tre t t with Panama, although not yet 
present. agreement wi ough not yet an au- 
thority, is a precedent which stops the present Administration 
Sonaqpeneswsk eamanitenOanaiiiea. habs Fenasen. 
ese agreements wi icaragua, ca. As ama, 
an elaborate treaty has been made, and a commission sent to 
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make it has been sent to Panama to construct a government with 
power to ratify it. 

(1) What are these ee that were made, signed, sealed, 
and interchanged with Rica and Nicaragua? 

(2) What is their effect, and how far are we bound by them? 

They contain two features; the first and basic proposition is 
that, on the of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, they concede 
‘* forthwith” to the United States all the canal rights and privi- 
leges described in the first Hay-Pouncefote treaty, then pending 
in the Senate, with fixed points for the terminals for the canai 
and the location of the route in the valley of the San Juan River 
and through Lake Nicaragua, 

This basic agreement corresponds with the provisions of the 
Hepburn bill, then pending in the Senate, in the very language 
that defines these rights. As to these basic rights and privileges, 
that include all we have desired, and all that are included in the 
Hepburn bill, these protocols operated “forthwith” to secure 
them to the United tes, whenever Congress, not the Senate, 
should authorize him to acquire them. 


WE DEMAND RIGHTS UNDER THESE PROTOCOLS. 


If they were valid, even as an agreement for a future convey- 
ance and only as moral obligations, which is a narrow and ab- 
surd interpretation, they bind Costa Rica and Nicaragua fo ab- 
stain from any act in derogation of our rights secured by them. 
We have so treated them in making complaints to both Govern- 
ments that they were accused of disposing of lands in the canal 
belt that was agreed to be included in the further treaty nego- 
tiations provided for in the protocols, those negotiations having 

rovided for extensive and valuable grants of lands to the United 
tates in that canal zone. 

These complaints were courteously replied to and explained, and 
our right to make them was not questioned, because our honor 
was a guaranty of good faith to those Governments that we 
would not make such complaints unless we intended to be bound 
by our agreements, which alone could give us the right to make 
such inquiries. 

COSTA RICA AND NICARAGUA HAVE NEVER BEEN RELEASED FROM THESE 
AGREEMENTS. 

We have never released those States from the obligations of 
those protocols. If they should now attempt to make like agree- 
ments with Mexico, or Russia, or Chile, or any European power, 
we would forbid the bans, or else we would assist a body of seces- 
sionists in the departments along the canal route to take the San 
Juan route away from those States, and our justification would 
be found in these protocols, if such acts are ever justifiable. 

The only feature in these protocols that provides that these 
Governments shall perform any acts or make any future agree- 
ments as to the canal relates to the entering “into negotiations 
(with the United States) to settle the plan and the agreements, in 
detail, necessary to accomplish the construction and to provide 
for the ownership and control of the proposed canal.” 

This agreement to negotiate does not relate to the rights already 
conceded that are to take effect “‘ forthwith” on the passage of 
such law, but to the plan under which those rights should be ex- 
ercised, so as “‘ to accomplish the construction of the canal.’’ 

This part of these protocols, as to the details of the agreements, 
was to be settled by negotiations that the parties agreed to enter 
upon, in fature, on the is of the concessions that lie at the 
foundation of the entire matter, which concessions are ‘‘ forth- 
with’ operative. The passage of an act authorizing the President 
to accept these basic concessions “ forthwith” confirms them. 

There remained to be settled by negotiation the sum to be paid 
for the concessions, if that was in contemplation of the parties, 
the establishment of canal zone, its width, and the police and mili- 
tary or judicial control of the same, and many incidental matters 
that necessarily arise from time to time im such dealings between 
sovereign states, 

THE COURSE OF WISDOM. 


In this course Mr. McKinley was wiser than any of his prede- 
cessors or his successor in separating between the concession and 
its incidents and in settling the basic rights by firm agreement as 
to which absolute certainty was possible, and in leaving the con- 
sequential or incidental stipulations to be arranged by future 
negotiations. 

was impossible to foresee all the consequences and incidents 


of so great an en ise that would necessarily require adjust- 
ment by agreement between the Governments concerned, amd it 
was excessively dangerous to leave such vast imterests to be de- 
stroyed or obstru by objections to the mere details of the gen- 


eral plan of working them out or by future disagreements as to 
the many details that would require adjustment. 
If this wise plan had been adopted in the negotiations with 
Colombia instead of the treaty framed in large part by a cor- 
ration lawyer, an agreement with that Government might have 
Soon possible. As it was, the details of that treaty were framed 
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so as to furnish opportunity to intermeddlers, who swarmed to 
the feast that was laid before them in the $60,000,000 we offered | 
really as prize money. Mr. McKinley had another reason for | 
adopting this line of action, which wittingly, if not willingly, his | 
successor followed. He did not believe that the treaty-making 
power could acquire territorial rights in a foreign state without 
the express consent of Congress given in the form of a legislative 
enactment. He would not undertake to act finally under the 
treaty-making powers conferred on the President and the Senate 
by the Constitution, and he made these protocols to depend upon 
an act of Congress as to his rights to acquiré territorial rights in 
Costa Rica and Nicaragua. 

The following official correspondence shows that the United 
States. Costa Rica, and Nicaragua all held to those protocols as | 
subsisting agreements, and that upon the basis of the concessions | 
therein provided they proceeded to negotiate treaties to accom- 
plish the construction of the canal, and the negotiations have 
never been set aside or abandoned, If these compacts had been | 
made with any rich or powerful nation we would not have had | 
the temerity to ignore the obligations they impose on the United | 
States. 

The Committee on Interoceanic Canals instructed its chairman, 
on the 2d day of March, 1902, to confer with the Secretary of | 
State on certain points mentioned in his letter to ascertain the | 
diplomatic situation as to the Nicaragua Canal. He did so, and 
the statements of the chairman, approved by Mr. Hay, are as fol- 
lows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, March 12, 1902. 
Hon. Jonn T. MORGAN, 
United States Senate. 

DEAR Srp: I have received your letter of yesterday's date, and herewith 
return the copa you sent 

It states with substantial accuracy the purport of the conversation I had 
the honor to hold with you yesterday. 

Yours, respectfully, 


JOHN Hay. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 11, 1902. 
Hon. Joun Hay, 
Secretary of State. 


DEAR Srr: Iam instructed by the Committee on Interoceanic Canals to 
communicate to them the information I should derive from a conference 
with you on the subject of an isthmian canal; and, having had the honor of 
such a conference this afternoon, and desiring to make my report withaccu- 
racy, ' will state the substance of cur conversation, or rather its results, that 
you may examine it and make ae you may desire. 

1. The negotiations with Costa Rica can be concluded at the convenience 
of the United States,and without ony robable disagreement as to details. 

2. The basis of the negotiation with Costa Rica and Nicaragua conforms, 
substantially, to the canal rights and privileges referred to in the treaty 
ratified between the United States and Great Britain—that is to say, a per- 
petual lease of a canal belt, from ocean to ocean, with the right on the part 
of the United States to construct, own, control, manage, and protect the 
canal, and to collect and appropriate the tolls and income of the canal for the 
benefit of the United States in a canal belt of 6 miles in width; this belt to 
be increased, during the period of construction, to a width of 10 miles, at the 
option of the Uni Sta during our occupancy, and to be subject to con- 
trol and protection by the United States. 

8. For the lease and rights and privileges granted the United States will 
pay Costa Rica $1,000,000 ninety days after the ratification of the treaty, and 
after that the sum of $10,000 annually. And the United States will pay Nica- 
ragua $6,000,000 ninety days after the treaty with that Government is ratified, 
without additional stipend. 

4. Lrefer only to the points of the negotiation above stated, as being mutu- 
ally acceptable to the treaty powers, without ene in detail other points of 
minor importance, as to which there is substant eement and a confi- 
dent expectation of an early conclusion of the terms of a treaty. 

5. The United States does not assume any ibility for any demand 
of any sort, if any exists, against Costa Rica or Nicaragua, connected with 
any prior concession of canal rights and privileges, or other privileges of 
navigation or transportation. : ; 

. The protocols agreed to and signed in December, 1900, by the United 
States and by Costa Rica and Nicaragua, tively, remain without altera- 
tion or dissent on the part of either of the Governments. 

7. The former minister from Colombia, Mr. Silva, has had informal con- 
versations with the Secretary of State on the subject of canal concessions 
along the Panama route, but no propositions for such concessions have been 
made by that Government. 

Mr. Silva has taken leave of the United States as minister from Colombia, 
and Mr. Concha has been appointed tosucceed him, but has not presented his 
credentials as minister to the United States. 

& Pending the negotiations with Nicaragua and Costa Rica, the above 
statements are as complete as the Secretary of State thinks it is proper for 
him to make them. 








JouN T. MoRGAN, Chairman. 


This was after the death of Mr. McKinley and while the Isthmian 
Canal Commission, with closed doors, was meditating on its sup- 
plemental report, which gave to the Panama Canal Company the 
dynamite that has rent in twain the Republic of Colombia. 
They were not the enemies of Colombia, but they were friends to 
the Panama Canal Company, whose managers are hostes humani 
generis when gold is the stake. 

Mr. Hay’s statement, made to the Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals, shows that these protocols were recognized as being in 
full force for more than a year after they were signed, sealed, and 
exchanged between the three Governments, and that negotiations 
had proceeded under and in accordance with them until they were 
concluded as to Nicaragua. and that ‘‘ the otiation with Costa 
Rica can be concluded at the convenience of the United States.”’ 


NOVEMBER 24, 


At that time President Roosevelt, ignoring President McKinley’s 
acts and the plighted honor of the Government, was engaged in 
negotiations with Colombia forthe Panama route. Disregardin 

the votes of the House of Representatives in the Fifty-sixth ae 
Fifty-seventh Congresses. he proceeded to negotiate with Colom- 
bia and to conclude the Hay-Concha treaty in aid of the Spooner 


| amendment two months before it was adopted. 


’ COSTA RICA AMENDED HER CONSTITUTION. 

Costa Rica proceeded, as soon as her agreement of December 1, 
1900, was signed, to amend her constitution, so that no question 
should remain as to the power of the Government to grant the 


| concessions defined in the agreement with the United States made 
| by Mr. McKinley. It required the vote of the legislature at two 


successive sessions to amend the constitution of Costa Rica, and 


| the amendment was made in that manner. 


The constitution of Nicaragua authorized her concession, and 
she negotiated a treaty with Mr. Hay, Secretary of State, con- 
forming to her agreement, which has been reported to the Sen- 
ate and is copied in report No. 1663, Fifty-seventh Congress, first 
session. 

NICARAGUA DEMANDS THE RECOGNITION OF THE PROTOCOLS. 


Mr. Corea addressed a note to Mr. Hay when, on the 14th of 
May, 1902, he proposed the draft of a treaty touching the canal, 


| subject to discussion, in which letter he requested Mr. Hay to 


‘lay his proposals before the proper committees of Congress,”’ 
saying also in his letter, ‘‘I should be pleased if it were accom- 
panied by the protocol on the same subject I had the honor to 
sign with your excellency on December 1, 1900.” Mr. Hay com- 
plied with Mr. Corea’s request, and the documents were reported 


| to the Senate. 


More conclusive evidence could not be had to prove that Costa 
Rica and Nicaragua adhered to these agreements from the time 
they were signed, sealed, and delivered to the present time, and 
that they still ‘‘ remain without alteration or dissent on the part 
of either of the Governments,”’ as stated in Mr. Hay’s letter to 
the chairman of the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 


WHY MR. M’KINLEY WANTED THE PROTOCOLS. 


If Mr. McKinley had lived he would never have ignored these 
agreements or the negotiations under them, which, in fact, were 


| concluded, though not signed by the negotiators. If he had lived 


he would have sent them to the Senate. He died, and a new 
Richmond came upon the field, and he seemed not to feel the 
obligations of diplomatic faith when more enticing fields were 
open for the gratification of an ambitious spirit, then for the first 
time in sight of the glory of a unique Administration. Mr. 
McKinley’s official and personal honor was at stake in this mat- 
ter, and he would never have violated it. He had invited the 
signatures of these Republics to these agreements the next day 
after the Nicaragua Canal Commission had reported to him in 

rson and in print in favor of the Nicaragua route as against the 

anama route. He approved the report and acted upon it at 
once, that he might at once cut off the intrigues that beset 
every effort to open a canal—the Pandora’s box that his successor 
has since opened, which now afflicts the country with every form 
of apprehension and discontent. 

He knew the opposition to the first Hay-Pauncefote treaty 
among the leaders of his own party in the Senate, and feared that 
it might prolong the = over the Clayton-Bulwer treaty an- 
other half century. e knew also that the Panama Canal Com- 
pany under De Lesseps had been saturated with fraud and that 
its president and some of the directors were convicted of felonies, 
and that the black list included members of the Government and 
of the Parliament and many of the leading journals of France. 

He knew from the report of the Isthmian Canal Commission 
that the leading stockholders of the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany had been convicted of these felonies and that France had 
condoned their offenses in consideration of their agreement to 
— the canal; and he knew also that they never intended to 
build it, but had come to him with seductive whisperings as to the 
great bargain the United States could make by taking stock in 
the New Panama Canal Company of America, incorporated 
under the laws of New Jersey, and by having a partof the board 
of directors; and he also knew that at the same time they were 
trying to purchase an extension of time from 1904 to 1910 as a 
mask to hide their true purpose from Colombia, so that time 
would be granted to enable them to unload their property on the 
United States. 

He knew that the Congress of Colombia had refused to enter the 
trap laid for them, and that a bitter civil war ensued which had 
then lasted for more than two years. He knew much about Mr. 
Cromwell's intrigues. Mr. McKinley made haste to sign the pro- 
tocols with Nicaragua and Costa Rica, which would close the 
controversy as to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty by his act as Presi- 
dent, which would locate the canal on the Wiceregeas route, cut 
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off the intrigues of the Panama Canal Company, and would save 
the country from such anxieties as are now uns the people. 

He was confident that Congress would give him the authority 
provided for in the eye bill, and waited patiently for the 
vote of the Senate. It did not come in the Fifty-sixth Congress, 
and his chagrin at the disappointment found expression in his last 
speech, uttered to the people of Buffalo, and he died a victim to 
overconfidence in his fellow-men. 

HIS SUCCESSOR ATTEMPTS TO REVERSE MR. M'KINLEY'S COMPACT. 

It was not later than the early days of April, 1902, until his 
successor reversed this great decision of December, 1900; rode 
down the agreements McKinley had made with two sister repub- 
lics, and rushed into the arms of Marroquin, to treat with him 
and his Jesuit supporters for the purchase of the Panama Canal. 

President Roosevelt did not wait to get the advice or consent 
of Congress. He did not wait to get a vote of the Senate on the 
Hepburn bill, that passed the House by a vote that disclosed only 
two in the negative. He had an ambition to serve that put every 
eee and evety device into strenuous action. It was that the 

onor of creating an isthmian canal should belong to his Admin- 
istration. 

To accomplish this he was compelled to neutralize the action 
taken by Mr. McKinley, by treating it as being of no effect and 
of no importance. He leaves Nicaragua and Costa Rica with 
these broken compacts in their hands, wondering if it is the real 
purpose of the Great Republic to repudiate its agreements with 
them, where they bind the United States to treat with them and 
to construct a canal whenever the Congress should authorize the 


President to accept the grants that Mr. McKinley had asked them | 


to make, and hold them, at the same time, to their part of the 
agreement and tie their hands so as to prevent them from ever ask- 
ing aid from their sister republics in America to open any sort of 
a canal along the San Juan Valley, Lake Nicaragua, from Grey- 
town to Brito. 


The American people share in their astonishment, which our | 


children will phrase into bitter denunciation. 

HAS TF} PRESIDENT ANY EXCUSE FOR DISOBEYING THE SPOONER LAW? 
CAN ME FIND ANY EXCUSE UNDER THAT LAW, AND UNDER THE COM- 
PACT WITH NICARAGUA AND COSTA RICA, FOR REFUSING TO TREAT 
WITH THEM? 

Has the President any excuse for his failure and refusal to pro- 
ceed to construct a canal on the Nicaragua route, except some 
personal preference for the Panama route, or some resentment 
at the Congress of Colombia, or some hope of reviving a lost 
expectation, or the gratification of an ambition that the law has 
deprived him of the power to further indulge? 


f he has such an excuse, he should honestly state it to the | 


country. He must find his excuse in that law and not in any 


other place or in any other fact than those which are stated in the | 


statute which he, as President, approved and was eager and proud 
to sign. There is no part of that statute and no word or eri 
in it that furnishes him the least right or authority to disobey it. 
He will fail to carry the people with him in a wild and inexcusa- 
ble raid upon the supreme law of the land, whether his purposes 
are those of personal ambition or resentment or whether they 
are to aid in party politics. 

The Spooner law reads thus, in the only part of it which could, 
by any possibility or in any event, sustain or justify him in fail- 
ing or refusing to do all that is so required of him in the excava- 
tion and construction of the Nicaragua Canal: 3 

Src. 4. That should the President be unable to obtain for the United States 
a satisfactory title to the progarty of the New Panama Canal Company and 
the control of the necessary territory of the Republic of Colombia and the 
rights mentioned in sections 1 and 2 of this act within a reasonable time and 
upon reasonable terms, then the President, having first obtained for the 

nited States etual control, by treaty, of the necessary territory from 
Costa Rica ana) Wisareares, upon terms which he may consider reasonable, 
for the construction, perpetual maintenance, operation, and protection of a 
canal connecting the darfbbean Sea with the Pacific Ocean by what is com- 
monly known as the “ Nicaragua route,” shall, through the said Isthmian 
Canal Commission, cause to be excavated and constructed a ship canal and 
waterway from a point on the shore of the Caribbean Sea near Greytown, by 
way of Lake Nicaragua, to a point near Brito on the Pacific Ocean. 

The President has been, and still is, and forever must be ‘‘ un- 
able to obtain for the United States the control of the necessary 
territory of the Republic of Colombia for the excavation and con- 
struction of a canal at Panama’”’ by treaty with Colombia. 

The treaty negotiated by him for that object and ratified by 
the Senate was rejected by the Congress of Colombia. It is dead 
beyond the power of resurrection, under the existing law. 

e President has burned the bridges between the United States 
and Colombia on this subject, and has recognized the sovereignty 
of the State of Panama over the territory described and designated 
in the S er law, and there is no other law y which he is au- 
thorized or empowered to make a treaty with Colombia, and there 


is no law, precedent, or power by which he can create a govern- 
ment in the Department of Panama by his recognition, and with- 
out Con 
with the 


onal assistance, that can make and ratify a treaty 
nited States. Especially, he can not repeal the Spooner 





bill or change its provisions by making it an appendix to or a part 
of such a treaty, as is evidently his purpose. 

He asked Congress for a law to authorize him, as President. to 
obtain from Colombia the rights, privileges, and property de- 
scribed in that law. Such an authorization was indispensable to 
the acquirement of such right by him for the United States, and 
it no longer exists. It has ceased. That part of the statute re- 
lating to Colombia has ceased to have any force to accomplish the 
only object mentioned in it or that is in any way alluded to in 
any of its provisions, namely, to obtain the rights therein described 
from Colombia and in the manner therein provided. 

He must act in accordance with. this law, or he must willfully 
disobey it. We have no“ reasons of state’’ that are higher than 
the law or different from it. We have no Presidential preroga- 
tives that are higher than the law of the land. 

‘** Reasons of state’’ are the claim of imperial, autocratic, and 
despotic power. In a republic there are no ‘‘ reasons of state’’ 
or any other reasons that can justify or excuse a willful disobe- 
dience of the law. Reasons of state are the reasons that despots 
assert when civic rights become their prey. 

A President can not inflict upon his country a greater wrong 
than by hisact, in disobedience of the law. This isa land of laws, 
and all must obey them. Those who are highest have no pre- 
rogatives that enables them to urge “‘ reasons of state’’ as the 
higher law. 

There is not any conviction or sentiment that is stronger in the 
minds of our free people than that those who make the laws shall 
obey them,and those who invoke the support of public opinion must 
respect it when it is crystallized in the supreme law of the land. 
They abhor rulers—public servants—who declaim in strenuous 
demands for decency in the electorate and among the people and 
join hands with felons in promoting their corrupt schemes for 
‘* reasons of state.”’ 

Reasons of state, forsooth! Reasons of state! 
The people hate the coward tyrant’s plea 
That binds them to a degrading fate, 
While it shelters the tyrant’s felony. 

This was the outcry of the people when they were in travail, 
and honest liberty had its birth in a terrible revolution. 

Those in high places, who essay to rule in contempt of the law 


| for ‘‘ reasons of state,”’ will again hear that cry for ‘‘ liberty regu- 


lated by law.”’ 

When “‘‘ reasons of state’’ combine disobedience of law with 
ambition or lust for power to force a measure upon an unwilling 
people, at which justice and ‘‘ decency ’’ revolts, and the people see 
that their rulers despise the restraints of law, their souls revolt 
against arbitrary power, and there is danger that in their wrath 
they, too, will become lawless. 

It was the action of the Isthmian Canal Commission, that I will 
now proceed to state, that so far has obstructed the great and 


| courageous act of Mr. McKinley in abrogating the Clayton- 


Bulwer treaty by his compact with Nicaragua and Costa Rica 
and by his sagacity in selecting the Nicaragua route and moral 
firmness in closing forever, as he believed, the intrigues of the 
New Panama Canal Company. 

In all this he acted upon their official report made to him on 
the 30th of November, 1900, and their statements on oath in May, 
1900. On thisevidence he acted promptly and made the compacts 
with Nicaragua and Costa Rica the next day. 

Had he lived through his term, this canal would be an assured 
fact and the country would be at peace. 

THE ACTION OF THE ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION ON ITS CHANGE OF 
FRONT ON THE CANAL ROUTES. 

The procedure by which this was accomplished is recent history 
that requires to be examined. 

The second Hepburn bill passed the House on January 9, 1902— 


| yeas 308, nays 2—and was reported to the Senate, without amend- 








ment, favorably on the 13th day of January, 1902. The House, 
in the Fifty-sixth and Fifty-seventh Congresses, by majorities 
that were unprecedented, had refused to continue the Isthmian 
Canal Commission. Within nine days after the passage of the 
second Hepburn bill the Isthmian Canal Commission, with one 
exception, launched into open and aggressive war against all their 
former reports, and were led by a rear-admiral of the Navy, re- 
tired, who is still leading the attack with uncommon vigor. 

It is important at this point to inquire as to some of the leading 
facts in the preliminary report of the Isthmian Canal Commission, 
made to President McKinley on the 30th of November. 1200. He 
acted on these facts in making the agreements with Nicaragua 
and Costa Rica, and none of them were changed or added to in 
the final report of that commission, made to President Roosevelt 
on the 30th of November, 1901. 

The facts remained unchanged, and the recommendation of the 
Commission in favor of the Nicaragua route was in the same lan- 
guage in both reports to both Presidents. The facts thus re- 
ported to President McKinley were as full in every particular, as 
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to the engineering work on both canals, as they were in the final 
report to Mr. Roosevelt. Mr. McKinley accepted them as being 
true, and if he was misled by them so Was all America. 

On the examination of the commissioners on the 11th of May, 
1900, before the Senate committee, many of the same facts were 
stated, as on oath, by the same commissioners, and no fact was 
then stated that contradicted or modified in any way the previous 
report of the Nicaragua Canal Commission or the subsequent pre- 
liminary report of the Isthmian Canal Commission in November, 
1900, or its final report in November, 1902. 


Admiral Walker, Gen. Peter C. Hains, and Prof. Lewis M. 
Haupt had been members of the Nicaragua Canal Commission, 
called the Walker Commission. Their report on the Nicaragua 
Canal, made to the President on the 9th day of May, 1899, was as 
complete and able as any report that was ever made on that sub- 
ject, and was taken by the subsequent Isthmian Canal Commis- 
sion as a guide to their further inquiries. 

The Walker Commission had, of their own motion and without 
being so required by law or their instructions, examined the 
Panama Canal on the French surveys, They were there for a 
week, and looked carefully into all the important features of the 
work. On this examination Admiral Walker made tie following 
statement as to the Nicaragua route and as to his former report 
that recommended it: 


The CHAIRMAN. As the president of the former commission, consisting of 
yourself and Professor Haupt and General Hains, you made a report to the 
President, dated May 9, and that report was based upon an instrumental sur- 
vey, was it not? 

Admiral WALKER. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Carefully conducted? 

Admiral WALKER. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. I will ask you as we go along how that instrumental sur- 
vey corresponded with the previous surveys that had been made by the 
other engineers? 

Admiral WALKER. It was made ina similar manner but more in detail 
than any examination had been previously made, I should say. 

The CHAIRMAN, Did it prove or disprove the accuracy of the former sur- 
veys? 

Admiral WALKER. Toa considerable extent it proved their accuracy. 

The CHATRMAN. Was there any material difference between them? 

Admiral WALKER. That depends. We found various th that led us to 
different conclusions upon various points from previous people. 

The aa. But did you find the lines improperly measured or im- 

roperly mar 
7 Admiral WALKER. No, sir; the sopegraghtent surveys that had been made 
by people before us were practically the same asourown. Our work checked 
up the previoussurveysin very good shape, so that Ishould say that previous 
surveys were good ones. 

The CHAIRMAN. I forget how long you said you remained in Nicaragua 
on this investigation or examination. 

Admiral WALKER. This year? 

The CHATRMAN. Yes. 

Admiral WALKER. We landed on the 19th of January and we left on the 
2ith of February. 


The CHAIRMAN. You remained as long as there was any necessity to re- | 


main, I su , to examine the whole subject? 

Admi ALKER. We as long as it was thought necessary for 
the Commission to remain. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did = find any renson to pert from the report of the 
former Commission on the following subjects? I will state them seriatim: 

Under the head of * Feasibility,” you say, in the former Sapees 

“Under this division of the subject the Commission would respectfully 
submit that it has failed to find any ——— authority that denies the 
feasibility of constructing a canal across Nica _ 

Have you since that time, or did your Commission find any authority that 
denied the feasibility of the canal? 

Admiral WALKER. As far as I know the opinions of the members of this 
Commission, they have no doubt that it is feasible to build a canal across 
Nicaragua. 

The CHAIRMAN. You say: 

“1. There are at this date sufficient precedents for ship canals capable of 
passing the largest vessels, so that any question of the navigation of such a 
channel is eliminated.” 

Are you still of that opinion? : 

Admiral WALKER. I am still of that opinion. 

The CHAIRMAN. You say: 

“2. The ability to construct and operate locks of the requisite dimensions 
is sufficiently established by existing structures on the Manchester and Keil 
canals, at Davis Island, on the Ohio, and at the St. Marys Canal, Michigan.” 

I suppose you might add to that the canal of = 

Admiral WALKER. There are no locks on drainage . 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you still adhere to that opinion? 

Admiral WALKER. Yes, sir; I am still of the same opinion. 

CE edlity ot oom tructing th dams, slui d 

“8, The possibility of cons © necessary w ces, an 
embankments which shall be sufficiently stable and impermeable to control 
the water required for navigation, as well as to ate the floods, is within 
the resources of the en: profession and is fully demonstrated the 
many hundreds of miles of embankments, levees, and dams, both at home 
andabroad. There is no reason to doubt the ability to build them out of the 
native rocks and earth and to give them the required strength and tightness 
to retain or to dise the water with safety.” 

Do you still adhere to that opinion? 

Admiral WALKER. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You say in: 

“4. There is no question as to the adequacy of the supply of water for all 
purposes at all seasons, nor as to its control in times of flood.” 

Do you still adhere to that on? 

Admiral WALKER. Iam of that ogteien. 

The CHAIRMAN. That isthe Sa actor in the canal business, is it not? 

Admiral WALKER. Those are y large factors; yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yousay further: ‘ 

“5. Neither is there any doubt with reference to the ability to secure good 
supporting ground for the trunk of the canal, nor suitable sites for locks and 


Do you still adhere to that view? 
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Admiral WALKER. I think that they can be found; yes. 

The CHAIRMAN, You say: 

“6. The harbor question is only a matter of money, and it is believed that 
good, capacious, and safe artificial harbors can be created at a reasonable 
cost. In brief, this Commission sees no reason to doubt the entire feasibility 
of the project, but it realizes the necessity of due care-in the preparation of 
th ifications and in the conduct of the work that the de of construc- 

properly executed under competent supervision.” 

Do you adhere to that? 

Admiral WALKER. Yes, sir. 


General Hains was a member of the former Walker Commis- 
sion, and he testified as follows: 

Statement of Col. Peter C. Hains, member of the Commission. 

The CHATRMAN. General Hains, you were a member of the former Lud- 
low Commission, were you not? 

Colonel Harns. No, sir; of the Walker Commission. , 

The CHAIRMAN. And you joined in the report, making a qualification of 
your estimate of the cost? 

Colonel Harns. Yes, sir. ; 

The CHAIRMAN, You placed it above that of the other two associate Com- 
missioners? 

Colonel Harns. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You went out and made an examination of the Nicaragua 
Canal again, did you, with the Board? 

Colonel Harns. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you any statement to make showing a change of 
ogtaton on your part as to the feasibility and practicability of the Nicaragua 
rou 

Colonel Hatns. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you discover any new facts upon your recent exam- 
ination of that route that indicated that it would be more expensive or less 
pers than your former judgment upon the subject? 

lonel HAINs. Yes, sir; it would perhaps be a little more expensive than 
my estimate, even. 


Professor Haupt testified as follows: 
Professor Haupt. I did not accompany the Commission to Nicaragua or 


anama. 

The CHATRMAN. So that your personal knowledge on the subject is such 
as you derived when you went there with the former Walker Commission? 

fessor HAuPT. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you made a study of this subject since you were out 
on that Commission—a close study of it? 

Professor Haupt. I have, sir, as far as the data were available. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you looked over the reports of the Walker Commis- 
sion recently? 

Professor Haupt. No, sir; I have not revised them since publication. 

The CHAIRMAN. From what you have heard the other yd say here 
to-day, and from what you know of your personal examinations of the Nic- 
——= route, have you changed your opinions as expressed in that report? 

ofessor HAuPT. I have not, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You see no reason for changing your opinion? 

Professor Haupt. No, sir. 


Professor Burr testified as follows: 


The CHAIRMAN. You formed your opinion from a recent visit at Nicaragua 
as to both routes? 

Mr. Burr. As to both routes. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is your opinion as to the practicability of building 
a canal at N iconequs? 

Mr. Burr. I think it is entirely practicable. 


Mr. Alfred Noble stated as follows: 


Statement of Alfred Noble, member of the Commission, 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Noble, you are a civil engineer? 

Mr. NoBuez. Yes, sir. 

The CHATRMAN. Of how many years experience? 

Mr. NoB.E. About thirty. 

The CHAIRMAN. You were nota member of the former Walker Commis- 
sion? 

Mr. Nose. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You went with the present commission to Nicaragua? 

. NOBLE. Yes, sir. 
e@ CHAIRMAN. And you made an examination of the canal route? 

Mr. NoBLe. Yes, sir. ¥ 

The CHAIRMAN. And the country adjacent to it? 

Mr. NoBuie. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You were on the Ludlow Commission? 

Mr. Nosxz. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You have been on two commissions, but you were not on 
the intermediate commission, the Walker Commission? 

Mr. Nose. No; I was not on the Walker Commission. 

The CHATRMAN. You were on the Ludlow Commission. I think I havea 
copy of that report here, if you wish to look at it. You recommended the 
Nicaragua route as being a feasible, practicable route for a ship canal? 

Mr. Nosiz. Yes, sir. 

The CHATRMAN. And now, since your examination under the second 
pin on eee, do you adhere to that opinion, or have you any reason 

change 

Mr. Nox.z. I still think the route is feasible, Senator. 


Thus all the engineers on the Isthmian Canal Commission who 
had been members of former commissions testified, and Mr. 
McKinley had studied their testimony between May and Novem- 
ber of 1900. 

The preliminary report made by them on the 30th of Novem- 
ber, 1900, was in further support of these statements, and he at 
once located the canal on the Se route and entered into 
agreements with Nicaragua the next day that secured these basic 
concessions to the United States. To make the matter certain 
—— dispute he copied the first section of the Hepburn bill, in 
substance, in these agreements, and included in them, by specific 
reference to the first Hay-Pauncefote treaty, the full description 
of the rights so conceded to the United States. 

This was all he could do as President to complete the transac- 
tion. The only condition in the agreements was that Congress 
should authorize him to — the rights described in the proto- 
cols and in the Hepburn bill, 
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Thus the matter stood until President Roosevelt, in A 
decided to abandon Mr. McKinley’s policy and destroy 


il, 1902, 
6 rights 
he had acquired for this country. 

The movement was rapid, but it was not supported by any proofs 
known to the country that would in the least degree discredit 
the decision of President McKinley. Of course President Roose- 
velt had the perfect right to differ in opinion from President Mc- 
Kinley, but he has stated no facts that will enable the country to 
follow him. 

In April, 1902, the Hay-Concha treaty was negotiated, and he 
invited the consent of Congress—not of the Seuate, as was therein 
stipulated—to anthorize the President to sign it, after which it 
was to receive “ the legislative approval” of both the contracting 

wers. 

Then came the Spooner bill, which became a law on the 28th of 
June, 1902. 

Under that law the President was authorized to acquire the 
same rights from Nicaragua and Costa Rica—the same rights 
that are described and carefully defined in the protocols President 
McKinley had caused the Secretary of State to sign, seal, and de- 
an to those States, which was done on the ist day of December, 

900. 

The Hepburn bill contained no provision for continuing the 
Isthmian Commission or for a my another commis- 
sion. Efforts were made to have that bill amended so as to pro- 
vide for a commission, which failed. Each of the nine commis- 


sicrers had been paid $1,000 month for twenty-eight months— 
in all, $252,000_-besides their expenses of travel and living, which 


was a large sum. These expenditures were considered largely 
redundant and unnecessary and constituted too heavy a burden 
on the Government. Con and the country were alarmed by 
these extravagances, which they did not disclose in their report, 
and the House of Representatives decided to dispense with com- 
missioners in the further progress of this great and expensive 


work. 

On the 4th of January, 1902, five days after the ge of the 
second Hepburn bill in the House, M. B6, as chairman of ‘the 
board ”’ of directors of the New Panama Canal Company, sent a 
cablegram to M. Booufvé, in Washington, as follows: 

PARIS, January 4, 1902—8.53 a. m, 
Baurvt, Washington: 

Inform Admiral Walker immediately, and without awaiting Lampré’s ar- 
rival, that the company declares iteelf veny s° transfer to the Government 
of the United States, on payment of $40,000,000, its properties and concessions, 
estimated at that amount by the Isthmian Canal Commission in its last ro- 
port, page 108, in conformity with the terms and conditions of the estimates 
of report. 


B6, President of the Board, 
This was followed by other cable dispatches, as follows: 
PARIS, January 9, 1902—4.07 p. m. 
Admiral WALKER, 


President Isthmian Canal Commission 
Corcoran Building, Washington. 

The New Panama Canal Company declares that it is ready to accept 
the totality, without exception, of its hap nat and rights on the Isthmus the 
amount off $40,000,000, the above offer venain in force up to March 4, 1903. 
B6, President of the Board. 


for 


PARIS, January 11, 1902—4.17 p. m. 
Admiral WALKER, 
President Isthmian Canal Commission, 
Corcoran Building, Washington. 
pete of sale of all our property applies also to all maps and archives in 


BO, President of the Board. 


Paris, January 14, 1902—9.45 p.m. 
Admiral WALKER, 


President Isthmian Canal Commisssi: 
Corcoran Building, Washington. 
We send by mail letter confirming cable llth January, and, under regis- 


udgment August 2, ment with liquidator, and three ex- 
tracts sho ion of board. All th 


ese documents are certified to by the 
United States consulate-general. 


BO, President of the Board. 


These were all the papers that were before the Isthmian Canal 
Commission when it decided to reverse its former decisions and 
reports in favor of the Nicaragua route for the canal, and to report 
in favor of the Panama route, on the 18th of January, 1902. They 
are all the papers that have ever been communicated to Congress 
with reference to said last report, which was a supplemental re- 
port and the last one that was made by the Commission. 

No rene has ever been made of the conferences with Mr. 
Edouard Lampré, secretary-general of the New Panama Canal 
Company. It was a desperate adventure of that Commission to 
make that supplemental report on the evidence stated by them 
as the basis of their recommendations to the President, as follows: 


The results of these conferences and communications have been considered 
ata meoting of the Commission called for that pespoee, 

The first cablegram was dated in Paris on the 4th of January,and it stated 
that the company was ready to transfer to the United States its yand 
co. for $40,000,000, and that the offer ee a ee the 4th 
of March, 1903. As it was not clear whether this offer included all the prop- 
erty of the company, further correspondence ensued, and it was made clear 


that the tion was intended to cover the entire property of the com- 
my upon the Isthmus of Panama, all the stock of the nama Eaitroad 
apeey 3s for its use and benefit, and the maps, plans, archives, and 
records in Paris. > 

A communication and explanatory documents, duly certified, containinga 
fuller statement than is embraced in the cablegrams, but to the same effect, 
are on their way to the United States by mail, and copies of them have been 
deposited with the ambassador of the United States in Paris, who bas ac- 
knowl their receipt by cable to the Secretary of State. 

The legrams r ved are as follows. 

Which cablegrams are, all of them, above copied. 

That Commission was appointed by President McKinley under 
the act of March 3, 1899, the last clause of which is as follows: 

Src. 6. That the President is hereby requested to report to Congress the 
results of such investigations, together with his recommendations in the 
premises. 

They were required by this statute to ascertain facts and report 
them to the President. They could give their opinions as to the 
facts, but not their decisions based on those facts, or their recom- 
mendations. It was the President’s duty to make recommenda- 
tions to Congress, which he has not done. 

Their offices had expired when they made their final report, 
dated the 16th of November, 1901. Any act approved by them, 
as a Commission, after that date was not official. It was merely 
advisory to the President, but it was unofficial as to Congress. 
No such act performed by them after that date was authorized 
by the statute under which the Commission was created. 

Prof. Lewis M. Haupt, one of the Commissioners, has published 
a statement in the North American Review for July, 1902, of his 
protest against this supplemental report, as follows: 

On the question of signing the renee report, the writer was con- 
fronted by the argument that if a divided opinion was presented to Congress 
the opposition to an isthmian canal was so influential as to be able to defeat 
legislation entirely on that ground. Being unwilling to be made the solo 
cause of obstruction to the building of any canal, even though it might not 
be the best practicobie, he consented to sign the report, with the folowing 
statement of his reasons for so doing entered upon the minutes: 

“He still believed that the Nicaragua route was the better of the two, but 
that the scope of the investigation had expanded beyond the mere question 


as to which route had the superior advantages, in view of the political situa- 
tion and the great probability, if not certainty, of a divided report being 


used by the opponents of any canal to defeat en. It was a question, 
therefore, of Panama or nothing, and as he believed firmly in the necessity 
of an isth ood, he had concluded that his 


waterway for the gre 
duty -to his country would be best fulfilled by waiving his objections and 
signing the report, with the understanding that this statement of his reasons 
be entered upon the minutes.” 

He also testified to the same effect in the hearings before the 
Senate Committee on Interoceanic Canals on the 10th of Febru- 


, 1902. 
en Morrison, recently deceased, also published two articles in 
the Engineering News, in which he dissents from the supple- 
mental report of that Commission as to the dam at Bohio, which 
is the key to the canal at Panama. After condemning Menocal’s 
plan of the riprap and clay dam at Ochoa, Mr. Morrison insists 
on a clay dam at Bohio, to extend to the depth of about 50 feet 
below the surface of the Chagres River, superimposed upon beds 
of gravel, clay, bowlders, and logs that the borings show have 
been washed into the deep — gulch or V-shaped valley 
in ancient times, and have filled it up to the present bottom of 
that river, to depths of 138 feet or more. Y 

The supplemental report of the Isthmian Canal Commission on 
a matter that the statute did not place within their jurisdiction, 
in explanation of its sudden change of front, quotes from the 
former ——_ a series of facts, without changing or modifying 
ar; oneof them in the slightest degree. The only new fact stated 
is that the Panama Canal Company had offered to accept the sum 
of $40,000,000 for certain rights and properties named in the cable 
dispatches I have copied. 

To establish conclusively the fact that the difference in the 
cost of the two canals for construction—namely, $5,500,000—was 
the only fact upon which ap ny the change of their judg- 
ment and recommendation m the Nicaragua route to the 
Panama route, I quote the following: 

The pereease of thetwo canal routes have been restated according to 
the findings of former report. There has been no change in the views of 
the Commission with reference to any of these conclusions then reached, but 
the new proposition submitted by the New Panama Canal Company makes 
a reduction of nearly $70,000,000 in the cost of a canal across the Isthmus of 
Panama, according to the estimates contained in the former report, and with 
this reduction a canal can be there constructed for more than $5,500,000 less 
than through Nicaragua. The unreasonable sum asked for the property and 
rights of the New Panama Canal Company when the Commission reached its 
former conclusion overbaianced the advantages of that route, but now that 
the estimates by the two routes have been nearly equalized the Commission 
can form its ju ent by weighing the advantages of each and determining 
which is the more practicable and feasible. 

There however, one important matter which can not enter into its 
determination, but which may in the end control the action of the United 
States. Reference is made to the disposition of the Governments whose terri- 
tory is necessary for the construction and tion of an isthmian canal. 
It must be assumed by the Commission that Colombia will exercise the same 
fairness and liberality if the Panama route is determined upon that have 
been expected of Nicaragua and Costa Rica should the Nicaragua route be 


pre i 

After considering the changed conditions that now exist and all the facts 
and circumstances upon which its present judgment must be based, the 
Commission is of the opinion that ‘‘the most practicable and feasible route” 
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for an isthmian canal, to be “ under the control, management, and ownership 
of the United States,” is that known as the Panama route. 

The Commission expresses feebly the hope that Colombia will 
be as fair and liberal toward the United States in the matter of 
exactions for the concessions as to price as Costa Rica and Nica- 
ragua had been. 

Colombia conformed to this suggestion by a false 
stated in the Hay-Concha treaty, that she would take $7,000,000 
for the concessions. This was done because Nicaragua had agreed 
with Mr. Hay to take $6,000,000 for her concessions and Costa 
Rica had agreed to take $1,000,000 for her concessions, in all 

7,000,000. Colombia, solemnly agreeing to take $7,000,000, in a 
treaty entered into in the negotiations, p her case in that re- 
spect upon a footing of perfect equality with that of the other 
two Republics that there might be no difference as to the cost of 
the concessions on either route. 

This looked like an honest and fair offer in the Hay-Concha 
treaty, and Congress so considered it in enacting the Spooner 
bill; but that act was not a week old until Mr. Cromwell appeared 
on the scene and the pecuniary feature of the case was raised by 
Colombia to $10,000,000 cash, $4,500,000 in land, for which we 

y that amount to the Panama Canal Company, included in the 
F70.000,000 largesse, and $1,000,000 which we guarantee will be 
paid for stock in the Panama Canal, as to which we protest, in the 
treaty, that we are in no way bound in law or morals to pay. 

Colombia, breaking her oath, which is included in every such 
voluntary agreement, levied blackmail on the United States to 
the amount of $7,500,000, and Mr. Hay agreed to pay it under the 
instructions of the President. Such loyalty to the duty of official 
subordination, if not agreeable to the Secretary, was perhaps 
necessary. 

Blackmailers must have a fulcrum for the lever of their exac- 
tions. In this case it must have been the eagerness of the Presi- 
dent to construct a canal that would meet the height of his 
ambition, which could not be fully gratified by following the plan 
that Mr. McKinley had settled on the pled honor of the Gov- 
ernment and to the hearty satisfaction of the people, that caused 
Herran to think that there was more money in sight. This was 
the fulcrum that enabled Colombia to throw her whole weight on 
the lever of exactions that violated her honor and all “‘ decency.” 

Towering ambition never fails to find justification for its zeal 
in the flattery of those who follow a bold man to find in his 
favor some coveted honor or emolument. Doubtless such men 
have encouraged the President in his eagerness for high distinc- 
tion by whispering in his ear their statements that the Nicara- 
guan route is impracticable. 

Let them come out into open day and state their opinions and 


retense, 


araguan route, or those who have sworn to their statements, are 

included among these advisers of the President. 

THE PRESIDENT’S ASSISTANCE TO MARROQUIN IN THE GREAT CIVIL WAR. 
The President, in the intervention I will now discuss, was sup- 





porting Marroquin. Whether he was requested to do so by Mar- | 


roguin does not appear from any information given to Congress 
by the President. i 
made by the Senate in resolutions that were adopted, after much 
obstruction, on the 13th day of February, 1903. It sufficiently 
appears from the message of the President, in reply to the resolu- 
tions, that the facts disclosed in the correspondence sent to the 
Senate were then of great importance in their bearing upon the 
Hay-Herran treaty, then pending in the Senate. 

They are of much greater importance at this time, in connec- 
tion with the 
through a new : 
aid of the New Panama Canal Company 
ing counsel, backed by the whole power of the Administration 
and the power of the Navy of the United States, and encouraged 
by the smiling acquiescence of Great Britain and the lively but 
exacting sympathies of France, which has even more than forty 
million “‘ reasons of state’’ for getting rid of all social connec- 
tions and malodorous contact with the infamies of the New 
Panama Canal Company. 

In his reply to the Senate resolution, as to the war in Panama, 
in aid of Marroquin, it appears that the Secretary of the Navy 
had furnished him with all the correspondence in that 
ment since March 8, 1902, on the 16th of March. It was needed 
for the information of the Senate before the-17th of March, which 
was the day, at 2 o’clock, that was agreed to by the unanimous 
consent of the Senate for the vote on the Hay-Herran treaty, with- 
out further debate, of which fact the President and the country 
were fully informed. 

The Secretary 
facts called for by the resolution of the Senate on the question 
of the ratification of the treaty, and the resistance that had been 


and its diplomatic lead- 


oe 00 of getting a canal concession at Panama | 
y created State in the family of nations, with the | 





of the Navy, knowing the importance of the | 


| 
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made to the adoption of the resolution, did not place a copy of 
the records in the hands of the President until the 16th of March, 
1903. He could easily have had copies of these papers made out 
by the 20th of February, which would have given the Senate 
twenty-five days for their examination. 

The President withheld the report of the Secretary of the Navy 
from the 16th to the 19th of March—three days—and sent it to the 
Senate on the 19th of March, not more than two hours before the 
final adjournment, when it was impossible even to have the paper 
printed before the extraordinary session of the Senate had ad- 
journed sine die, as he knew it would adjourn on that day. 

If these important facts ‘had been before the Senate in time for 
their examination before the final vote was taken on the Hay- 
Herran treaty, I believe that I hazard nothing in saying that the 
vote would have been different. 

With a cyclonic rush that treaty was driven through the Sen- 
ate, when it was aoe admitted by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and by other Senators that some of 
the amendments that I offered to the treaty were right and ought 
to be adopted; but they said that if we should adopt them the 
treaty would be lost, and railed at me as an enemy to any canal 
because I insisted on a treaty that would not disgrace the United 
States by concessions to Colombia and Cromwell. 

Even in those conditions, that never before had existed in the 
Senate and, I hope, will never exist again, when the dignity, 
rights, and honor of the country were confessedly sacrificed to a 
sudden passion for an unworthy scheme, the facts set forth in the 
message of the President, if they had been known to the Senate 
would have checked that body in its wild and fatal career and 
have saved the country from a new peril and a deeper disgrace 
that is now being worked out through our second invasion of 
Colombia. 

Through this message there has developed a thread of history, 
the meaning of which was then hidden from the Senate by the 
studied delay in complying with its resolution. The present in- 
vasion, which reverses the motives which led to that of 1901 and 
1902, discloses the fact that the President has assisted Colombia 
in the first conflict and the secessionists in the second, both under ° 
the impulse of a fixed purpose to locate and construct a canal at 
Panama, without regard to what it will cost Colombia or the 
United States, and in both he was equally determined that the 
fraud-incrusted Panama Canal Company shall be paid $40,000,000 
for what is not worth $20,000,000 to the United States. 

Neither does he seem to care that serious offense is given to 
Latin-America in the fourth article of the Hay-Herran treaty by 
its officious pretensions of a friendly guardianship of their power 


| and for the devel tof thei i d, f 
the facts on which they are founded. I can not believe that any | Oe ee ee enar Lovee BEeapetll. Se, Dat oem. Wy 


of the commissioners who have twice reported in favor of the Nic- | 


the rude and violent breach of our pledge that we ‘‘ would not in 
any way impair the territory of Colombia.”’ Nor does it seem to 


| be a matter worthy of consideration that this course will lose to 


our people even the miserable 5 per cent of the trade with those 
states that our prohibitory tariff has spared us. 


MARROQUIN’S WAR AND THE CAMPAIGN IN PANAMA. 
The war of 1898 to 1902 was the immediate result of the con- 


A call for information since April, 1902, was | tract of Sanclemente with the Panama Canal Company for an 


extension of the Wyse concession from 1904 to 1910, and this ap- 


| pears in the declaration of the Liberal party of the causes that led 


to that bloody civil war in Colombia. 

This same contention was the cause of the fierce hostilities in 
the Department of Panama when the war reached that Depart- 
ment, and it was settled there in favor of Marroquin through our 
aid to his army and through the intervention of our State Depart- 
ment. These assertions are established by the facts that appear 
in the message of the President, which was withheld from the 
Senate until after its final vote on the Hay-Herran treaty. 

The message opens with a letter from Captain Ressinger, com- 
manding in the Isthmus, on the 3d of March, 1902, in which he 
says that Colombia had about 2,000 men ‘‘on the Isthmus of 
Panama and Colon for the preservation of its tranquility.”’ 


MARROQUIN REJOICED WHEN OUR FLEET CAME TO SUCOOR HIM. 


- On February 2% Sefior Aristides Asn. acting civil and military chief of 
the Department of Panama, called officially upon me, and was received with 
due honors, and upon his leaving a salute of seventeen guns was fired. 

The situation was cordially agreeable to Colombia and the 
United States, although Colombia had large forces on the Isthmus 
and was well prepared to protect her sovereignty and enforce her 
laws and to protect the transit across the Isthmus. The safety of 
the transit was never for a moment imperiled. 

Troops were then arriving to increase the Colombian army to 
7,000 men. She made no objection then to the presence of the 
naval forces of the United States, but soon grew restive on that 
account, claiming that their presence was unnecessary to assist in 
the execution of the treaty of 1846. 

This restive feeling became so pronounced that on the 7th of 
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June Captain Ressinger brought the subject to the attention of | is thus described by Admiral Porter in his dispatch to the Secretary 


the Navy Department, as follows: of the Navy: 
MARROQUIN BECAME A CAT IN THE MEAL TUB. a ; U. 8. S. RANGER, 
6. For some reason best known to themselves, the leaders of the govern- uname, Colombia, September 6, 1908. 


mental! forces seem anxious to impress the foreign governments with the idea Str: 1. I have the honor to inform the Department that the Government 


that the presence of men-of-war, either here or at Colon, is not at all neces- concedes Sut a men surrendered to the revolutionists at Agua Dulce on 


ory, oe er on eee => oe asl ose Se 2. The revolutionists are veperted to be advancing on Panama. 

letters, the danger to United States Caren ane not lie in the question of 8. The sanitary cond:tion of Panama shows no improvement; yellow fever 
Liberals or Conservatives, but the danger lies in the fact of the concentration | # aneedine ith: the newly arrived ee 

on the Isthmus, and especially at Panama, of some thousands of ill-kept.and illy 4. ve ealth of the officers and men of vessel is good. 

conditioned soldiers, who, if their pay gets in arrears, will constitute the real ery respectfully, ae 

danger to the lives and property of foreign residents. . P. Porrer, 


Commander, U. 8. Navy, Commanding. 
Ina — to the Secretary of the Navy, on the 19th of July, The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, 
Commander Porter says: Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 


7, L received personal assurances from Gen. Manuel Quinteroa, /6f6 civil This was the third si; defeat Marroquin’s army had suffered 
militar, the vepbesentaatve of General Herrera at David, that ned would be at the hands of the Liberals under General Herrera. Its conse- 


no interference with the persons or property of Americans, and that order j — ; jae 
has been Saat Gand their native labor shou a ot ae ste [os ae ira aoe were much more sévere than is described in that dis 
oan greater exten an 6 exigencies the tuation demanded uring I a. oe . ° 

the pees condition of affairs. Within ten days after receiving the above dispatch Marroquin 


ll. The of interference with foreigners a r to be much exag- i i i Tnite 
geraied and in my opi sores Vs ae Per viohatty at zee was suing for peace through the intervention of the United 


End in the provizice of Gairiqui are in no danger of person or pro al- | States, and to promote that end the Secretary of the Navy wrote 
though unavoidabl subjected to some inconveniences in their See the ae officer of the Cincinnati, who was then in chief 
re ns on account of the presence of arm orces ocality. ™ rces $ 

12. Consul-General Gudger concurs fully in this view of the Sibestion. command of our naval fo » a8 follows iin tien 

. ° [tPARTMENT, 

June 2, 1892, Commander McCrea sent the following dispatch Washington, September 18, 1902. 
to the Secretary of the Navy: Str: The Department incloses herewith a copy of a letter from the Secre- 

General Gomez assured me just before leaving Bocas del Toro that the in- tary of State in reference to the question of using your good offices to restore 
terests of foreigners were secure under the Colombian . He wished me | Peace on the Isthmus of Panama. 


was Ee The Department desires you to actin accordance with the provisions of 
pe th pt mg eae a aly Gnd ‘at Ohirinal Grande to this letter until the arrival of the Wisconsin, with Admiral Casey on board, 
guard our interests there. The Chiriqui La is again declared open to all at Panama, when you will please inform the Admiral as to the existing con- 
commerce. This closes out the launch epleote.es well as the question of pro- | “itions, that he may continue the effort to establish peace. 


‘ Very respectfully, 
Visioning the plantations. W.H. Moopy, Secretary. 
October 6, 1902, Admiral Casey, who had gone there and taken The COMMANDING OFFICER, _ 
the chief command, dispatched the Navy Department as follows: U. &. 8. Cincinnatt. 
14. On October 4 Governor Salazar returned my call and was received with shin 
full honors, and a salute of seventeen guns was fired on his departure. He won ne = ng oe 
strongly protested against any restriction of Colombian Government's use en eae 
of railroad as an invasion of sovereignty and treaty rights, and requested Srr: I have the honor to submit to you confidentially the question of ex- 
transportation of consignment of arms and ammunition from Colon to | erting good offices to restore peace on the Isthmusof Panama, as propounded 


Panama, received by steamer and loaded oncars before my order prohibiting in the following telegram from the United States minister to Colom via: 
such transportation by the railroad. In reply I cotirteously requested him BoGeora, September 11, 1902. 
to make his protest through his Government toour Governmentat Washing- | SECRETARY OF STATE, Washington: 
ton, — re my ongwer, et present, to his request for the trans- Minister for foreign affairs desires me to inform you that his Government 
portation of arms and amm on. ‘ would appreciate your good offices to bring about peace in the country, es- 
COLOMBIA WANTED TO USE THE RAILROAD. sially on — ye ee een is rons. This Soren eeeene 
; : 7 no new terms to offer, bu nks your good offices may avail to induce 
October 5, 1902, Admiral Casey had sent the following dispatch: | revolutionists to accept terms heretofore offered, and thus prevent otherwise 
SECRETARY OF THE Navy, Washington: inevitable eae loss of life. Minister for foreign affairs added: Not only is 


the question of humanity involved, but so long as the war lasts Congress will 
Governor Salazar returned my call yesterday and strongly protested | not be convened, and therefore the continuance of war will delay submission 
ome any restriction of Colombian Government use of road as an invasion | of the canal matter to the Congress. 
of sovereign and treaty rights, and requested transportation of consignment Minister for foreign affairs emphasized this last point as being well to pre- 
arms ammunition Colon to Panama, received by steamer and loaded on | gent to your consideration. 
cars before my orders prohibiting such transportations. 





: HART. 
Admiral Casey, the gallant, wise, and sagacious commander of Upon the receipt of this telegram I communicated with the President, say- 
our forces at Panama, wrote the Secretary of the Navy an exten- | ing te him that in view of the urgency of the situation on the Isthmus, the 


. 7 . . 3 2 isolation of the United States legation at Bogota, which seemed t s0m- 
sive report of the situation at Panama, in which he said: - e s med to make com 
11. Judging from conditions now existing and from information I am able 
to obtain, there seems little prospect of a speedy termination of this strife. 
Panama and Colon are practically besi ; troops at neither place dare to 
beyond their intrenchments. I firmly believe if our men were removed 
From shore the insurgents would be in Panama in forty-eight hours. I think 
the Government, therefore, is very willing that they should remain, making 
occasional mild objections, which really it does not mean shall be taken 


munication by the minister dilatory, if not impracticable, and the absence 
from Panama on leave of the consul-general, Mr. Gudger, it might be proper 
to consider whether the commander of the U. 8.8. Cincinnati, now at Colon, 
should be advised of this request of the minister for foreign affairs of Colom- 
bia and instructed to use his good offices in the suggested sense. 
I have received from the President a telegram ate tom g of my suggestion as 
to intrusting such a mission to the commander of the Cincinnati. 
The precedents in which our naval commanders have lent their good 
seriously eee —— _—— Z Central po See, the post years will 
2 7 ' , he camé a serve to guide Commander McLean in the execution of such instruction as 
tended oa eee ere conctals of which there were apparently already | You may deem proper to give him in this regard. The cooperation of the 





7 ‘ acco: : : Jnited States consul at Colon will be cheerfully given to Commander 
@ susteit in the city, I fail to see how he can eaplich much. McLean, and I shall be pleased to telegraph to the consul in that seuse if you 
CASEY FORCED THE HAND OF THE PRESIDENT, i 


desire. 
This report, while it was not so intended, forced the disclosure Se ee. ke 

by the Secretary of the Navy that ‘the real purpose of keeping our Acting Secretary. 
forces at Panama and Colon was to save Marroquin from being 
overthrown, so that the President could negotiate with him for 
the canal concessions that the President was authorized to acquire 
under the Spooner law. In proof of this a5 ey I quote the 
cablegram of the Assistant Secretary of the 
miral Casey’s report, as follows: 


Casry, Wisconsin, Panama: 


While approving your attitude, the Department wishes to impress upon you 
that the relations of the United States with Colombia are much strained. 
You must adopt measures as conciliatory as is consistent with dignity United 
States, overlooking matters of minor importance. Negotiations for ship 


The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 

Here the admiral of the fleet was intrusted with full power to 
win a peace from the then victorious Liberals, either by the use 
of his power to compel it or in the persuasive and honorable way 
that is congenial to his big nature. 

In furtherance of this scheme of intervention, the dispatch of 
Hart shows that the proposition of the Colombian minister of 
foreign affairs had for its real objective the security of Marro- 
quin’s hold on the Presidency, and for its inducement the elec- 
tion of a Congress to ratify the Hay-Herran treaty. 


avy in reply to Ad- 
OCTOBER 29, 1902. 


canal are at present at a standstill on account of a feeling of irritation on ee ae eee eee © CAMRY SEATS. 
part of Colombian representative. idviatieees These cooperating pepeene clearly show that our part in that 
*, | war was to prevent the overthrow of Marroquin in order to save 


It was the Panama Canal treaty that Admiral Casey was in fact | th, canal treaty by saving Marroquin’s Government 
sent out to secure, and in his unsuspecting honor and devotion to | "The treaty o 1846 gave. us the right and imposed upon us the 
duty he was doing all he could to prevent the railroad from being | ayty of being there with military forces to aid Marroquin in pro- 
used by either party as an instrument of war. tecting the railroad transit, if that was his purpose, as it was not. 
MARROQUIN WAS PANICKY. He was eee his dictatorship over Colombia, and we, know- 
This dispatch of Secretary Moody’s was written soon after Mar- | ing the act and being informed by Captain Ressinger, as I have 
roquin’s army had suffered a heavy defeat at Agua Dulce, which | shown by his dispatch I have just read, that Marroquin’s troops 
















































































































I ln Ce A a EET TS Sah ST IST RIES ET SN tt 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





NOVEMBER 24, 





that we were guarding against Herrera, were the only real dan- 
ger to Americans and their property and to the transit on the 
railroad, 

THE POINT OF JUNCTION BETWEEN THE MILITARY FORCES. 


The United States Government readily yielded to this request 
from Colombia, and instructed its officers at Panama accordingly. 
Having been warned of Herrera, who was then marching on the 
city of Panama with the troops that had won the great victory 
at Agua Dulce, the Secretary of the Navy made the discrimina- 
tion in favor of the Colombian army that saved them against final 
overthrow at the city of Panama, as follows: 

U. 8. 8. CrncrINNATT, 
Colon, Colombia, September 20, 1908. 

Srr: I acknowledge the receipt this date of the following cablegram: 
“OINCINNATI, Colon: 

“United States guarantee perfect neutrality of Isthmus and that a free 
transit from sea to sea be not interrupted or embarras United States of 
Colombia guarantee right of way or transit across Isthmus open and free to 
Government and citizens of United Statesand their property. Any transpor- 
tation of troops which might contravene these propositions of the treaty 
should not be sanctioned by you, nor use of road permitted which might 
convert the line of transit into theater of hostility. Transportation of Govern- 
ment troops not in violation of treaty, and which will not endanger transit 
or provoke hostilities, may not be objectionable. The Department must 
rely on your judgment to decide such questions as the conditions may change 
from day today. Consult Department freely when in doubt. om = 

OODY. 


T. C. McLEAN 
Commander, U. S. Navy, Commanding. 


This order of the Secretary of the Navy is the point of connec- 
tion between the military forces and tions of the United 
States and Colombia. From this fixed and carefully arranged 
union of forces, to hold Marroquin in the Presidency, so that he 
could treat with the United States, until the capitulation was 
made on the 2ist of November, the progress was steady and the 
canal was the point that was constantly in view. 


SHOWED DISCRIMINATIONS. 


The privilege of passing armed forces over the railroad, which 
had been denied to both belligerents in the orders of September 
19, in the same words, was allowed to the commanders of the Gov- 
ernment forces on the 20th of September, in the discretion of the 
commanding officers, and was refused to General Herrera, com- 
mander in chief, and to other commanders of the revoluti 
forces. Theorder of the 19th of September was not modified in fa- 
vor of the victorious Herrera, as it was on the 20th of September in 
favor of the Government forces. This was a cunning act, but it 
was not high. It was scarcely ‘‘ decent.” 

On the 28th of September, 1902, Herrera replied to the order of 
September 19, excluding his army and that of Colombia from 
transit on the line of the railroad or eopenieties on the cars, 
but he alleged that munitions of war were being transported for 
the Colombian Government and claimed equal belligerent rights. 
He did not know of the order of 20th of September, granting the 
special privilege to Marroquin’s army. 

On the 84 of October Admiral Casey sent the following letter 
to our cousul at Panama, which conceded the claim of Herrera to 
equal belligerent rights: 


Very respectfully, 


U.S. FLAGSHIP WISCONSIN, 
Panama, Colombia, October 2, 1908. 
DrAR Sr: I will thank you to inform the governor that while the trains 
of the Panama ane Company are runn under the protection of the 
United States I must decline the transporta’ of any combatant or any 
ammunition and arms over the road which might cause an interruption of 
traffic or convert the line of transit into a theater of hostility. 
Very respectfully, 
SriAas CASEY, 
Rear-Admiral, United States Navy 
Commander in Chief United States Naval Force Pacific Station. 
Mr. Fewrx ERMAN, 
United States Vice-Consul-General, Panama. 


On the 18th of October Admiral Casey wrote as follows to the 
Secretary of the Navy: 


I inclose a cli from the Panama Star and Herald of October 12, 1902. 
In this connection I take occasion to inform the Department that I have 
refrained, as far as possible, from in 7 way embarrassing the officials of 
the Colombian Government, except so far as is absolutely necessary in my 
judgment to maintain uaninterry and unembarrassed transit and to 

vent the line of transit from being converted into a theater of hostilities. 
Pshali decide such questions as the conditions may cha from day to day 
and when in doubt will consult the Department. Farther this connection 
Ihave toinform the Department that I have been unable to learn of any 
effort on the part of the Colombian Government to crush the revolution in 
this district just toor since my arrivalat Panama. On the other han 
it is my opinion that if it were not for the restraining influence of our na 
force here Panama would fall an easy victim to the combined land forces 
and gunboats of the insurgents. 


Marroquin’s Government having been defeated in every general 
engagement but one during the entire war in Panama, was saved 
as Admiral Casey states, only ‘‘ by the restraining influence of 
our naval force here.” 


HERRERA, THE VIOTOR, WAS SOUGHT AFTER. 


On the 9th of October he had written to General Herrera as 

follows: 
U. 8. FLAGsaTe Wisconsrn, 
Panama, Colombia, October 9, 1902. 

Srr: I have the honor to inform you that I have been authorized by my 
Government to offer my ——, services to the leaders of the contending 
parties in the Republic of Colombia, with a view to bringing about a friend! 
meeting between them and a discussion of their differences, to the end tha 
they may mutually a upon such terms as will put an end to the strife 
and restore peace and tranquillity in the Republic. 


Herrera had then such advantages over the Government army 
that his final success depended solely upon the strict neutrality of 
the United States between the belligerents. 

When the marines were landed and strongly posted, under the 
orders of Admiral Casey, on the 4th of October, Herrera knew 
that he would not be permitted by our naval forces to attack 
Colon or Panama, and that he could not keep his forces in the 
field to await the change in that military situation. He therefore 
accepted the invitation of the United States to confer with Salazar 
and the governor of Panama about arranging terms of peace. 
His answer to the invitation of Admiral Casey was intercepted by 
Herrera’s guards, and he wrote a second letter, from which I will 
present some extracts that justice may be done to the noble bear- 
ing and sentiments of this general of the victorious Liberal army. 


HERRERA, THE PATRIOT, WANTS PEACE, WITH THE RIGHTS HE WAS FIGHT- 
ING FOR, INSIDE OF THE UNION. 


REPUBLIC OF COLOMBIA, SAN CARLOS, October 18, 1902. 
Srr: I had the honor to receive your courteous communication of the 9th 
in which you informed me that the illustrious Government of the United 
States authorized you to offer mediation to the contending parties in the 
present civil war in Colombia, in order that some agreement may be arrived 
- mat Sr an end to the conflict and establish peace and tranquillity 
n the coun ° 

lam under obligations to the Government of the United States and to you 
personally for the offer made, which shows a high spiritof justice and a feel- 
ing of sympathy toward the Colombian nation, and in view of your voluntary 
and noble offer I accept, confident, moreover, that it will not be unfruitful. 

, then, to be present at the conference that initiates your labors as 
a mediator, and on the date agreed upon by yourself, Genenal Salazar, and 
the delegates I will come aboard your vesse accept the hospitality which 
you so generously offer, 

Please express to your illustrious Government, in my name, in the name 
of thousands of armed citizeny that compose my army, in the name of the 
revolutionists throughout this country, and in the name of the Colombian 
patriots who desire to put an honorable end to a war undertaken solely to 
insure our civil and political rights, the gratitude which we owe for its noble 
and generous act. : 

With sentiments of the highest esteem and consideration, I remain, 

Your obedient servant, 
B. HERRERA. 

Rear-Admiral S1ias Casey, U. 8S. Navy, 

Commander in Chief, United States Naval Force, Pacific Station. 


MARROQUIN WANTS TO HOLD HIS OFFICE AND OUR PRESIDENT WANTS A 
CANAL TREATY. 


In the capitulation of Herrera, on the 2ist of November, 1902, 
the following stipulations were inserted: 


Art. 5. The exclusive izance of the judicial power to promote and ef- 
fect responsibilities for ordiuary offenses. 

Arr. 6. The incorporation in the rights and obligations that are conferred 
and imposed by this treaty of all the revolutionary forces that exist in the 
Republic, and of those wit: or abroad, that are compromised by the revo- 
lution and wish to accept the terms of this yu 

Art. 7. In accordance with the desire of the Government and the nation, 
as soon as public order is restored an edict of convocation to elections 
will be issued, r the members for Congress, in peugeot to which 
the Government engages itself to use all its authority to effect it with purity 
and legality, as was promised by the vice-president in the ——_ ven to 
a memorial signed by various Liberals o hes vee the Mth o _~ of the 

resent year. To this Congress will be su tted for consideration the fol- 
Coin uestions of high national interests: 

(a) 6 —— relating to tne Panama Canal. 
af ere orms presented to thé Congress in 1898 by the vice-president of 

e ublic. 

(c) The reformation of the monetary system of the county, in which 
paper money serves as a base, making the rentals to the Republic from con- 
tract on the canal inalienable. 

ARTICLE 8. The recognition of the Government's authority by the mem- 
bers of the united armies of Cauca and Panama and by all forces or people 
that to receive this treaty. 


Thus the canal war ended in Panama, with a victory for Marro- 
quin which he had failed to win on the battlefield, but received 
at the hands of the United States, on his humble request for our 
— offices, when his defeat was certain; for which the Presi- 

ent obtained the consent of the Liberal army that Marroquin 
‘‘should be recognized as the executive head of the government 
by the members of the united armies of Panama and Cauca, and 
by all forces or people that desire to receive this treaty.’’ This 
was merely to quiet the opposition to M uin, so as to enable 
him to negotiate a canal treaty with President Roosevelt. 

Recognizing Marroquin the dictator as the President of Colom- 
bia, the President of the United States gave him the assistance of an 
actual military intervention in his behalf while acting as media- 
tor between the acknowledged belligerents, in order to so pacify 
the country that we could at least, with ashow of authority, give 
him a standing in the laws of nations as a sovereign. 
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THE WRECKAGE OF THAT WAR CAME TO US AS SALVAGE. 
The wreck of that enterprise need not be described, but out of 


it a ter has arisen—a new-blown Republic—described by 
one who is also newly it as a nation created by “‘ the explosion 
of an idea,’’ which idea was the private opinion, publicly ex- 

ressed, of a junta in Panama, organized in the interests of the 

anama Canal Company, that Panama is a free, sovereign, and 
independent state, and that the pledge of the treaty of 1846, in 
which we guaranteed the sovereignty of Colombia, has passed as 
a “covenant that runs with the land” to the secessionists who 
for the moment have hung a flag above it on a pole. 

In this coup d’état the thread of a fixed purpose runs through 
web and woof. 

The same purpose that moved the President to obstruct the vic- 
torious army of Herrera in order to keep faith, at least in appear- 
ance, with Colombia—the ownership of the French canal at 
Panama—is now supported with our naval power in assisting to 
expel the sovereignty of Colombia from the department of Panama 
in order still to get that canal. All roads that the President 
travels lead to the Panama Canal: Some of his discreet friends 
should counsel him not to burn the bridges behind him. 


WE MUST TAKE THE REPUBLIC OF PANAMA, CUM ONERE. 


If this covenant with Colombia in 1846, which we made for ou 
own advantage, passes into the hands of Panama—her enemy— 
who has defrauded her out of it, or has captured it by a cou 
d’état, or may capture it in war or by a sordid conspiracy with 
the Panama Canal Company, we must take the obligations of 
that treaty along with its benefits, and we must reverse its terms 
by a trick of legal construction and protect the sovereignty of | 
Panama over that territory and Bn her in the ownership of | 
it against Colombia and against all the world. 

The covenant of 1888 with Pope Leo XIII, if it runs with the | 
land, binds Panama to pay a stipend of $100,000 per annum to a | 
salaried priesthood and fix it in her annual budget, for it runs 
as an entire contract, if it rans with the land, and can not be par- 
celed out or reduced in amount except by a new agreement. 
If we must shoulder that debt when we shoulder the infant re- 
public as its wet nurse, because the baby and annuity “‘ run with 
the land,”’ we had better raise a question on the adoption of that 
new canon of the international law. 

If the Republic of Panama, already independent, as is claimed 
by the President’s recognition, should turn over our $10,000,000 
to be paid for the canal to Columbia to pay her for her recogni- 
tion, as it seems probable, what will she a for a living after that 
noble deed? I dread to contemplate the swelling of our pension 
roll when Panama pays so dearly out of her dowry for her liberty 
already won by a coup d’état. 

The covenant that runs with the land also compels Panama, in 
virtue or that concordat, to provide a law that a person who has 
married another under the authority of the municipal law and 
under the ministry of one who is not an ordained priest of the 
Roman Catholic Church may, at his or her option, dissolve such | 
a marriage by entering into marital relations with another person, | 
which second marriage shall be valid in law if the nuptials are 
celebrated by such an ordained priest. 

Such covenants, if they have the legal sanction and binding ob- 
ligation attributed to them by the Secretary of State, by running 
with the land, will soon run the rights of other nations into the 
ground. There will be no more guaranties created by treaty if 
they have this migratory nature and the obligatory force to at- 
tach themselves to a piece of territory that may fall into the hand 
of a public enemy of the unfortunate guarantor. 


THE SAVAGE CHARACTER OF MARROQUIN’S WARFARE. 


The war of 1901 and 1902 in Panama, in which we were the ally | 
of Ma uin, deserved the condemnation of all Christendom, be- 
cause of the basis of plunder and confiscation on which he con- 
ducted it. Iwill now present that terrible series of decrees issued 
by Marroquin, the Vice-President’ of an American republic, act- 
ing as President, and enforced for the support of that war by his 
decrees as dictator, which would disgrace any savage king that 
ever carried a war hatchet or a scalping knife, as the scepter of 
his brutal force, to typify his royal dignity. 
(Documents taken from the Bulletin Official, No. 43, o 

Civil y Militar of the Department of Bolivar, Barrang 
DEOREE No. 1299. 
[November 21, 1901.] 


By which is established military contributions.) 

n 2 Vice-President of the Republic, empowered with executive authority, 
considering— 

1. That it is not convenient to cover all the onpenese of reestablishing 

ublic order by ponies r flat money, and it is of importance to accredit 

e money legally esta by the ation. 

2. That justice demands that the calamities of the war fall not equally 
among all the citizens, but es y. upon those who have contributed to 
foment it, or have aided it with their sympathies, their interests, or their 
persons. 





n of the Jefatura 
. February 20.) 


DECREE. 


Art. 1. A military contribution of $11,500,000 is established, which contri- 
bution may be imposed periodically at the discretion of the executive de- 

rtment a simple executive decree circulated by the minister of the 
reasury,if public order continues disturbed. The contributions will be 
a between the departments of the Republic in the following pro- 
portions: 


Abs pdnihadhibecdksonwdbnldtine ctnbeoncecessuteccuéhencee $750, 000 
TT chilis didiinamaniinimmubhaswentiagbdncenapeoweeccs cvasceceunt 1, 250, 000 
eI een al neem oaints weabenndednetetl 1, 000, 000 
ia Lia decWedabl iNT Wad ecbewkba cteqwocnascdbsan cecces cceocwccse 750, 000 
IND, 2 AiR. cited s dhktbiniieedbbddiinewesenees eusccecesceeses 4,000, 000 
Se  tennindmenainronneeeinmnetonnas=reTenescahensebuge 500, 000 
Sires aocansGpecntincenerrephansns Geren meds erqnsanceutdeacquaeuce 750,000 
tina SUES edenokdekdtnnabsoktecdcecessshietnsctsncece -- 1,500,000 
NN ibiind cicnciindddadencnssdumibbenncwdapuedecsen Gebane wares acevee 1,000, 000 
TTT hcncnanmeesctienee wemetenmen amber ionheenhenmnemeddaimanst 11, 500, 000 

Art. 2. The pene of the departments will apportion the extraordi- 
nary contributions set forth in the preceding article among the authors, 


accomplices, abettors,and sympathizers of the rebellion and decide upon the 
manner of collecting it. 

ArT. 3. The o> charged with the collecting of the contribution which 
is indicated by this decree will be aided in the fulfillment of their duties by 
the civil and military authorities. 

Art. 4. The military contribution which is the subject of this decree may 
be imposed in gold or silver in the commercial centers which the Govern- 
ment may esteem convenient, and will be delivered at the pleasure of the 
contributors in either of these two kinds or in paper money at its rate of 
excha: on the day of payment. 

Art 5. When the governors consider convenient that the collection of the 
contribution be done by a special agent and not directly by the national of- 
ficials of the department of the interior (administradores de hacienda), the 
payment will be made in the respective hacienda offices. It will be the espe- 
cial duty of the agent-collector to publish immediately in print the amount 
he collects, giving the names of the contributors and their payments. 

The governors will send to the secretary of the treasury all documents re- 
lating to the collection of the contribution. This minister is empowered to 
regulate by resolution all related to the present decree. 

Given in Bogota, November 21, 1901. 

JosE MANUEL MARROQUIN. 


(Following the above are the signatures of all the cabinet.) 


DECREE No. 46. 
(Of January 15, 1902.] 
By which is arranged the manner of covering the losses caused to and con- 
tributions im upon the friends of the Government by the revolutionists. 
The Vice-President of the Republic, empowered with the executive au- 
thority. 
DECREE. 


Art. 1. From and after the publication of this decree the friends of the 
Government who, outside of actual military operation, suffer loss or confis- 
catfon of property through the agents of the revolution, will have their prop- 
erty immediately reimbursed to them in money, which is in fact exacted 
from the enemies of the Government. 

Art. 2. The proof that the injured parties must present to the Govern- 
ment in order to reclaim the value of confiscated property will consist of the 
receipt given them by the revolutionaries, or, in default of this document, 
the oaths of three witnesses taken before the local authorities of the place 
where the confiscation or destruction occurred. 

ArT. 8. The minister of war in Bogota and the governors in the depart- 
ments are charged with the punctual execution of this decree, and to regulate 
the manner of effecting the restitutions to which it refers. 

Communicate and publish. 

Given in Bogota, January 15, 1902. 


JOSE MANUEL MARROQUIN. 
The minister of war: 


ARISTIDES FERNANDEZ. 
DECREE No. 58. 


[January 17, 1902.] 


Concerning the collection of military contributions. 
In fulfillment of the legislative decree, No. 1299, of November 21, 1901. 


DECREE. 


ART. 1. The military contribution of eleven million five hundred thousand 
dollars, to which article 1 of the aforementioned decree refers will be 
monthly in its character and will be collected in advance in this form and 
quantity as long as the public peace continues disturbed. 

Art. 2. This contribution will be distributed by the goceumeee (jefes 
civiles y militares) of the departments, and it will be collected by special 
agents named by them, and whose salary will be not less than a commission 


| of fifteen per cent. 


Art. 3. In the cities of Bogota and Medellin the contribution will be paid 
—_ or in its equivalent in national paper money evaluated at the rate of 
change of the day of the payment. 

Art. 4. In the provinces of Cucuta and Pasito and in the Department of 
Panama the contribution will be paid in money of 0,835. 

Art. 5. For the collection the governors and their specialagents may make 
use of all necessary force, so that the collection may be completely effected 
in the shortest possible time. 

Given in Bogota this 17th day of January, 1902. 


JOSE MANUEL MARROQUIN. 
The minister of the treasury: 


in 
ex 


AUGUSTIN URIBE. 


This batch of confiscation decrees was sent by Captain Res- 
singer to the Secretary of the Navy with his dispatch of March 
8, 1902. The President must have known the contents of that 
dispatch, when he determined that the pretense of protecting the 
transit in Panama furnished him with the coveted excuse for en- 
forcing the Panama Canal upon the country, by assisting Marro- 
quin in his war upon hisowncountrymen. Panama was the only 
point in Colombia where the treaty of 1846 gave Marroquin and 
the President the opportunity to join hands in a common effort 
to destroy the Liberal party—the party of the constitution—and 
to put the Jesuits in power, and the President resolved to assist 
Marroquin by lending the power of the Navy to conduct a war 
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that the Congress of the United States had neither declared nor 

recognized. 

MARROQUIN MISTRUSTED THAT OUR PRESIDENT WAS INSINCERE IN HIS 
FRIENDSHIP. 

The progress of that fraternal compact was without disturbance 
between the two Presidents until Herrera began to beat Sallazar 
on every field where they fought. After the terrible defeat of 
Agua Dulce, and faithful Captain Ressinger of the Philadelphia 
became sick with Chagres fever unto death, which soon followed, 
Capt. Silas Casey, with the Wisconsin, was sent to Panama to 
take command. 

_ This able and honest admiral was not able to read the instruc- 
tions of the Navy Department between the lines, but laid his hand 
of duty firmly upon the movements and operations of the forces 
of the open belligerents, and directed his own course by the honor- 
able observance of the laws of neutrality in his military opera- 
tions. 

He arrived at Panama on the 30th of September, 1902, and took 
command. In his first dispatch, October 6, he gave a full account 
of the situation in Panama by inclosing a copy of his letter of 
October 2 to Consul Ehrman, as follows: 

U. 8. FLAGSHIP WISCONSIN, 
Panama, Colombia, October 2, 1902. 

DEAR Srp: I will thank you to inform the governor that while the trains 
of the Panama Railroad Company are running under the protection of the 
United States I must decline the transportation of any combatant or any 
ammunition and arms over the road which might cause an interruption of 
traflic or convert the line of transit into a theater of hostility. 

Very respectfully, 
Srias CAsEy, 
Rear-Admiral, U. 8. Navy, 
Commander in Chief U. 8S. Naval Force Pacific Station. 
Mr. Fevix EXRMAN, 
United States Vice-Consul-General, Panama. 


This was Admiral Casey’s doctrine of honest, vigorous, and 
impartial neutrality, but it did not accord with what was written 
between the lines in the diplomatic understanding between Mar- 
roquin and the President. 

Admiral Casey moved on in the plain line of duty and sent an- 
other dispatch to the Secretary of the Navy on the 20th of Octo- 
ber, which gave our President deep concern. He said: 

4. Iam often asked to allow the ammunition and ordnance, now loaded on 
cars at Colon, to come over. Some of the latter is intended for the arma- 
ment of the Bogota when she arrives, but I have invariably declined for rea- 
sons previously expressed. As a matter of fact, the Government is more se- 
riously embarrassed by this restriction than the insurgents, but I can see no 
reason why the transit of the Isthmus should be jeopardized by the removal 
of these restrictions. I donot apprehend trouble so long as troopsand ammu- 
nition are not transported, but as soon as that rule is departed from inter- 
ference may be expected, for it must be remembered the roadbed is entirely 
unguarded between Colon and Panama. 

5. A great deal of sickness prevails among the Colombian troops, lly 
at Colon, where the death rate is about from ten to twelve a Gay. It is less 
_— at Panama. The disease seems to be mostly dysentery, with some yellow 

ever. 
* * * * » * + 

ll. Judging from conditions now existing and from information I am able 
to obtain, there seems little prospect of a speedy termination of this strife. 
Panaima and Colon are ower besieged; troops at neither place dare to go 
beyond their intrenchments. I firmly belive if our men were removed from 
shore the insurgents would be in Panama in forty-eight hours. I think the 
Government, therefore, is very willing that they should remain, making oc- 
casional mild objections, which really it does not mean shall be taken seriously. 

12. Great things were expected on Perdomo’s arrival; but as he came at- 
tended only by numerous generals, of which there were — already 
asurfeit in the city, I fail to see how he can accomplish mu 


This blunt and honest statement of the truth alarmed the Pres- 
ident for the safety of Marroquin’s Government and the fate of 
the Panama Canal scheme. 

Admiral Casey evidently did not then know of the petition of 
Marroquin to President Roosevelt in September. through diplo- 
matic agents, to intervene to obtain peace in Panama, and that it 
was the policy of the Government in the protection of the transit 
also to protect Marroquin’s army against a final defeat by Her- 
rera, which would defeat the canal scheme. 

Casey had his mind on his duty as the military representative 
of the Government, in a situation that was extremely delicate 
and responsible, and was indifferent at the outlook for the Pan- 
ama Canal. This attitude of innocent integrity on his part did 
not suit the purposes of the President, and Mr. Darling, Acting 
Secretary of the Navy, sent him this pregnant dispatch: 


OCTOBER 29, 1902. 
Casey, Wisconsin, Panama: 
While approving your attitude, the Department wishes to im upon 
a thai the relations of the United States with Colombia are much strained. 
You must adopt measures as iatory as is consistent with di 7 United 
States, overlooking matter of minor importance. Negotiations for ship canal 
are at present at a standstill on account of a feeling of irritation on part of 
Colombian representative. 
DARLING. 
THE PURPOSE OF OUR MILITARY INTERFERENCE DISCLOSED BY ANTECK 
DENT FACTS. 


Here the purpose of the milit#¥y interference of the President 
in that war by giving silent but effectual support to Marroquinis 
fully disclosed. At the time of his sending the fleet to Panama 


i 
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and until the close of that war he was using all his power as Presi- 
dent to land the Panama Canal Company’s project to sell the 
canal to the United States, knowing the terrible impeachment it 
had suffered in the final report of the Isthmian Canal Commis- 
sion made to him, and that it had inherited the dreadful scandals 
that its membership brought to it as the chief despoilers of the 
old company. 

Marroguin had quieted his title as President, but refused to 
give up his power as dictator, and we proceeded to negotiate with 
him while he still held his child conscripts under orders to sup- 
port his power. 


ACTION TAKEN ON THE FINAL REPORT OF THE ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMIS- 
SION, HERE AND IN FRANCE. 


After that report was made and Monsieur Hutin was removed 
from the position of president of the new company, because he 
insisted upon the price of $109,000,000 for the property, based on 
an Official appraisement, Monsieur B6 was put in his place, because 
he proposed to accept from us the appraisement of the canal con- 
cessions and its property at $40,000,000. The President thereupon 
resuscitated the defunct Isthmian Canal Commission and ordered 
it to consider and report upon a proposition to take the offer of 
Monsieur B6, which was sent by cable dispatches, and to confer 
with Monsieur Lampré, the secretary of that company, who was 
here. Inall this hasty procedure no friend of the Nicaragua route, 
even of the 308 Members of the House who had voted for the Hep- 
burn bill on the 9th of January, 1903, was called into that con- 
ference, so far as any information has reached Congress. 

That Commission received these orders on or after the 9th of 
January, 1903, and made their report on the 18th, giving it not 
more than the traditional time for the production of this ‘‘ nine 
days’ wonder.’’ In two more days the President sent it to the 
Senate. Then he proceeded to negotiate with Sefior Silva, min- 
ister of Colombia, for a treaty, which failed because Silva knew 
and insisted that President Marroquin had no ng to make a 
treaty to convey any canal rights to the United States until he 
should be so authorized by Congress, and that Congress itself had 
no right to authorize him to dispose of the lands or territory of 
Colombia. He was recalled suddenly by Marroquin, and Sefior 
Concha was sent as minister to the United States to negotiate a 
canal treaty. He arrived before the end of March, and sent to 
Mr. Hay a draft of a treaty, with ‘‘ expository communications”’ 
of Mr. Cromwell, counsel in chief of the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany, on the 31st of March. 

Mr. Cromwell and the Colombian minister hunted in couples, 
but Mr. Silva, being averse to this leash, retired in disgust and 
was condemned toimprisonment by Marroquin, where he soon died. 

Mr. Cromwell had, in the result of this war in Panama, his sec- 
ond revenge on the Liberal party in Colombia, the first one being 
a civil war that was the result of his determination to coerce San 
Clemente to agree to extend the Wyse concession from 1904 to 
1910. By offering him the glittering bauble of $1,000,000, which 
he accepted, Colombia was forced into civil war because the Con- 
gress refused to ratify the bargain. 

His mission seems to be that of the avenging nemesis of trans- 
isthmian canals and their promoters who proceed a single step 
pee legal advice and ‘‘ expository communications ’’ from his 
law firm. 

The United States now again encounters his stealthy contact, 
and it remains to be seen what will become of us if his fee bills 
are not satisfied. 

Concha made haste to treat with Mr. Hay, and concluded the 
negotiation of the 21st of April, 1903. 

When it came forth, the hopes, cautions, conditions, and quali- 
fications imposed by the Isthmian Canal Commission upon their 
final recommendation in favor of the Nicaragua route, by the 
codicil to their last will and testament, called a supplemental re- 

rt, were all dissipated into thin air by the Hay-Concha treaty. 
They lost all save their honor, but the diplomatic iconoclasts 
damaged that all they could by their refusal to adopt these safe- 
guards of a most questionable decree. 

Their conclusion was oteee by the President, without regard 
to the qualifications with which they had attempted to safeguard 
it, and they still live. They refuse to die, and the president of 
the Commission, on board the latest born of the argosies of inde- 

ndence, has sailed to Panama on the Mayflower to protect the 
iberties of those patriots and to promote the interests of the New 
Panama Canal Company, that he once opposed in favor of the 
United States. He seems to be on this mission for the President. 
Possibly he is e ted to keep down the price that the Republic 
of Panama will anon for the concession and the pure allodium 
of the land that she has wrested from Colombia at such fearful 
cost of blood and honor. The papers say that he is already at 
work directing the work on the canal and the engineers of the 
New Canal Company. This may be another instance of the per- 
formance of ‘“‘covenants that run with the land.” As a new 
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method of acquiring title by accretion and cheek, it seems to be 
the latest and most taking of America’s great discoveries. 

While the war went on in Colombia and grew desperate, Mr. 
Hay and Sefior Concha were peacefully engaged in the eviscera- 
tion of the supplemental report of the Isthmian Canal Commis- 
sion by eliminating from it all the merit there was in it in the 
surrender to Colombia of every recommendation it had made, 
except the price of the concessions, which was fixed by agreement 
. at $7,000,000. 

Colombia made that agreement, but she never meant to keep it, 
and the President could not get the treaty without paying her 
$3,000,000 for this breach of national honor. 

The Spooner law was then enacted by Congress, which restored 
some of the leading provisions of the codicil to the final report of 
the Isthmian Canal Commission, but this law went down when 
the Hay-Herran treaty was ratified, in several of its leading pro- 
visions, and would, to that extent, have been repealed if Colombia 
had not saved Congress that humiliation. 

This double expression of the approval of that codicil by that 
Commission and by the vote of a could not stand against 
the will of the President, and he determined to disregard both 
these solemn mandates and to repeat the demands of Colombia 
that were conceded in the Hay-Concha treaty, with the addition 
of $3,000,000 a8 the price of the concessions, to be paid to Colom- 
bia. Congress had torn the Hay-Concha treaty to tatters, and the 
President restored it almost word for word, and in all its substan- 
tia! provisions except where it was changed, to the decided bene- 
fit of Colombia, in the Hay-Herran treaty under the Spooner law, 
but against its most express and mandatory provisions. 

THE INTENDED REPEAL OF ee LAW BY THE HAY-HERRAN 

Its ratification by Colombia was relied upon to repeal the 
Spooner law, by implication, where aconflict occurred, and thereby 
to extinguish the last hope of a canal at Nicaragua. 

MR. M’KINLEY HAD DONE HIS WHOLE DUTY. 

Mr. McKinley had done all he could, as an honest President, to 
build the Nicaragua Canal, and in his speech at Buffalo, which 
was his final will and testament to the American people, though 
he did not realize its solemnity, he pointed to that canal as the 
work his hands had created... It was his highest monument, to 
which he pointed when he implored us to complete that canal. 
No power will ever prevent its completion, by 
or by others. 

Another may vainly essay to tear it down and erect one to him- 
self out of its living stones. He will fail. As well might some 


American, yet to be born, attempt to tear away yonder monu- 


ment to George Washington and to build one for himself on some 
fetid marsh. 


MY CONDEMNATION OF THK HAY-HERRAN TREATY WAS BASED ON 
CONVICTIONS THAT ARE IN RAPID PROCESS OF REALIZATION. 


The first sentence I had the honor to speak as to the Hay-Her- 
ran treaty was that it was a declaration of war with Colombia. 
I knew that Concha had gone home to oppose that treaty. Silva 
had died in prison because he had refused to negotiate a like 
treaty under instructions from his Government, and I felt that a 
new Congress, elected under martial law, would be afraid to take 
the risk of its ratification and to outlive the contempt of new 
generations in Colombia. 

I believed that the New Panama Canal Company, if they should 
lese their prize of $40,000,000, and the syndicates which now hold 
the bonds of the old company, which they have purchased from 
poor ple for a song, would again light the fires of civil war 
once fanned by them into a flame in Colombia, and that our Pres- 
ident would again intervene in order to get the canal concession 
under his control. Such intervention has come, and a war of 
races and of churches will follow, and war upon our commerce, 
which has already set in; and I believed then, as I fear now, that 
these smoldering fires will flame up in open hostility. 

Ihad no doubt—I could find no room for doubt—that if the 
Hay-Herran treaty were ratified by the Congress of Colombia it 
must cause war between the two republics. I reasoned in this 
way in finding myself unable to reach any other conclusion. 

lombia had notified us, in raising her demand from seven to 
ten million dollars for the concession, when all men in Congress 
and elsewhere knew that she was in honor bound to keep her 
solemn agreement in the Hay-Concha treaty, that she would at 
every a levy blackmail on the United States. 

I saw that three such opportunities were furnished her in the 
terms of that treaty. One in making an agreement as to the terms 
of extension of the lease, and to fix the annual rent at the end of 
one hundred years. Another, in arranging by future agreement 
for the organization and power of the courts to be established in 
the canal zone. Another, the future agreement to be made for 
securing the health and the policing of the canal zone. 

I foresaw that if we ever agreed upon these essential matters 
we would have to pay heavily to get them into practical shape. 


e United States | 


It is manifest that the Hay-Herran treaty reserved expressly 
the whole power of military command over the canal zone, and 
that whenever Colombia chose to order us away we would be 
obliged to withdraw any armed forces we might have there, no 
matter what exigency may have caused us to send them to the 
canalzone. Itneedsnoargument to prove that war would at once 
follow such an order. 

I could not have voted for such a treaty if it had been with 
Nicaragua or Costa Rica. 

When the Hay-Herran treaty was before the Senate for consid- 
eration a number of amendments were offered to it, all of which 
were voted down. Those on which votes by yeas and nays were 
taken were decided by a party vote. Noone in the Senate claimed 
that these amendments*were unnecessary or unimportant. The 
only reason given for opposing them was that if adopted the 
treaty would not be ratified by Colombia. 

I would never vote for a treaty to bind the United States for- 
ever, as this treaty did, when it was so wrong or defective that no 
Senator presented any other than the suggestion that Colombia 
would not ratify it if it was amended so as to protect vital inter- 
ests of the United States. 

It is inconceivable to me that any treaty with a foreign power 
that is to become the supreme law of the United States, with the 
concurrence of such power, could be voted by the Senate under 
any other conditions than as an alternative for national subjuga- 
tion or from impotency. 

And the suggestion was made that in this case we would defy 
—_ alternatives and nullify our pledges, which are our national 
oaths. 

This admission of our purpose, necessarily implied from our 
silence, to break our own treaty when our convenience required 
such an act, aside from its deliberate suggestion of national de- 
| reliction, would give to Colombia and other nations a just excuse 
for war against the United States and a more damaging war upon 
the canal. 

A stick of dynamite in the hands of an injured man or astate 
that has been defrauded in such a treaty could do harm to us as 
Amer that all our fleets and armies could neither prevent nor 

ress. 

I desired to fix in the treaty a national and just agreement that 
would prevent conflict or friction between the United States and 
Colombia in the future. Nocare was given to these suggestions, 
| though their value was admitted, and these patent causes of 

trouble were purposely left open to entice Colombia into the Be- 
| lief that we intended to stand by our treaty engagement when 
our purposes were reserved. I could only discern quarrels in 
these conditions that would lead to war in the future. and a state 
of actual war has come, from which we will be fortunate if we 
escape. I did not reason amiss. 

If we were dealing with any power of respectable strength war 
would be open and active at this hour between Colombia and 
the United States. 

I will venture another forecast as tothe near future. If wecon- 
struct a canal at Panama under any treaty we can make with so 
weak a power, the very weight and pressure of national necessity 
will force us to extinguish any claim Panama may have of ter- 
ritorial sovereignty as an independent state. 

Whether this will come of voluntary annexation or by capture, 
it must occur in the nature of things. Colombia and all Spanish 
America know that the Republic of Panama could not stand a 
month without the military protection of the United States, and 
it could not liveexcept as a perpetual pensioner upon our bounty. 

For this she can make us no return or compensation in any 
assistance or protection she could give to our canal property or 
our people. Every public expense in Panama will be borne by the 
United States, and the canal will have no protection of any sort 
that we will not provide. 

When we look ond these grave difficulties to the world-wide 
derhands upon the United States for effectual guaranties of mari- 
time rights, when great wars are flagrant among great nations, 
are we safe in committing any part of our rights, duties, or 
responsibilities to a power like Panama for its advice and con- 
sent? Shall we control her under a protectorate, as we do Cuba 
under the Platt amendment, and shall she enter, as Cuba does, 
into our tariff disputes so deeply that extra sessions of Congress 
must be called and the party organizations in the United States 
lined up to fight their battles over the shoulders of Panama? 

I will not pursue this question further than to say that there is 
much difficulty in compelling a country that is as hungry as we 
seem to be of late ‘‘ to make two bites of a cherry.” 


WAR WITH COLOMBIA. 


If war is upon us, Colombia is not an insignificant enemy. 
When the veterans of her army in Panama in 1901 and 1902, who 
fought with courage and endured with patience the dreadful 
hardships of that trying campaign were to the extent of 40 per 
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cent of their number mere children from 9 to 15 years old, their 
soldiers in their native mountains will not be so easily subdued 


as some imagine. We will have an insignificant but dangerous 
enemy, with whom war is a passion. 

This is what the lieutenant-commander of the Bancroft had to 
say about these soldiers in his report to the Navy Department of 
December 19, 1902: 

The Government forces are being slowly disbanded, Forty per cent of 
them are boys from 9 to 15 years of age. They are stationed at various posts 
along the route of the railroad, are filthy in person and dress and poorly 
clad, and appear likea rabble of children. 

What shall we do with the Republic of Panamaif she should 
desire to return to Colombia? 

I know that advice is cheap and, coming from a suspected source, 
it is despised, yet I will venture the suggestion to the majority of 
this body, who now take up the canal question and make a polit- 
ical issue of this effort to benefit and b all the world, that, in 
the end, very soon to be reached, Panama will become a Territory 
of the United States through a necessity that is unavoidable. 

This result being certain, it is due to humanity that it should 
be without the shedding of innocent blood and free from a long 
series of contentions and conflict in Panama, and free from the 
ill will of the Spanish-American states and from European com- 
plications that will arise. 

The true course of courageous statesmanship is to anticipate 
the inevitable and prepare for it. 
tion will give the delight of a bazarre performance, if more of 
that is desired. To the thinking and responsible citizen it will 
give the satisfaction that this new enterprise will not become a 
rankling thorn in the heart of the Republic, and to the canal 
project it will give the promise of a peaceable result. 

If Congress declares war against Colombia and forces our sons 
to kill these children described by the captain of the Bancroft, 
or to be killed by them, for no other reason than to get the Pan- 
ama Canal by violence and to stain the honor of our country 
with its corruptions, I will vote with the rest of you to supply 
soldiers and money for the war. But I will not vote to declare 
such a war without just cause, or to force our gallant soldiers 
to stand guard over the canal line and the cities of Panama and 
Colon for years to come, are thus described by Admiral 
Walker in his reportto the President, made before his enthusiasm 
as a diplomatist engulfed his jadgment as an investigator of 
serious facts. 

“The Isthmian Canal Commission, in their final report to the 


President on November 80, 1902, say this about the health of | 


Nicaragua and Panama: 

The climate of the isthmian canal regions is generally damp and enervat- 

. The tem ture is not extreme, rarely rising as high as 95° or falling 

below 70°, but the excessive humidity os restricts the capacity for phys- 
ical exertion. The lowlands along the coast have long been known as insa- 
lubrious,and the seaports are subject tofevers. Per the great difficulty 
to be encountered in the construction of the canal will be the procurement 
&. an adequate force of laborers and the preservation of their health and 
efficiency. 

in this respect the Panama route hasa lugubrious history, from which the 

icaragua route is free. The notorious mortality which attended the con- 
struction of the Panama Railroad and later the operations of the Panama 
Canal Company has taught a lesson which will not soon be f: for that 
route. Among the white employees of this Commission sent to Nicaragua 
there were fewer cases of sickness than there would probably have been 
among the same number of men employed in some parts of the United 
States. Among those sent to Panama the on sick was greater. 
On the Nicaragua line during the operations of the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany the health of the force was reported to be good. 

This matter is so vital to the commercial world, to our coastwise line of 
traffic, to all travelers by way of the canal, and to the health of our sea 
that even this strong statement of the Commission 
warning of the danger. 


To some this disturbed condi- 


is not a full and sufficient 





The houses of Panama are so constructed and of such material and so 
filthy that a general conflagration would be the only safe means of disinfec- 
——. fre —- not conceive of any other means by which the infection could be 
eradicated. 


COLON. 


Colon, the northern terminus of the Panama Railroad, is built in a swamp 
on made ground, and is populated by 3,000 people, 70 per cent being Jamaica 
and other kinds of negroes. The property of the railroad and canal com- 
pany is drained and sewered and issituated on the waterfront. Everything 
about the company’s p looks clean and well kept, but the rest of the 
town is not so clean nor well kept. 

The houses are of w and generally dirty. There are no sanitary ar- 
rangements of any kind, and the population is crowded into small rooms, as 
only Jamaica negroes can live. 

The streets are in fair condition, macadamized, and are on a higher plane 
than the adjoining lots. In the wet seasons ls are formed under.the 
houses, and serve as breeding places for frogs, if nothing else. Rain water is 
collected in barrels and cisterns,and during the wet season the water supply 
is _~ and sufficient. During the dry season many of the cisterns run dry, 
and the water supply is hauled in from Monkey in tank cars by the 

This supp Wy is not good. 


road. 
e sanitary condition or the mortality of Colon ean be had. 


No history o 
Some of the old inhabitants tell blood-curdling tales of the death rate during 
e old inhabitants will not do 


the flush days of the canal construction, but 
. It was well known that the death rate was enor- 


for statistical pu 
mous, but it would be interesting to know just what it was. 


In the debates in the executive sessions of the Senate in March, 
1903, I presented the testimony of persons familiar with the 
health conditions on both routes and of experts of the highest 
character on this subject, which are printed in the ConGREs- 
SIONAL Recorp. I will not repeat them. 

If such testimony is not to be acce as true statements of the 
health conditions in Nicaragua and Panama and their coasts, it is 
needless to present proof to justify conclusions for or against any 
proposition concerning a great public peril. 

In this, as in every matter, I have done my whole duty to 
the best of my ability; but this health question has appealed 
to me as other important matters do not, for it affects generations 
to come, and I feel that it should be of the deepest concern to the 
chairman and members of the committee. 

It is idle, if not worse, to boast of our regard and care for labor- 
ing men if we invite 10,000 of them to Panama, knowing that they 
must — of its pernicious fevers as other tens of thousands of 
them have done. 

My heart has been true to them, and myinfluence and my votes 
will never be lent to any scheme that mocks at their interests 
when the question of life or death is at stake. 

Having traced, imperfectly but accurately and truly, the causes 
of our present troubles, I will defer their further discussion. 

Every year lost now will Le a future loss of $10,000,000 to the 
United States, and this is the least amount we will lose in wait- 
ing “‘a reasonable time ”’ to proceed with this business. 

On the 28th of June, 1902, the Spooner bill was enacted, and 
the time lost in refusing to consider the first Hepburn bill, and 
since the passage of the Hepburn bill, has been a loss to the peo- 
ple of the United States of not less than $20,000,000 in canal tolls 
and four times that much in time employed in long voyages to 
the Pacific Ocean, in the cost of such voyages, and in the items 
of > terest and insurance, and in the delay of mercantile and other 
trade. 

At some future time I will present the tables that prove these 
disastrous results. 

When we add the war expenses this delay has added and will 
add to these losses, we shall be fortunate if the sum total does not 
exceed $100,000 ,000. 

Having traced accurately, but not in full detail, the causes of 
our present troubles arising from our disregard of the wise and 
honorable adjustment of the canal question accomplished by 
President McKinley in December, 1901, I will defer further dis- 


This should be sufficient on this question, but I willadd another | cussion of them until the misfortunes they have already brought 


extract from the report of health officers to the Bureau of Marine- | ypon the country are more clearly revealed, in 


Hospital Service in June, 1901: 
PANAMA. 

The city of Panama, a town of 15,000 inhabitants, is situated upon an ele- 
vated point of land jutting into Panama Bay. The town is irregularly 
out, with narrow, crooked streets, cob and filthy. The houses are 
Spanish in architecture in the least bad part of the city, and the rest of the 
town is made of wooden shacks in all stages of decay. There are two 
small sewers in place, but they are connected with only a few of the best 
houses. There isan insuflicient water supply of inferior water, piped in from 
a river some distance back in the aay - 

The nisa itan set, the leavings of the old canal construe- 
—. per cent being Jamaica negroes accounts for most of the filth in 

e town. 


The harbor is situated at the head of th bay, about 2 miles from the town, 
an protected several small islands. sanita condition an- 
oie @ 16-foot tide daily. The island 


is 
ae the shi ete inhabited by tke oneplopoes of the steamship compa- 
nies—} ores, and passers. 


There is constant between this island and Panama, and 
daily intercourse with the shipping. Yellow fever is endemic in Panama, 
tervals, and becom 


sporadic cases occurring atin ing epidemic whenever there 


is an immigration of nonimmunes during favorable o> ic conditions. 
Panama is the nt of distribution collection of all gers and 
freight of the across Isthmus. It is the key to the 


coast, and if it was not a focus of infection 
many as on the Atlantic side could be averted by proper quar- 
tine regula 


ence of the 
President's refusal to obey and execute the requirements of the 
Spooner law, which includes the provisions of the Hepburn bill. 

I hope for a safe deliverance for the country through a recur- 
rence to the demands of a very simple and plain duty, which is 
to proceed with negotiations with Nicaragua and Rica for 
the concessions they are ready to more perfectly adjust, being 
already bound by the McKinley protocols, as to the fact that their 
concessions are subsisting compacts, now in full force and effect. 

I will state in an appendix to my remarks some historical facts 
that show the “‘reasons for the faith that is in me” as to the 
great superiority of the Nica route and the honest fear that 
almost everybody has that the Panama route is im ible as a 

racticable route. These historical statements cover the period 
1552 to 1870, about 350 years. 

Mr. President, I have no objection to the passage of the reso- 
lution. In what I have said I have not been moved by any per- 
sonal feeling, but have tried to justify my course by facts that 
are indisputable. ' 

I thank the Senate for the indulgence given me. I will now 
present the appendix without reading, for which I have the assent 
of the Senate, 


1903. 
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APPENDIX. 


TUE PRACTICABILITY AND ADVANTAGES OF THE NICARAGUA ROUTE— 
DISCOVERY AND RECONNAISSANCE—EARLY HISTORY. 


In 1522 Charles V, King of Spain, sent Gil Gonzales Davila to continue the 
“South Sea” discoveries. On arriving at the Isthmus he transported his 
caravels across piecemeal, seasnenn bing, them, and proceeded northward to 
the Gulf of Nicoya, whence he traveled inland and overed the lake called 
by the Aztecs “ Cici-bola,” but named Ni by him. 

1527: Having been repulsed by the natives, it was left for Hernandez de Cor- 
dove te baild © Bass ot ead etplore Chie ne in 108, whos he discovered the 
head of the San Juan River, outlet to the sea, which was traversed by 
Di Machuca, in 1527, tothe Caribbean Sea. Thus was established the prac- 
ticability of this route for isthmian transit in the early days of the Spanish 
occupation. 

aie THE NICARAGUA ROUTE OPENED FOR TRADE. 

1571: The operations of Sir Francis Drake in the South Sea in 1571 drove 
the traffic of Peru to this northern transitway, where it was landed at “ Porto 
Realjo, or Corinto, on the Pacific coast, carried thence across the low 
coast range at Lake Nicaragua; here — and tra: rted in the small 
vessels to the Atlantic, and at the San Juan's mouth on eons bound 
for Spain. This change in the route of transit was due to the fact that trans- 
ep ey across Nicaragua was found to be easier than that via Panamaand 

e climatic conditions of the region far more favorable. Thus the transient 
ony of Panama began to die away, and in the end the whole district re- 

psed once more into barbarism.” 

Thus the practicability and superiority of the Nicaragua route was dem- 
onstrated by this early ex ence of the sixteenth century, and the control 
of this route became so alluring as to give rise to repeated efforts by free- 
booters during the am a | centuries to secure and hold control. (Z. Keas- 
bey’s picaragee Canal, p. 66; Squire etal. See note.) 

77% In 1779, during our war with Great Britain, the English agents, Lee 
and Hodgson, who accompanied the Spanish agen agen Yaasi, 
and Muestro, reported in glowing terms on this route, which led indirectly 
to the attack made upon the San Juan by Nelson the year following to se- 
cure possession for Great Britain. 

171: THE ROUTE OF THE CANAL. 
BAstTipE, M DELA. Paris, 1791. 

Page 9: 

“From what we have stated about the three points, the easiest to execute 
the scheme of communication, it can be concluded that preference must be 
on —— hesitation to the Rio San Juan.” 

© 10: 

“No other place in America presents so many advantages as the Lake of 
Nica , etc., and, lastly, this lake would be an immense port capable of 
containing all the navies of the world.” 

1798: Baron von Humboldt published his conclusions as to the practica- 
bility of a canal across the us in his Personal Narrative of Travels, 
venthe thanus of anaes — that of Copica have al red t 

“ The Isthmus 0 an 0! ca ve always appea oO 
me the most favorable for the formation of of large dimensions.” 

This led to the Spanish Cortes passing a decree for the construction of a 
canal across Central America the following year. (Keasbey, p. 120.) 


1818: HumBoupT, BARON. Ensayo Politoco sobre el Reyno de Nuevo Espana. 
Madrid, 1818 


. 


Page 240: 

“tthe bar of the Rio San Juan, on the eastern coast of Nicara . has 12 
feet of water; on one point o: there is a narrow pass of 25 feet deep. In 
the Rio San Juan there is from 4 to 6 fath and in the Lake of Nicaragua 
from 8 to 8, English measure. The Rio San Juan is navigable for brigs and 
sloops. Mr. Davis Robinson also says: ‘The western coast of Ni is 
not so stormy as it was represented to me during my navigation in the South 
Sea; and a canal issuing at Panama would have the great disadvantage of 
being continued at a distance of 2 leagues in the because there are only 
some 10 feet of water as far as the isles Flamenco and Perico.’” 


© 245: 

Eittie Isthmus of Nicaragua has always appeared to me the most favor- 
able for the formation of a canal of large dimensions. * * * Inconsidering 
communication between two seas capable of producing a revolution in the 
commercial world, we must not limit our attention to establish a system of 
inland navigation by small locks, as in the canals of Languedoc, etc.” 


“ Being guided in the practical yews, presented at the end of this chapter, 
only b the analogy of labors alrea ¥ a by man, I shall first ob- 
serve that the breadth of the Isthmus of Nicaragua, in which the height of 
the ridge of partition is very inconsiderable, is nearly thesame as the breadth 
of the land crossed by the artificial part of the Caledonian Canal. TheIsthmus 
of Nicara, by the position of inland lake and the communication of 
that lake with the Atlantic by the Rio San Juan ts several features of 
resemblance with that neck of land in the Scotch hlands where the river 
Ness forms a natural communication between the mountain lakes and the 
Gulf of Murray. At Nicaragua, as in the Scotch Highlands, there would be 
but one narrow ridge to pass over, for if the Rio San Juan in a great part of 
its course is from to 40 feet deep, as is asserted, it would require to be 
reaoeres porgems in some parts by means of lateral channels.” 

e 275: 

\ Regardi ng Panama.—We think that more advantageous ports may be 
chosen; but we ought here to observe that the height of the ridge is an,in- 
superablo obstacle to the junction of the seas, when there is not at: the same 
=eas sufficient quantity of upper water fit to be conveyed to the point of 
partition.’ . 


Page 28 
- The Lake of Nicara may serve as an upper basin, like the Lake Oich 
in the Caledonian Canal, and regulating sluices will furnish as much water 


for the sonal as it requires.” 


“the winds blow with sufficient force on the Lake of Nicaragua to ren- 
der it unnecessary to tow the ships, which pass from one sea to the other, by 
means of steamboats.” 

THE UNITED STATES TAKES ACTION. 

1825: The first official action by the United States was taken in reference 
to the Nicaragua route in response to the note of the minister of the Republic 
of Central America, Sefior Don Antonio Jose Canaz, whoaddressed Secretary 
Clay in February, 1825, inviting the aid of this country in the construction of 
a canal by way of N . 

To this note Mr. Clay replied, April 18, 1825: 

“The idea has been conceived of uniting the two oceans by a canal porige- 
tion. The execution of it will form a t epoch in the commercial affairs 
of the world. The practicability of it can scarcely be doubted. Various 
lines for the pro canal have been suggested and have divided public 
opinion. Theevidence ten to show the superior advantages of that which 
would traverse the province of Nicaragua seems to have nearly settled the 
question in favor of that route,” 


1826: February ae Bees, Mr. Clay wrote the chargé d'affaires, Mr. Williams: 


- t the Presi 
mation as will serve to guide the judgment of the constituted authorities of 
the United States in determining in regard to it what belongs to their inter- 
ests and duties.” 

The result of these negotiations was the organization of a company, com- 

of A. H. Palmer, Hon. De Witt Clinton, Hon. Stephen Van Rensselaer 
oncure Robinson, Hon. Edward Forsyth, C. J. Catlett, and others, to build 
the canal, and on the 16th of June, 1826, the company made a contract with 
the Central American Government for this purpose, but it failed to raise the 
money, and the concession passed to the King of the Netherlands, who was 
authorized to undertake the project, but was prevented by the disturbed 
condition at home. (The Nicaragua Canal, the Gateway to the Pacific, pp. 
4-5; Warner Miller.) 

The period from 1826 to 1838 was occupied in civil wars in Central America 
between the Jesuits, or church party, and the Liberals, or constitutional 
per, This war was bitter, flerce, and destructive. It resulted in the prag- 

ical domination of the Jesuits. 

A aa prize of these wars was the control of the transit route through 
the Nica lakes and the San Juan River. The war had resulted in the 
pract‘cal dissolution of the Central American Confederacy. 

Professor Keasbey, of Bryn Mawr College, in his very able and accurate 
work on the Nicaragua Canal and the Monroe doctrine, writes about the 
canal enterprises that succeeded the Twelve years’ war as follows: 

“* These independent States of the Isthmus were thus left in sole authority 
over their respective canal routes, and, likeSpain and the Central American 


ent desires is to be put in full possession of such infor- 


Confederacy before, each was still bent on exploiting its special natural mo- 
nopoly to itsown advantage. The Conservatives were now pretty generally 
in control throughout the Isthmus, and, as they had never been acevstomed 


to look for su rt either from the Government or the people of the United 
States, each te n now to send its agents to the Catholic countries 
abroad in the hopes of interesting European companies in its special enter- 
prise. 

“Guatemala according! tched one of her bishops to Rome on this 
errand, while New Gra offered liberal concessions to a bubble French 
scheme launched by Messrs. Solomon & Co., for the construction of either 
macadamized roads, railways, or canals, across the Isthmus of Panama. Un- 
der this all-inclusive grant, surveys were instituted by a French engineer 
Monsieur Morel, with the most startling results. After making some sort of 
a reconnoissance this visionary reported the discovery of a depression of 
only 10} meters between Porto Bello and Panama, and on this fictitious basis 
worked out an elaborate canal plan for his company, giving mathematically 
exact and yet entirely imaginary figures and profiles. 

“Nicaragua and Honduras then Sastiewed themselves as well, and together 
authorized another promoter, a Monsieur Rouchoud, to conclude some agree- 
ment with other French capitalists for the construction of a transit way 
within their territory. 

“Louis Failippe. of France, was at this time at the zenith of his power 
and being himself personally interested in the canal project, he was regarded 
by all promoters as an ideal patron for the great undertaking. The Solomen 
Company first ¢ the monarch’s attention with its Goaating promises 
of a sea-level canal across the us of Panama at a ridiculously low 
cost. On the advice of his famous minister, Guizot, Louis Philippe at once 
sent one of his engineers, Napoleon Garella, to Panama to prove or disprove 
the correctness of Morel’s remarkable report. 

“Garella, unlike most of the French engineers who have examined the 
Isthmus, was thoroughly conscientious in his work, and the results of his 
surveys effectually quenched his monarch’s former enthusiasm for the canal 
project. Morel’s ‘wonderful de on,’ Garella found to be 128 meters 72 
centimeters above the level of the sea, instead of the paltry 10} meters re- 
pe and the lowest pass in this region he could find measured 115 meters 

centimeters. Garella admitted, indeed, the —_—T of a canal across 
Panama, but insisted that its construction would necessitate 25 locks and a 
tunnel of 5,350 meters in length, involving in all, according to his lowest esti- 
mate, a cost of 200,000,000 francs, and this for a small canal to accommodate 
vessels of not over 600 tons burden. No wonder Louis was disheartened and 
lost interest in the project! 

“Thinking the opportunity now fit to interest the French monarch in the 
more favorable Nicaraguan route, Don Francisco de Castellon, Nicaragua's 
minister to France, not only offered Louis Philippe the exclusive right to con- 
struct a canal through the country, but furthermore poegeess a French pro- 
tectorate over the route. But Louis would have none of it, though Guizot, 
ever watchful over French interests, strongly admonished him against re- 
fusing the offer, lest Great Britain should step in and forestall him in the 
control of both Central America and the canal. 

“Don Castellon then turned to Belgian promotors, and by liberal conces- 
sions succeeded at last in forming a company there andenlistin g the patronage 
of the King. No money was forthcoming, however, and so the Nicaraguan 
conservatives, _——- another of their agents, M. Marcoleta, Nicaragua's 
chargé d’affaires in Belgium, began to lay plans for enlisting the attention 
of Louis Napoleon Bonaparte, the rising star of European politics, who was 
then a political prisoner in the fortress of Ham. 

“This enthusiast became at once mightly interested in the canal project, 
and it was soon arranged that he should be allowed to organize a canal com- 
pany in Europe to be called La Canale Napoleone de Nicaragua. Upon his 
escape from Ham, on May 25, 1846, Napoleon proceeded at once to London, 
and there wrote his famous pamphlet on the canal question, in which he 
advocated the Nicaraguan route. The canal, as he laid it out, was to go up 
the bed of the San Juan, across the lakes, over the 7 in the north, and 
down. the valley of the Estero Real to the Gulf of Fonseca. Napoleon had 

nd ideas on the transit question, and a keen perception of the part it was 

estined to play in European and American politics. 

“Tt may not be out of place, therefore, to quote his own words here: 

“*The State of Nicaragua can become, better than Constantinople, the 
necessary route of the great commerce of the world, and is destined to attain 
an extraordinary de: of prosperity and grandeur. 

“*France, England, and Holland have a great commercial interest in the 
establishment of a communication between the two oceans, but Englxnd has, 
more than the other powers, a political interest in the execution of this proj- 
ect. England will see with pleasure Central America becoming a powerful 
and flourishing State, which will establish a balance of power by creating in 

ish America a new centerof active enterprise, powerful enough to give 
rise to a great feeling of nationality, and to prevent, by backing Mexico, 
any further encroachments from the north.’ 

‘This monograph of Napoleon'sattracted widespread attention in Europe, 
and nowhere more particularly than in England. The Royal Geographical 
Society there had kept itself informed all along in regard to the surveys thus 
far made on the Isthmus, but in every case had been disappointed in the re- 

rts. Asa result of these surveys the English were at least convinced in 

eir own minds—and, in fact, Lord Palmerston had already so declared be- 
fore Parliament—that a canal across the Isthmus of Panama was impossible. 
But when Napoleon’s plans were presented to Admiral Fitzroy, Her Majesty's 
hydrographer, for detailed examination, he was more favorably impressed 
with this route and reported favorably to the Government. 
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“From this time on the British capitalists and their Government per- 
sistently kept their attention fixed upon the Nicaragua route and were never 
afterwards to be seriously influen by either French or American schemes 
in Tehuantepec, Panama, or Darien. 

“English interest in Nicaraguan affairs had in the meantime become 
aroused in quite a different but a much more practical way, as we have now 
tosee. All canal ae up to this had been but dreams of enthusiasts or 
schemes of irresponsible speculators. Politics now began to enter into the 
question again, and its evolution became at once more interesting.” 

During this period, from 1825 to 1838, the British Government sought to 
establish colonies and possessions that would give her the military control 
of the strategic points in Central America. She took warnings from the 
declarations of A and Clay, in 1825, as to a waterway across the Ameri- 
can Isthmus, and begun to exercise dominion at Belize and a protectorate 
over the Mosquito Indians along the eastern coast of Nicaragua, including 
the mouths of the San Juan River, contrary to the understanding of all mari- 
time powers that Indian tribes in an independent American State were sub- 
jects of such States and could not make treaties with European powers. 

In that act, followed by others equally as unjustifiable, Great Britain 
demonstrated her pu to check the growth and the expansion of the 
United States and their commerce on the Western Hemisphere, and with 
wise forecast she selected the Nicaragua route as the ofly one that would 
one her dominion of the seas, and rejected the Panama route as being 

sible. 
hen our boundaries were extended to the Pacific, she was ready with 
the protectorate at the Lower San Juan River to block the way of access to 
our possessions in Oregon and California. 

In these events the repression of the canal projects in the United States 
had their origin and their sway for more than fifty years through the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty, which was, in fact, abrogated by the courage and statesman- 
ship of William McKinley, in an act which politicians of his party have 
steadily endeavored to nullify, namely, the agreements with Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica of the 2d of December. 1900. 

McKin!'ey is gone, and this, his highest monument, is being torn down by 
iconoclastic hands, under delusions that are so wild and frantic that they 
suggest the vagaries of unbalanced powers of reasoning. 

1538: Charles Biddle was sent to Nicara by President Jackson to in- 
quire as to a canal oa Nicaragua and to obtain concessions there. 

The mission of Biddle having proved futile, citizens of the United States 
memorialized Congress, January, 1838 (Doc. No. 145, pp. 227), toopen navigable 
communications between the two oceans by means of a ship canal across the 
Isthmus, and on March 2, 1899, Mr. Mercer's committee reported a resolution 
requesting the President (Van Buren) to ascertain the practicability of con- 
structing a ship canal across the Isthmus, and of securing forever, by suitable 
treaty stipulations, the free and equal right of navigating the to all 
nations on payment of reasonable tolls. 

1839 (Stephens): In compliance with this resolution the President sent John 
L. Stephens on a confidential mission to Central America. After a careful 

rsonal examination of the country and a critical study of the surveys of 
iuieut. John Baily, made for the Nicaraguan Government in 1837-38, he re- 
ported. Speaking of Nicaragua, he says: ‘‘I am authorized to state that the 
physical obstructions of the country present no impediment to the accom- 
plishment of this work. A canal large enough for the of boats of the 
usual size could be made at a trifling expense.” (P. 214, House Report No. 
145, 30th Cong., 2d sess.) 

He adds: “I would not of it with sectional or even national feeling; 
but if Europe is indifferent, it would be a glory e conquest of 
kingdoms to make the test enterprise ever attempted by human force 
entirely our own work” (p.219). See also 224 to 225 for the statements 
of Humboldt’s conclusions, taken from the American Quarterly Review, 
to wit: 

“Of all these schemes, that by the Lake of Nica seems to have offered 
most facilities and to have occupied the grea share of recent atten- 
tion,” etc. 

1840: From 1839 to 1842 the United States was occupied in settling the north- 
western boundary question with Great Britain, but the diplomatic conflict as 
to the conduct of Great Britain in the coast countries of the Caribbean Sea 
was conducted in a mild way. 


FRENCH EFFORTS TO OPEN CANAL. 


1844: In 1844 the Nicaraguan minister to Paris requested Louis Philippe to 
establish a protectorate and build the canal. As a consequence, after his 
‘escape from Ham on May 25, 1846, Louis proceeded to London and wrote his 
famous pamphlet favoring the Nicaragua route, in which he said: “‘ The State 
of Nicaragua can become, better than Constantin le, the necessary route of 
the great commerce of the world, and is destined to attain an extraordinary 


degree of penperey and grandeur.” 

“When Ni apoleon’s plans were presented to Her Majesty's hydrographer, 
Admiral Fitzroy, he reported favorably — it to his Government. (Vide 
Keasbey, p. 163, Ecllowe by British efforts to seize.) 


THE CANAL SITUATION FROM 1845 TO 1852—THE PRACTICAL EFFECT OF THE 
CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY ON THE CANAL POLICY OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 


The United States was committed by the eet her outy to the 

policy of constructing an isthmian canal through the organization and capital 

of private companies, «nd against the policy of Government control and 

———- of such a canal, unless it should be in connection with Great 
itain. 

This was the question raised in the su uent Frelinghuysen-Zalaya 
treaty, in which Mr. Arthur's Administration, following the lead of President 
Grant and Mr. Hayes’s Administration, struck out boldly and without con- 
sulting Great Britain for the sovereign and unqualified right of the United 
States to make any treaty she might choose with the sovereign Republic of 
Nicaragua and Costa Rica without the consent of any other nation; and it 
was on that question that I concurred with President Arthur, and I still oc- 
cupy that position. It was on that rock that Mr. McKinley anchored the 
foundation of the monument of his noblest fame, with a courageand honesty 
that shows my successor and his late pea. who now defame his memo: 
with the suggestion that he followed an illusion and that his loftiest idea 
“did not mean business.” They now present business end of the canal 
qnestion, and the country is already writhing r the s of the hornet. 

The proposition can not be ted or ignored that the United States is 
fully committed to the — of sole, exclusive, and perpetual right to 
° control, and regulate any isthmian canal that is to be constructed under 
our ines enacted by Congress with the money of our le, and this com- 
— is tr and made conclusive by the ra n of the Hay-Paun- 

‘ote treaty. 

1849: On February 28, 1849, Hon. J. A. Rockwell reported to Congress in 
favor of a canal, and on the 17th of March Messrs Brown & Co. organ- 
ized to build one at Nicaragua. Another company was nized the same 
year, September 23, by Cornelius Vanderbilt, Joseph L. te, and others, 
under the name of the American Atlantic and c Ship Canal Company, 
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for the same purpose, under the Hise treaty, which was signed June 21, but 
not ratified because of foreign intervention. Tigre Island was seized, and 
the mye negotiations were likewise set aside by the powers which con- 
cluded the Clayton-Bulwer compact. The discovery of gold in California led 
to the construction of the Panama Railroad by citizens of the United States 
and to the formation of the Accessory Transit Company, via Nicaragua, 
under the management of Commodore Vanderbilt. 


WORK BEGUN UNDER THE VANDERBILT CONCESSION — INSTRUMENTAL 


SURVEYS. 

1852 (Childs): In March, after a careful physical survey of the Nica- 
ragua route for Vanderbilt, Col. O. W. Childs, C. E., submitted his mg 
on the practicability of the poctent. This report has been confirmed by 
the many subsequent scientific investigations which have been made b 
governmentsand ee parties. In the letter of instructions Colonel Chil 
was — full authority to select the best route in these terms: 

“The company do not wish to limit you ree examinations. They wish 
the most feasible line that exists for the ca from ocean to ocean surveyed 
and located, and if these can not be done in the manner pointed out, do them 


mn any other.” 
Asa result of his careful surveys Colonel Childs rted in March, 1852, 
Juan River, Lake 


in favor of a - canal across the Isthmus via the 

Nicaragua, and the Las Lajas and Rio Grande, to Brito on the Pacific, as be- 
ing the best and most practicable, and this is the route now recommended by 
the many scientific commissions, after investigations covering about fifty 
years and including every possible element of calculation and exploration 
affecting tho routes across the American Isthmus. As in the su uent 
work of the Maritime Canal Company, the enterprise and pluck of vate 
citizens of the United States have done more to secure an American isthmian 
canal than the Government has done or ever can or will do. 

The Childs report was pers by Colonel Ebertand Major Turnbull, of 
the United States To phical Engineers, to whom it was referred, as be- 
ing entirely feasible, but the canal was not dug because of financial difficul- 
ties and the confiscation of the transit way by Gen. William Walker, who had 
invaded Nicara and declared himself President. 

On the 16th of July, 1852, the English expe to whom the Government 


| referred the Childs report (Colonel Aldrich, of the Royal Engineers, and Mr. 


James Walker, C. E.), also approved it, but recommended its ealargemont, 
which increased the cost an culty of financing the project. 


THE BEGINNING OF ACTIVE WORK BY THE UNITED STATES. 


1845 to 1848: The result of the war with Mexico forced the United States 
to take up the isthmian-canal question as a measure of protection and of 
governmental and commercial necessity. 

President Jackson, who was very strict in his views of the powers of Con- 
gress as to work of internal improvement by the General Government, had 
foreseen these national necessities when prevailed, and committed his 
Administration to the duty of providing for them by sending Charles Biddle 
to Nicaragua in 1838 to obtain concessions from that Government. He went 
to Panama instead, and converted his public mission into a private specula- 
tion, in the effort to get concessions for himself from Panama. 

Jackson's policy came to the front again, as an imperative necessity, in the 
period of 1845 to 1848. 

In 1845 Texas was annexed, and Great Britain proceeded to strengthen her 
hold on the mouths of the San Juan River, and we began mildly to protest. 

In 1846 we were at war with Mexico. In the same year we opened —— 
tions with New Granada (afterwards called Colombia) for rights of way 
across the Isthmus at Panama. 

The twelve years’ war had prostrated that Government. It was a church 
war between the Jesuits and the Liberals, and the loss of the State of Panama 
was the crux of the issue. To get certain rights of way for our people and 
commerce and certain advan that a New York company sought, of 
which Totten was the head, the United States agreed to guarantee the neu- 
trality of the transit routes, then contemplated, and to rantee the sover- 
eignty and ownership of New Granada over the State of Panama. 

his unp ented guaranty of the sovereignty of a fore power over 
one of its own states stands asa memory of our purpose to chec te British 
policy in the American Isthmus, at any ao of principle, and of the con- 
stitutional attitude of the great American Republic. 

When this treaty was ratified by our Senate in 1848 the railroad concession 
to Totten was under consideration by Colombia and was ratified in June, 
1850. It was in existence when the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was ratified, but 
no work had been done under it. Whether it was annulled by Article X VIII 
of the Clayton-Bulwer vag, so far as the United States is concerned, may 
be an open question, as Lo: Lansdowne has intimated to Mr. Hay, his point 
being t * Central America” in the Clayton Bulwer treaty is not a political 
definition of the scope of that treaty, but a geographical description that in- 
cludes allof isthmian America. 

Here may be room for another Alaskan boundary dispute. 

1849 to 1852: Elijah Hise, a consul, concluded a treaty with Nica: a, the 
best canal treaty we have had with that Government, which was held by 
Mr. ogten as a threat over Great Britain, but was destroyed by the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 

This treaty was concluded June 21, 1849. Mr. E. 8. Squire was sent out to 
supersede Mr. Hise, and on the 23d of September, 1849, he signed a trea 
with Nicaragua, nearly as comprehensive as that negotiated by Mr. Hise, an: 
obtained a concession for br: canal rights from Nicaragua for the Vander- 
bilt company, of New York. : 

This treaty was also Gestroyed. hy the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, but the con- 
cession was recognized in that treaty. 

In submitting the Squire treaty to the Senate for ratification, March 19, 
1850, President Tyler calls attention to the fact that England had taken pos- 
session of about half of the Ni ua route, which he characterized as the 
most eligible route for a ship canal to our territories on the Pacific. (Vide 
Richardson's Public Papers. 


FRELINGHUYSEN TREATY. 


The Frelinghuysen-Zavala treaty was the most important act of the Presi- 
dent of the United States relating to the policy of the Government since the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty, which it reve and ignored as if it had no exist- 
ence. It was the Corning potas in a great national policy of perfect inde- 
pendence in our dealings the subject of an isthmian canal. It therefore 
should receive careful consideration. 

It followed the policy and the attitude of the Government, as shown in the 
terms of the two treaties with acuanie, for canal concessions at Panama 
before we had surveyed that route—one of them concluded by Mr. 
under President Johnson; the other by General Hurlburt, under General 
Grant, as I have already said. 

In these treaties we cemanied and obtained a canal zone 20 miles wide un- 
der our exclusiveand perpetual ener ene all the rights granted were to be 
La and indefeasible” and subject to the military control of the 

nit tes. 


In all our declarations made by Presidents, Secrztaries of State, commis- 
sions, and by resolutions of Congress, down to the time of the conclusion of 
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- treaty, and in the treaties concluded by Hise and 
Buuires be oat ree ie wacky wee ratified, we announced firml 


and without evasion that the United States would supply the money, buil 
own, control. and protect any canal built by that Government on any pert oO: 
the American Isthmus. This wasand isthetrue American doctrine. I think 
it important that this t fact should be kept in mind. 

This national attitude being established on the part of the United States 
with reference to the Nicara route, to which alone the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty applied, I will now invite the attention of the Senate to some contem- 
poraneous conditions at Panama. 

THE MODERN RNTERPRISE OF OPENING THE BARRIERS OF SUEZ AND THE 
AMERICAN ISTHMUS BETWEEN THE GREAT OCEANS. 


Napoleon I, in his cam: in t, projected the reopening of the canal 
from Port Said to Suez, and left an officer in charge of the exploration. 

In 1847 France, England, and Austria sent out a commission to make a 
survey, which reported favorably. Mr. Robert Stephenson, of England, dis- 
sented on the und that the desert sands would up the canal. 

In 1854 Said granted a concession for this canal to M.de Lesseps. In 
1858 the company was formed, which voted to Egypt 15 per cent of the tolls. 
The capitalization was 000,000 francs, afterwards, in 1867, increased by 
loans of, 100,000,000 francs. ‘The canal is 100 miles long. Its width, when dug, 
was 72 feet at bottom, and the depth was 26 feet. It was opened officially 
November 17, 1869, and was practically constructed in eleven years. 

In 1875 Great Britain purc the shares of the Khedive of Egypt, being 
177 out of 400 shares, for $20,000,000. 

Great Britain opposed the construction of the canal, but in six years after 
it was opened she owned an interest in it that since that time has controlled it. 

This great work was an established success while the civil war in the United 
States was at its height, and the whole world turned its attention to this 
triumph of the arts of peace in the Eastern Hemisphere. 

The United States looked on anxiously and, as soon as French and Austrian 

wer was dislodged from Mexico, after the close of the civil war, the great 
fenders 1. our country renewed the effort to open a canal through the Ameri- 
can mus, 

President Grant took this task upon his Administration, and never aban- 
doned it while he lived. He and Mr. McKinley advocated and supported the 
Nicaragua Canal to their latest breath. 


THE DEFIANT CHANGE OF OUR CANAL POLICY IN CONCLUDING THE 
FRELINGHUYSEN TREATY. 


Mr. Frelinghuysen had just come from his earnest debate with the British 
foreign secretary as to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty when he determined to 
assert the rights of the United States and of Nicaragua against the prohi- 
bitions of the treaty, and to show to Great Britain that he had the support of 
ja rot was ority of the American people, and he made his famous treaty 

avala. 

That fact was demonstrated by the vote in the Senate on the question of 
ratification. The treaty was debated, with little intermission, from early in 
December, 1883, to the end of January, 1884, when it wanted but a single vote 
of being ratified by a majority of two-thirds of the Senate. Ina vote of 56 
Senators it seldom occurs that there isa majority of 9 Senators in favor of 
any great measure. 

As representatives of the le, those votes of Senators indicated that 
nearsy two-thirds of the people were in favor of the Panama route, even if it 
should give offense of a serious character to Great Britain. In the rejection 
of the two treaties with Colombia in 1860 and 1871 the like indication was that 
the people by a like large majority were sous to the Panama route, al- 
though the treaty had been concluded with the apepore: of the President, and 
although these treaties contained the grant of the exclusive and perpetual 
right to own, control, and protect a canal at Panama. 


MR. CLEVELAND'S COURSE. 


These three conclusive demonstrations of the will of the people in favor of 
the bold and patriotic stand of Mr. Arthur and Mr. Frelinghuysen in favor 
of Nicaragua and against Panama should have put that question at rest for- 


ever. 

Instead of that, Mr. Cleveland took the matter into his own hands, and on 
the 5th of March, 1885, the day after his first inauguration, he withdrew the 
treaty from the Senate, when a motion for the reconsideration of the vote by 
which it had failed of ratification a vote was pending. 

The power of the President to withdraw a treaty from the Senate without 
ees vote of that body on a motion for leave to withdraw is a proposi- 
tion t can not be maintained, nor is it free from danger to the Republic; 
but the power was exercised by President Cleveland for the following rea- 
sons, sta in his message to the Senate, in which he says: 

“ Maintaining as I do the tenets of a line of precedents from Washington's 
day which proscribe entangling alliances with foreign states, I do not favor 
a policy of acquisition of new and distant territory or the incorporation of 
remote interests with our own. Therefore Iam unable to recommend prop- 
ositions involving paramount privileges of ownership or right outside of 
our own territory, when coupled with absolute and unlimited engagements 
to defend the territorial integrity of the states where such interests lie. 
While the general project to connect the two oceans by means of a canal is 
to be enco Iam of the opinion that any scheme to that end, to be con- 
sidered with favor, should be free from the features alluded to.” 

This doctrine is the reverse of all the declarations of Mr. Cleveland's prede- 
cessors who have Ce en on the subject, including Jefferson, John Quincy 
Adams, Jackson, Polk, and Pierce, and has been condemned by every vote 
the American e have ever given on such a subject. 

Its effect upon the isthmian canal question was the reaffirmation of all the 
provisions of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, which was the actual question in- 
volved in the debate on the ae treaty, and to reinstate the 


hopeless task of building an is canal as a private enterprise, under the 
control of a ration. 
Our people of the South were not disheartened even by this tremendous 


blow, delivered from an arm to which they had given itsonly strength. The | 


South, still prostrate from the wounds and starvation of a long and fierce 
civil war, felt the foot which they believed they had shod “ with the prepara- 
tion of righteousness” when it trampled upon their necks. They shuddered, 
but did not despair, and still looked for deliverance and worked for it. 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY. 


From New York to Richmond, the men who had the courage put their 
slender means into a com to build a canal through Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica, to the amount of 000, and obtained liberal Goncessions. The 

a ion company under a concession from Nicaragua an 
went to work in faith and with =e hopes of success. They were en- 


co’ by members of the Administration—notably by Hon. Wm. C. Whit- 
ney. of the Navy. 
ve companies had been formed, but they did no work. 


Mr. Menocal was chosen as their agent to obtain concessions from Nicara- 
gua, and he succeeded. The Maritine Canal Company had in its stockholders 
a class of men that were nearly all men of honorable national distinction. 


The association afterwards asked that leave of absence be given Mr. Men- 
ocal, who was a naval officer, to act as the chief engineer of the canal. Sec- 
a a. in granting the leave, wrote as follows: 

“The leave is asked for to enable Mr. Menocal to act as chief engineer of 
the Nicaraguan Canal. His services are really necessary tothe undertaking, 
such has been his ane in connection with it in the past, otherwise I 
would not grant the a. but in view of the public importance of the en- 

to our country it is entirely fit to give any one = our power. 
“W. C. WHITNEY.” 


The charter of the Maritime Canal Company to execute this concession 
was afterwards nted by Congress on the basis of American control of the 
canal by authority of the Congress of the United States, in accordance with 
the concessions made by phan and afterwards by Costa Rica, which 
were also made public statutes of those Governments, and were so declared. 

his act was approved by President Cleveland, notwithstanding it created 
“entangling alliances” with Nicaragua and gave Congress supervision over 
that State as a stockholder in the Maritime Canal Company. 

Mr. Menocal in 1880 had made a resurvey of the Childs and Lull routes for 
the Provisional Canal Society, which was his second survey. On the 15th of 
December, 1894, Mr. Chandler, Secretary of the Navy, sent Mr. Menocal out 
to survey the canal route for the Government, He made a survey more in 
detail than any that had ae it, comnpreting the work in April, 1885, 
which was reported to the retary of the Navy in 188. This was his third 
survey of the Nicaragua route. Each survey reaffirmed the feasibility of 
the canal, as established by Childs, on either of seven plans of construction 
eee by engineers, varying as to dimensions, the lockage, and the 
cos’ 


SUEZ CANAL PROFITS. 


When the Maritime Canal Company was chartered by act of Congress, 
Great Britain was receiving very large profits from stock she had purchased 
from the Khedive of Egypt in the Suez Canal. 

The following table, yragared by our Bureau of Statistics, will show the 
value of the Suez Canal, as an investment, during the last thirteen years. 
That stock is now worth 800 per cent on the Bourse in Paris: 


Receipts and expenditures for the years 1891-1902. 








Total Transit Expendi- Net 

Years. receipts. receipts. tures. receipts. 

Francs. Francs. Francs. Francs. 
I i ehinlpili tliat mininnall 86, 866, 914 83, 422,101 86, 275, 021 50, 591, 893 
PE omnedndlinisehitecaiii email 77, 809, 781 74, 452, 436 41, 728, 544 36, O81 , 237 
SE iiidicileedisiisenhis ten cea anbtbic 76, 579, 992 70, 667, 361 35, 964, 455 40, 615, 537 
| Re ae 76, 951, 154 73, 776, 827 24,028, 729 52,922, 425 
iii albtteiits pbitinegnasinhinnss 80, 702, 787 78, 108,717 25, 635, 807 55, 667, 480 
i adsinndG-btiat oinlied minbchis 82, 222, 855 79, 568, 904 25, 913, 806 56, 309, 49 
SE Satdivsbiitinn sauseadints 75, 607, 029 72, 830,545 24, 490, 921 51, 116, 108 
i NGtidusibines dbsibeddebes 87, 906, 255 85, 294, 769 24, 464, 268 63, 441, 987 
ee 94,317,505 | ~ 91,318,772 24, 863, 166 69, 454, 339 
inlets diene datenatindl 93, 451, 408 90, 623, 608 25, 648, 264 67, 808, 189 
SE ilies Unidis cdannlaleda 108, 121,726 | 100,386,397 28, 445, 999 74, 675, 727 
DE ds eck ais eiiipadnmeine 106, 849,760 | 108,720,020 30, 208, 741 | 76,551,019 
Bees £0. Oetanel 6 oncssccc)occccn cccnnes- UE POO ra ccccstewacde ee ae 





4 As against 80,820,000 francs for the corresponding period in 1902 


Our Bureau of Statistics has no complete data as t’: the earnings of the 
Suez Canal earlier than 1891. 

The net profits in 1902 were 17 per cent on the capital, computed on the 
basis of the net earnings after all expenses, including the deepening and en- 
largements of the canal, are deducted as current expenses. 

After thirty-four years of operation we can safely cal-ulate on an equal per- 
centage of profit on an isthmian canal thatis open, with like advantage to sail- 
ing vessels and steamships. Wecan do thiseven if we lower the tolls to half 
the amount collected by the Suez Canal, for the tonnage must be very much 
greater on the American canal. But with the same tonnage and tolls and 
with net dividends of even 5 per cent on $200,000,000, our canal would earn 
$10,000,000 net ee yor 

The rejection of the Frelinghuysen-Zavala treaty was a reaffirmation of 
the ere treaty that seemed to confirm her power to rule the 
future destiny of the United States as her subordinate in commercial pur- 
suits, and the Maritime Canal Company was intended to work in conformity 
to our low estate. 

It can not be necessary to go further to show the interest of Great Britain 
in saving the Suez Canal the great power it gives her in her boasted domin- 
ion of the seas in commercial and war vessels. Yet if ve look deeper into 
this matter we must see that the profit, in cash, as dividends in her stock in 
the canal, is a small part of her actual advantage in the control she exercises 
over it in the board of management as a stockholder. 

Her army in Egyrt, placed there to protect the canal and her line of com- 
munication with India and Australia and her western possessions on this 
continent, is also intended to assert military dominion over the canal, ona 
line from Cyprus to Aden and on to India. ” 

France was strongly disposed to contest this domination of Great Britain 
for less important reasons, but concluded that ‘‘prudence was the better 

_— of valor,” and turned her attention to Panama as the western gate to 
7 commercial enterprise and her acquisitions in the Pacific and in China 
and Siam. 


WHAT THE PANAMA CANAL COMPANY WAS DOING. 


1880 to 1882: In the years 1880 to 1882 the Panama Canal Company was en- 
gaged in establishing its plant at Panama with a recklessness of expenditure 
that has characterized no other public work. Palaces were built on a sea 
marsh for De Lesseps and his son, where foundations were established by 
ere into the marshes boxes of material and machinery bought for the 
canal and which had never been opened. ciemenaale. at an enormous expense, 
were erected and were kept filled with sick officials and laborers. Contracts 
were made that were destructive of the financial interests of the canal; and, 
indeed, a wild orgie of waste and dissipation added thousands to the death list 
and thinned the labor supply, until the price of labor became a heavy dragon 
the progress of the work and few could be found to labor. 


THE EFFECT OF OUR CIVIL WAR ON AMERICAN CANAL ENTERPRISE. 


1864 to 1871: From the death of President Lincoln, April 14, 1865, to the ac- 
cession of President Grant in 1869 the venta? was in aconvulsion of political 
disturbance over many great questions. But the interest of the Government 
in the isthmian was scarcely affected by these perilous conditions. 
But our attention was directed more especially to the building of the Union 
and Central Pacific railroads, which were begun. at the close of the civil war. 
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President Johnson, seeking to avoid the incubus of the Clayton-Bulwer 


, treaty, which he held as not being applicable to the isthmian region in Co- 


lombia, sent out an expedition that recommended the Nicaraguan route as 
being practicable and advantageous to the country. 


TREATIES WITH COLOMBIA MADE BY PRESIDENT JOHNSON IN 1868 AND BY 
PRESIDENT GRANT IN 1870. 


Mr. Seward, when he was Secretary of State, was anxious to the 
scope and to include specific canal concessions in the treaty of 1846-1848 with 
Colombia, knowing that treaty did not confer upon the United States —~ | 
right to construct or own a canal or railroad on the Isthmus of Panama, an 
he sent Hon. Caleb Cushing as minister to Colombia, in 1868, to negotiate 
such an amendment to that treaty. 

Mr. Cushing found the Jesuits in control of the Colombian Government, 
but the Liberals were in the popular majority in the Republic, and he be- 
lieved they would regain power at an early date. He awaited that event. 
and in 1869 he concluded a treaty with Colombia under which the United 
States were to have the soleright of constructing acanal within the territory 
of Colombia, and for this purpose the Colombian Government was to reserve 
_o~ < land across the lothenes for the canal route itself and 10 miles on 
either side. 

This was the first canal zone ever projected, and such a zone, with the right 
of our Congress to legislate for its municipal Soverrepent, is the necess 
corollary to the right of sole ownership and control of the canal by the Uni 
States in any foreign country. ° 

To this great American a and pansies the world owes the plan that 
some day will give trouble in Egypt, for the want of such a provision for gov- 
erning the Suez Canal by the Government that owns the controlling interest. 

In Mr. Cushing's treaty the improvement of the value of lots to be held by 
each Government, in equal alternate parcels, was the chief consideration of 
the concession. 

The canal was to be constructed by the United States Government, and 
its government and control was also to remain in our hands, and for that 
purpose our Government was authorized to employ military forces if the oc- 
casion should arise. 

Colombia was still to retain the “political sovereignty and jurisdiction 
over the canal and territory @ ining thereto,” but only with the pro- 
viso that she should not only w but guarantee to the United States of 
America the ble enjoyment, control, direction, and senangumens of 
the same; and in conclusion it was dec “that the political o 
herein assumed by the United States of America and United States of 
Colombia are permanent and undefeasible.” This is just the reverse of the 
provision of Article IV of the Hay-Concha treaty and the Hay-Herran treaty. 

On the 15th of February, 1869, this treaty was sent to the Senate by the 
President, and it was rejected by that body as being “inadequate.” 

Mr. Cushing anticipated our present eunevensniend under new counsels, 
back number—and I claim the honor of sharing with 
him the recent criticism of the envoy extraordinary and minister _pienipo- 
tentiary of the Republic of Panama, just arrived from his native and ved 
France, and creditor of the Panama Company and legitimate successor 
of the king of the Mosquito tribe of Indians, who had interested their enmity 
toward Nicaragua, has informed the world that I am also out of date as to 
my information about canal facts. 

Tn 1869, General Grant being President, negotiations with Colombia were 
again opened by Mr. Fish, Secre of State, for canal concessions at Pan- 
ama 

y 


but he is out of date—a 


e appointed Gen. Stephen A. Hurlburt, the military as and 


trusted friend of President Grant, as minister to Colombia, especially charged 
with this negotiation. 

On January 26, 1870, General Hurlburt ed a treaty with Colombian au- 
thorities which conferred _on the United States the same righ substan- 
tially, with that negotiated by Mr.Cushing. It ted to the Uni 
the right of constructing and operating. a within the terri of Co- 
lombia, but it looked to an international military control of the and its 


N 
by French enthusiasm to the conviction that France was country to rel 
upon for a canal, and they became indifferent to the Hurlburt treaty, whic 
was rejected by our Sena’ 

These trea’ were far more favorable to the United States than that 
which the Colombian has recently and has suffered to 

rish through its own provisions as to the date of its ratification by the 

lom same SSaenee, Some (beraiione ont bene for a new treaty with a 
larger dot for the bride-elect, but she was sud: y found to be ineligible for 
the union with Uncle Sam, because the Panamistas had married her secretly 
to the New Panama Canal Company. The marrage contract was drawn by 
Mr. Cromwell, and all prepara’ were notified to our President, who was 
to be the godfather to the heir a t. Sefior Don Bruno-Varilla was 
chosen as minister pleni tiary to attend the christening. Things had 
gone too far to be and the President, on the question of “decency,” 
could only quote Uncle Toby's excuse, that ‘‘ the bab: small.” 

After our Senate had refused to treat with Colombia even on terms that 
were satisfactory to Mr. Fish and President Grant, before “7s instrumental 
survey of the Panama Canal route had been made, General Grant resolved 
to have all the routes examined by a commission of the lead- 
ing engineers and experts of the United States, so as to get exact informa- 
tion as to their relative merits. 

When they were renerted they disposed of the Panama route as not being 
of any interest to the United States as an investment or as an instrumental- 
it of government, and it was left to Colombia to work out the Panama 
scheme with the money of the French le as best she could. 

A wa’ was kept upon the progress of the Panama Canal 
mpany and France to prevent that Government from assuming any 


oC 
conmeal at that project. 
troubles and called on France for 


When that company got into financial 
legislative assistance, by graz' authority to it to raise money bya lottery, 
the movement was strong ecisive in both Houses of ee So ware 
France that such interference would be regarded by the United States as “‘an 
unfriendly act.”’ 
France desisted for the time and disclaimed any pape of exerting its 
wers to aid that company,and our Secretary of State, Mr. Evarts, ressed 
is satisfaction and the incident was closed. of the Houses 
on this matter were presented to the Senate in reports of its committee. 


France has not kept as appears the record, but the collapse 
See preven’ necessity of a diplomatic inquiry into the 
su 


THE CONCURRENCE OF GREAT EVENTS. 


1869: In 1869 the Suez Canal and the Union Pacific Railroad were both 
opened and General Grant was elected President, thus giving a new and more 
orous impulse to the American canal. To supply any deficiencies in the 


data he sent Commander Selfridge to make further explorations on the Isth- 
mus in 1870, and at thesame time tched Captain Shufeldt to Tehuantepec 
and Commander Lull to Nicaragua for the same purpose. Lull was accom- 
gat in these surveys as well as those at Panama in 1875 by Comman 

. @. Menocal, civil engineer of the Navy, whose researches have been more 
extensive and thorough than any other engineer. r a detailed statement 
7 several surveys see “The Panama Canal," by J. C. Rodriguez, pp. 19 


In his report, dated October 29, 1870, Commander Selfridge says (p. 24): 
“For these reasons, arrived at after careful investigations, I consider the 
Darien route entirely impracticable for a ship canal,” and on page 31 of the 
same report he concludes: 
“Though the ex tion of 1870 has not won the more glittering reward 
and distinction of finding a successful route for this t enterprise, still, in 
the elimination of three routes from among those to be surveyed in la aying 
open the Isthmus of Darien, the interior of which has rarely been trav 
by white men, and in doing away with the delusion that a pass exists in the 
in of moun that traverse its length ~—S they have fully car- 
ried out the instructions and expectations of the Department.” 


ORIGIN AND PROGRESS OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE NICARAGUAN ROUTE 
AND OPINIONS AS TO ITS IMPORTANCE AND PRAOCTICABILITY—THE COM- 
MISSION SENT BY PRESIDENT GRANT. 

1871: In 1871 President Grant, in the second year of his first term, appointed 
Gen. A. A. Humphreys, then Chief of Engin Capt. Carlisle P.’Patterson, 
the Superintendent of the Coast Survey, and A Ammen, of the Navy, 
a commission to compile and report 7, all the canal data available. The 
commission called to its aid Major McFarland, of the feaginess Corps; Cap- 
tain Heuer, of the Engineers, and Prof. Henry Mitchell, of the Coast Survey, 
who made a personal examination of soe principal routes in question, in com- 
pen with Gen. Jacob Ammen, Capt. J. W. Miller, and Mr. 8. D. Walton, 


The yeetininery report of this commission led to a closer instrumental sur- 
vey of the Isthmus of Panama, which was conducted by Commander Lull, 
assisted by Mr. A. G. Menocalas chief engineer. Lieutenant Collins wasalso 
sent to the Isthmus to report further on the Atrato-Napipi route. All of 
these surveys were completed before the close of the year,andon February 7, 
1876, the final report was submitted, reading as follows: 

“To the President of the United States: 

“The commission appointed by you to consider the subject of communi- 
cation by canal between the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans across, 
over,ornear the Isthmus ———_—s Northand South America have the honor, 
after a long, careful, and minute study of the several surveys of the various 
routes across the continent, unanimously to report: 

“That the route known as the ‘ Nicaragua route,’ beginning on the Atlantic 
side at or near Greytown and extending to what is known as the port of 
Brito, on the Pacific both for the construction and mainte- 
nance of a canal, greater advan and offers fewer difficulties from engi- 
neering, comme: and economic points of view than any one of the other 
routes shown practicable by surveys, sufficiently in detail to enable a 
eigen to be formed of their relative merits, as will be briefly presented 

e appended memorandum. * * * 

“We have the honor to be, with t soupect, your obedient servants,” etc. 

Thus, after four years of inv tion, supplemented by Lull’ssurveys in 
the field, under the direction of the Uni: tates, this high tribunal con- 
cluded that the best and most practicable route was the one via Lake Nica- 
reus. ee Appendix A of Sullivan's report, t D. 148. Also “ The Gateway to 

e Paci 


c,”” Maritime Canal Company pamphlet, p. 9. 
No abler, more impartial, or ast wonthy oom on than this has ever 
of this great subject of the 


considered or re upon any fact or fea 
best route for on iethmia®, omal. 
i © great transcontinental railroads may w 


Congulting e of th t y whisper 
to the President their dissent to this report, but they have not dared to give 
open and manly oxprawes, to such statements. 

The persistent efforts of the French Peon. based upon the prestige of 
De Lesseps and the action of the Paris Congress of i870, in deciding to push 
the work at Panama, finally awakened the Congress of the United States 
to further activity in the form of resolutions, reports of committees, and 
commissions for more information, resulting e assignment of Lieut. 
John T. Sullivan, of the Navy, to compile another report, which was not 
submitted until 1883, and contained no recommendations, but the facts ascer- 
tained were fully confirmatory of the report of the Humphreys commission. 

The report was not, however, transmitted to Congress, General Grant's 
term having expired, until it was called for by resolution of April 15, 1879. 
It was then transmitted on the 18th, without comment or recommendation. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I urge no objection at all to 
oon of the pores resolution. 

r. HANNA. . President, I can not let the eae 
pass without romney portion of the statement of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] with reference to the a of 
the late President McKinley regarding this canal question. If I 
understood the Senator correctly, he stated that President McKin- 
ley up to the time of his death was in favor of the construction 
of an interoceanic canal by the Nicaragua route, and that had he 
lived no doubt a policy would have been carried out resulting in 
the construction of the canal by that route. 

I desire to state that in 1899, when for the first time it came to 
his a that the Panama Canal Company’s property could 
be purchased, President McKinley seriously considered the propo- 
sition; he investigated the question, and the result was that he 
asked this eee through the instrumentality of the Committee 
on Commerce, rt an amendment to the river and harbor 
bill appropriating the sum of $1,000,000 for the further investiga- 
tion of all routes on the Isthmus, with a view of constructing an 
isthmian canal. . ~ 

What I say I say from personal knowledge, obtained in per- 
sonal interviews with the late President as to his ideas and as to 
his future policy. He became so impressed with the importance 
of this question and the eligibility of the Panama ronte that he 
determined, as far as lay in his power, to have a full knowledge 
of all the routes, and in his recommendation to Congress that 
was his sole and desire. 


purpose 
After the appropriation was made and he had obtained au- 
thority to appoint a commission, through frequent conferences 
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with him personally, as I was a member of the committee hav- 
ing charge of the subject, I knew of the interest he felt that all 
possible routes across the Isthmus should be thoroughly investi- 
gated, and in the selection of that, Commission he was extremely 
careful. He took plenty of time, diligently inquired into the rep- 
utation and fitness of every man who was an for « place 
on that Commission, 

was completed he felt that as far as lay in his power he had done 
his whole duty to secure the aid advice of the best talent 
which the country afforded for such a purpose. It was his inten- 
tion, so far as his policy was concerned, to be guided by the re- 
port of that Commission. 

As to the alleged change of ee ayn the death of President 
McKinley, the present Seeesiies made no change, because 
President Mc had decided to follow the advice which might 
be given by the Commission of his own creation as tothe ultimate 
route to be established in the construction of that canal. 

I make this statement because I am unwilling under the present 
situation that such statements as have been made by the Senator 
from Alabama should go before the country when I know to the 


contrary. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senator speaks from per- 
sonal conversations _ oe hes ceoting omeaee eer no 
opportunity in w o in any form. no per- 
sonal or political intimacy with Presi McKinley that would 
have justified me in asking him his private opinions —_ any 

uestion. I go upon his record—his public record—and his pub- 

c record was that he did, in 1899, recommend the appointment 
of this Commission; that on November 30, 1900, the Commission 
made their report to him, and that on the next morning he made 
the agreement—the solemn compact with Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica. Therefore he had become convinced of the correctness of 
the report of this Commission which he had selected with such 
great care in the effort to secure wise, just, honorable. and up- 
right men, so that he could afford to stand on what they said. 
No Panama canal company had intervened at that time, except 
with certain temptations, which he scoffed at and scorned. He 
thereupon took matters in his own hands, as a great and good 
man ought to do, and decided it by a protocol, which was just as 
obligatory as the protocols under which he decided all the ques- 
tions of the great Chinese imbroglio. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. President, in 4 to that statement, I 
have only to say, in confirmation of what I have said before, that 
President was wi to abide by the decision of the 
Commission. On the first re of that Commission, when the 
price for the property of the Panama Canal Company was fixed 
at $104,000,000, it was decided to stand by the report in favor of 
Nicaragua. Butwhen it is said that President McKinley thought 
that the Nicaragua Canal route was the better route, I know to 
the contra It was the question of price and the conditions 
under which that price was made to this Government that led to 
the protocol of which the Senator speaks, 

r. MORGAN. The Senator can not get up a personal issue 
with me about this matter. I have not stated what Mr. McKin- 
ley said, except what he said on the record. The Senator has 
stated things that nobody ever heard of but himself. I do not 
take issue with his statements so far as they do not take issne 
with what I have stated. 

Mr. HANNA. If the Senator will permit me, then, I want to 

making this statement upon my own 


. M AN. You are welcome to do that. 
Mr. HANNA. All I ask is to have the statement go before the 


country. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to that. I go on Presi- 
dent McKinley’s record, and the Senator goes on what President 
ae 7 stated to him privately, neither being in contradiction 
of the other. 

Mr. SPOONER. Before the Senator from Maine [Mr. Harr], 
who has charge of this resolution, left the Chamber he requested 
me, when the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moraan] had con- 
cluded, to ask that the resolution go over until to-morrow imme- 
diately after the routine morning business, and he also asked me 
to make the same request as to the motion which is pending, 
made by him, to reconsider the vote by which the resolution in- 
troduced by the Senator from Neyada [Mr. New Lanps] inviting 
Cuba to become a State was sent to the Committee on Relations 
with Cuba. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GauuincerR in the chair). 
Is — objection to the request made by the Senator from Wis- 
Mr. GORMAN. Of course I am taken by se at the sug- 

made to postpone the adoption of the resolution in regard 
the appointment of committees. For reasons which Senators 
will understand the postponement of the consideration 


of the resolution until to-morrow might possibly, in the event of 
XXXVII——30 








a single objection being then made, take this matter over until a 
very late da 


y, which would be a matter of great injustice to those 
gentlemen who have been recently assigned to committees. It is 
well ¢ under a resolution, which was rather extraordi- 
nary, the committees of the last Congress were continued: that 
they are acting; that the minority, at least, of this body have 
only been made assignments on this list, and that, while in one 
or two cases Senators are acting on committees, they are doing so 
only by sufferance. It may be, unless we can have unanimous 
consent that this resolution shall be voted on to-morrow and with- 
out objection from anybody—— 

Mr. SPOONER. If there is the slightest doubt about that I 
hope the Senator from Maryland will ask unanimous consent that 
the resolution be voted on to-morrow, or I shall do so. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust that that will be done; otherwise it would 
leave gentlemen who have been assigned places on committees 
really without authority to act for the next eight or ten days. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will yield to me for that pur- 


pose—— 

Mr.GORMAN. Will the Senator pardon me a moment further? 
Ido not believe there is the slightest question about the commit- 
tees themselves. Assignments have m made by each side of 
the Chamber, and there is no controversy about any place except 
one, which we are not asking to have a vote on specifically; but 
under conditions which we all understand I had hoped that the 
matter would be disposed of to-day. It is due toSenators on both 
sides, I believe, and unless there is some real reason to the con- 
trary I confess I think the matter ought to be disposed of at the 
moment; but if not, it certainly ought to be understood that the 
vote will be taken to-morrow without objection, and that I know 
is an extraordi and unusual request. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, what the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Gorman] has said makes it proper that I should say 
this much: The Senator from Maine [Mr. Haxz] sent to me in 
the cloakroom and said he was unexpectedly obliged to leave the 
Chamber, and as additional resolutions needed to be presented in 
connection with this matter were not prepared, he requested me, 
when the Senator from Alabama had concluded his remarks, to 
ask that the matter go over until to-morrow. I do not suppose 
there is in the mind of anybody the slightest controversy or thought 
of the possibility of controversy or delay, and I ask unanimous 
consent of the Senate—because I quite agree with the Senator 
from Maryland—that to-morrow, at the conclusion of the routine 
morning business, the resolution be taken up and voted upon. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator if he means by 
that that the resolution be voted upon without debate? Does he 
mean by that to cut off any suggestion of any kind? 

Mr. GORMAN. There are no suggestions. 

Mr. BACON, The Senator from Maine might desire to make 
some, 

Mr. SPOONER. Iask that the resolution be voted upon be- 
fore the Senate adjourns to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Wisconsin, that before the adjourn- 
ment of the Senate to-morrow a vote be taken on the resolution 
= committees? The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 

ered. 

Mr. SPOONER. I made a further request that the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the joint resolution inviting Cuba 
to become a State of the American Union was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Relations with Cuba lie over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none, and 
the motion to reconsider will lie over. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. KEAN. I ask unanimous consent to submit at this time a 
report from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 

snses of the Senate. 

1e PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
report will be received. — 

r. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. Proctor] on the 23d instant, to report it without amend- 
ment, and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The resolution was con by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and the samc is here- 
by, authorized to employ during the Fifty-eighth Co: a stenographer, 
from time to timo as may be mecessary, to such hearings as may be 
had by the committee or its subcommittees in connection with any matter 
which may be before the committee, and to have the same printed for its use; 
that it may sit the sessions of the Senate or during the periods of its 
adjournment; that it may summon such witnesses as may be necessary to 
appear before the committee, and that any expense in connection with the 
foregoing, or expenses that may already have m incurred for these pur- 

du — Fifty-eighth Congress, shall be paid out of the contingent 
d of the Senate. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seventeen minutes 8 nt 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock 
and 25 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, November 25, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 

Executive nominations received by the Senate November 24, 1908. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY—JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL’S DEPART- 
MENT. 

Lieut. Col. Edgar S. Dudley, judge-advocate, to be judge-advo- 
cate with the rank of colonel, November 22, 1903, vice Hunter, re- 
tired from active service. 

Maj. a M. Dunn, judge-advocate, to be judge-advocate 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, November 22, 1903, vice Dud- 
ley, promoted. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY—INFANTRY ARM. 

Corpl. Manfred Lanza, Fourth Battery, Field Artillery, to be 

second lieutenant, to rank from October 9, 1903. 


TRANSFER IN THE ARMY. 

Second Lieut. Henry W. Bunn, Tenth Infantry, from the In- 
fantry Arm to the Artillery Corps, with rank from October 9, 
1903. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 


To be assistant surgeons in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
(junior grade), from the 7th day of June, 1900. 

Thomas McC. Lippitt. 

Barton L. Wright. 

Ralph W. Plummer. 

Henry E. Odell. 

James 8. Taylor. 

Joseph A. Murphy. 

John T. Kennedy. 

Karl Ohnesorg. 

Charles N. Fiske. 

These nominations are made to correct an error in the date from 
which the officers named are to take rank, as confirmed on April 
2, 1902. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander Charles T. Forse to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 11th day of October, 1903, vice Capt. Bowman H. McCalla, 
promoted. 

P. A. Paymaster WalterT. Camp to be a paymaster in the Navy 
fom an 29th day of October, 1903, vice Paymaster Stewart Rhodes, 

ecease 

First Lieut. John N. Wright to be aca in the United States 
Marine Corps from the 3d day of March, 1903, vice First Lieut. 
William W. Low, who failed | to qualify ‘for promotion and was 
suspended for one year. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate November 24, 1908. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Charles H. Keep, of New York, to be Assistant Secretary of 

the Treasury. 
CONSULS-GENERAL. 

Herman R. Dietrich, of Missouri, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Guayaquil, Ecuador. 

William R. Holloway, of Indiana, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Halifax, Nova Scotia. 

William A. Rublee, of Wisconsin, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Vienna, Austria. 

John W. Riddle, of Minnesota, to be agent and consul-general 
of the United States at Cairo, Egypt. 

CONSULS. 

Louis H. Aymé, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at 
Para, Brazil. 

Robert Woods Bliss, of New York, to be consul of the United 


' States at Venice, Italy. 


Theodore J. Biutharat, - Illinois, to be consul of the United 
States at Barmen, German 

William Harrison Bradley, of Illinois, to be consul of the United 
States at Manchester, a. 

Harlan W. Brush, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Milan, Italy. 

Francis B. Keene, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United 
States at Florence, Italy. 


James A. Le Roy, of Michigan, to be consul of the United 
States at Durango, Mexico. 

Clair A. Orr, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at 
Barranquilla, Colombia. 

Julian Potter, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Nassau, New Providence, Bahamas. 

William P. Smyth, of Missouri, to be consul of the United 
States at Tunstall, England. 

GENERAL APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Eugene G. Hay, of Minnesota, to be general appraiser of mer- 
chandise. 


ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE, 


Harwood Huntington, of New York, to be assistant appraiser 
¢ ee in district of New York, in the State of New 
or 
Robert A. Olivier, of Louisiana, to be assistant appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 
COINER. 
William J. Brophy, of Louisiana, to be coiner of the mint of 
the United States at New Orleans, La. 
ASSISTANT UNITED STATES TREASURER. 
Clarence 8S. Hebert, of Louisiana, to be assistant treasurer of 
the United States at New Orleans, La. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 
Frederick C. Smith, of Minnesota, to be an assistant surgeon in 
_ Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
tates. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 
Joseph A. Gill, of Indian Territory, to be judge of the United 
States court of the northern district of the Indian Territory. 
PENSION AGENT. 
Jesse B. Fuller, of California, to be pension agent at San Fran- 
cisco, Cal. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Albert L. Pierce, of Mississippi. to be collector of customs for 
the district of Vicksburg, in the State of Mississippi. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE: NAVY. 
Commander Charles T. Forse to be captain. 
P. A. Paymaster Walter T. Camp to be paymaster. 
First Lieut. John N. Wright to be captain in the Marine Corps. 
POSTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA, 
Jesse W. Barnes to be postmaster at Andalusia, in the county 
or m and — of Alabama. ies 'e 
to postmaster at Geneva, e county of 
Geneva and State of Alabama. v 
CALIFORNIA. 
Walter M. Avis to be postmaster at Pomona, in the county of 
Los Angeles and State of California. 
GEORGIA. 
Thomas W. Brimberry to be postmaster at Camilla, in the 
county of Mitchell and State of Georgia 
John W. Evans to be postmaster at lichen in the county of 
Worth and State of Georgia. 
Fred Feltham to be postmaster at Boston, in (the county of 
Thomas and State of Georgia. 
Cicero F. Harrison to be postmaster at Sandersville, in the 
county of Washington and State of Georgia. 
Virginia W. Henderson to be postmaster at Oxford, in the 
county of Newton and State of Georgia. 
ILLINOIS. 


Erich H. Buente to be postmaster at Venice, in the county of 
Madison and State of Illinois. 
ter at Rushville, in the county 


William W. Colt to be 
of Schuyler and State of 
INDIAN dinititi: 


Louis M. Merritt to be postmaster at Roff, in the Chickasaw 
Nation, Ind. T. 
IOWA. 


Frank B. Tibbitts to be pemmpenter at Hopkinton, in the county 
of Delaware and State of low 
MARYLAND. 
J. Henry Cover to be ieee at Thurmont, in the county of 
Frederick and State of Maryland 
Edward 8. Furbush to be postmaster at Berlin, in the county of 


Worcester and State of Maryland. 
Alonzo R. Spitzer to be r at Brunswick, in the county 
of Frederick and State of land, 
Harry K. Startzman to be postmaster at Hagerstown, in the 
county of Washington and State of Maryland. 
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Washington G. Tuck to be postmaster at Annapolis, in the 
county of Anne Arundel and State of Maryland. 


MINNESOTA. 
John W. Gish to be postmaster at Waterville, in the county of 
Lesueur and State of Minnesota. 
MISSISSIPPI. 


Bennett A. Truly to be postmaster at Fayette, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Mississippi. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Henry W. Edsall to be postmaster at Hamburg, in the county 
of Sussex and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. 
William G. Davry to be postmaster at Mechanicsville, in the 
county of Saratoga and State of New York. 
John G. Ward to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county of 
-Washington and State of New York. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
Claudius D. Holland to be aster at Gastonia, in the county 
of Gaston and State of North Carolina. 
Ella C. Peace to be tmaster at Oxford, in the county of 
Granville and State of North Carolina. 
a T. Person to be postmaster at Wilson, in the county 
of Wilson and State of North Carolina. 
Elisha C. Terry to be master at Hamlet, in the county of 
Richmond and State of North Carolina, 
OHIO. 
William R. Tyler to be postmaster at Huron, in the county of 
Erie and State of Ohio. 
OKLAHOMA. 


L. N. Bushorr to be postmaster at Pawnee, in the county of 
Pawnee and Territory of Oklahoma. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
John B. Branagan to be tmaster at Charleroi, in the county 
of Washington and State of Pennsylvania. 
: SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Wilmot L. Harris to be —— at Charleston, in the county 
of Charleston and State of South Carolina. 
. VIRGINIA. 
William M. Adams to be postmaster at Norton, in the county of 
Wise and State of Virginia. 
William T. Tillar to be postmaster at Emporia, in the county 
of Greenesville and State of Virginia. 
WASHINGTON. 
Francis M. Lighthizer to be tmaster at Harrington, in the 
county of Lincoln and State of Washington. 
Nelson Rich to be postmaster-at Prosser, in the county of Ya- 
kima and State of Washington. 
WYOMING. 
Frank 8. Knittle to be postmaster at Donglas, in the county of 
Converse and State of Wyoming. 
William P. Webster to be postmaster at Cody, in the county of 
Bighorn and State of Wyoming. 





ISLE OF PINES. 
The injunction of secrecy was removed on November 24, 1908, 


from a cee the United States and Cuba, signed on July 
5, less, for the adjustment of title to the ownership of the Isle of 
es. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuESDAY, November 24, 1903. ° 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, November 20, was 
read and approved. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad- 
ourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Friday next, and on that I ask 
or uestion. 
tr. DE ARMOND. Mr. 
The SPEAKER. [For what p does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. DE ARMOND. LI rise for the purpose of asking the gentle- 
man from New York a question. 


The SP Does the gentleman from New York yield to 


or—— 
e 


the gentleman from Missouri? 

= PAYNE. Well, Mr. Speaker, no debate isin order on this 
motion. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I understand that. 

Cg SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York declines to 


Mr. DE ARMOND. Does he decline to yield, Mr. Speaker? 
He simply =ae that no debate is in order on this proposition. 


Mr. PA Well, what is the gentleman's proposition? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. What I wish to ask is something about 
the p of the House with reference to adjournment. Weall 
know what they have done over in the Senate, and that the work of 
the extraordinary session is reallyended. I would like to ask the 
gentleman what is the purpose of the House in reference to it? 

Mr. PAYNE. Perhaps the gentleman from Missouri has had 
some communication from the Senate. I have had none, I do 
not know that there is any desire on the part of the Senate to ad- 
ee they desire it or not. suppose the House of 

presentatives is capable of determining even so momentous a 
question as that. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New 
York has given no information on the subject. I suppose he has 
learned from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, as I have, that the 
Senate, by unanimous consent, has laid over until the regular ses- 
sion the bill which we have ed and sent to them. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, Mr. Secoler, if we are to have any debate 
on this, we had better have some definite arrangement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. And upon that, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
yeas and nays. If the gentleman from New Yorkis afraid to say 
= = majority proposes to do, let us see what they say on the 
roll call, 

The question was taken; and the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the calling of the roll, the Chair 
lays before the House the following personal requests: 

\ LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CroMER, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. TaYLor, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ScarBorouGH, for five days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Houiiiay, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Cocuran, for two weeks, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Stevens of Minnesota, indefinitely, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. Gup@eER, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR THE DEAF AND DUMB, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resignation: 


WASHINGTON, November 20, 1903. 
Sir: I hereby resign from the board of directors of the Columbia Institu- 


tion for the Deaf and Dumb. 
Very respectfully, 


To the SPEAKER. 


GrorGE B. McCLELLAN. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the 
gentleman from New York for the previous question. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 120, nays 103, 
answered “‘ present ’’ 6, not voting 154, as follows: 


YEAS—120. 
Adams, Pa. Dwight, Jenki Parker, 
Adams, Wis. Esch, Jones, Wash. Payne, 
Allen, Foster, Vt. Kennedy, Pearre, 
Babcock French, Ketcham, Prince, 
Bartholdt, Gaines, W.Va. Kinkaid, Reeder, 
Bede, Gardner, Mich. Kyle, Roberts, 
Bingham, Gardner, N. J Lacey, Rodenberg, 
Bisho: Gibson, Lafean, Scott, 
Boutell, Gillet, N. Y. Lawrence, Sherman, 
Bowersock, Gillett, Cal. Littauer, Sibley, 
Bradley, Gillett, Mass. am, Slemp, 
Brandegee, Graff, Loud, Smith, Samuel W. 
Brooks, Grosvenor, McCarthy, Southard 
Brown, Wis Hamilton, McCleary, Minn. Southwick, 
Burke, 8S. Dak. Haskins, McLachlan, Spalding, 
Burkett, Haugen, MeMorraa, Sperry 
Burleigh, Hemenway, Mann, Stafford, 
Butler, Pa. Hepburn, Martin Steenerson, 
Calderhead, Hermann, Metcal?, Sulloway, 
Campbell, Hildebrant, Miller, Tawney, 
Conner, Hill, Conn. Minor, Thomas, Iowa 
Cooper, Wis. Hinshaw, Mondell, Volstead 
Cousins, Hitt, Moon, Pa. Vreeland, 
Crumpacker, Hoge: Murdock, Wachter, 
Curtis, Ho day Needham, Wanger 
Daizell, Howell, Utah Norris, Warnock, 
Da h, Huff, Olms Wiley, N. J. 
Davis, Minn. Hull, Otis, Williamson, 
Dick, Humphrey, Wash. Otjen, Wilson, Ill. 
Dovener, Jackson, Ohio er, Young. 

NAYS—108. 
Ada Birdsall, Burleson, Cooper, Tex. 
Aiken, wers, Burnett, Cowherd, 
Baker, Bowie. Byrd, Davey, La. 
Bartlett, Brantley Cassingham, Davis, Fla. 
Beall, Tex. roussa Clark, De Armond, 
Benny, Brundidge, Clayton, Dinsmore, 
Benton, Burgess, Cochran, Dougherty, 
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Emerich, Hunt, Macon, Shober. 
Field, James, Maynard, . 
Fitzgerald, Johnson, Meyer, La. 
Garber, Kehoe, Moon, Tenn. Smith, Ky. 
Garner, Keliher Patterson, Tenn. Spight, 
Gillespie, Lamar, Mo, Pierce, Stephens, Tex. 
Granger, Lamb, Pujo Sullivan, N. ¥. 
Gress. Legare, Randell, Tex. Sulzer, 
Hanlin, Lester, Rhea, Swanson, 
Hardwick, Lever, Richardson, Tenn. Tate, 
Harrison, Lind, Rixey, Thomas, N.C, 
y Li ys Robinson, Ark. Trimble, 
He Tex. Little, Robinson, Ind. U 
Hill, Miss. tar ingeton, Rucker, Van Duzer, 
Hitchcock, Lio: Russell, Wallace, 
Hopkins rews, R wane 
Howell, Pa. McClellan, Shackleford, Wilson, N. ¥. 
Hughes, N.J. McDermott, eee, Wynn. 
Humphreys, Miss. McLain, Sherley, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—4, 
Cassel, Gaines, Tenn. Wade, Zenor. 
Denny, Griffith, 
NOT VOTING—1M. 
Acheson, Fi trick, Littlefield, Shafro 
Alexander, Flack, Livernash, Shiva” 
Badge ss i Skiles 
r, . Loudenslager, 
Bankhea Lovering, 
a a, Foster, Il sackine. Smale Th 
8, . eCall, 
Beidler. Fuller, McCreary, Pa. Smith, Wm. Alden 
‘ 1 Gardner, Mass. McNary, th, N 
Gil Maddox, 
Brick, G Mahon, Smith; Tex. 
wn Mahoney, 
Brownlow, Goldfogle, Marsh, n0o 
Buckman, ; Marshall, Southall 
Burk, Pa Goulden, I 
Burton, Greene, Morgan, Stanley, 
Butler, Mo Griggs, — Sterling, 
" Hearst, Nevin, Sullivan, Mass. 
Capron, » tt, 
, Pa. Henry, Conn. Padgett, Taylor, 
m, Page, Thayer, 
Cromer, Howard Patterson, N.C. Thom 
Crowley, Howell, W. J. Patterson, Tirrell, 
H es,W.Va. Perkins, Townsend, 
Cushman, Jackson, Md. Porter, Vandiver. 
Daniels, — Va. ‘ou, ‘an oorhis, 
Davidson, K n,Claude Powers, Me Wi orth, 
Dayton, Kitchin, Wm. Powers, Mass. Warner, 
Deemer, Kline, —— Watson, 
Dickerman, Kluttz, Ran ell, La. ‘Webb, 
Dixon, EK ‘ id, ‘eems, 
Douglas, 4 m, Ala. Weisse, 
pee. Lamar, Fla. Rider, Wiley, Ala. 
Dresser, Landis, Chas.B. Robb, Williams, Miss 
Dri Landis, Frederick Robertson, La. Wood 
Dunw Lanning, paaet, Wright. 
Evans, Lewis, Scarborough, 
Finley, Lilley, Scudder, 
So the pending question was ordered. 
The following’ pairs were announced: 


For the remainder of this session: 

Mr. DEEMER with Mr. SHULL. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. Brick with Mr. Zznor. 

Mr. Suiru of Pennsylvania with Mr. GupGER. 
Mr. Knorr with Mr. WEISSE. 

Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. SLAYDEN, 
Mr. BaTEs with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. SNapp with Mr. CaLDWELL. 

Mr. BRADLEY with Mr. GoULDEN. 

Mr. CASSEL with Mr. Gooou. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. THaveEr. 

Mr. Smira of Iowa with Mr. Wank. 

Mr. Evans with Mr. Rarsry. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. Mrers of Indiana, 
Mr. Li?TL&FIeLD with Mr. SMALL. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Manon with Mr. Hovusron. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. Denny, 
Mr. Knapp with Mr. Kivutrz. 

Mr. Burk of Pe lvania with Mr. Fioop. 
Mr. Forpyery with Mr. Jongs of Virginia. 

Mr. Powrrs of Maine with Mr. Garnes of Tennessee, 
Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. ee of 


Mr. WaRNER with Mr. Fosrer of Illinois, 

Mr. Buckman with Mr. GruBErRT. 

Mr. CroMER with Mr. Grurriru. 

Mr. GREENE with Mr. McNary. 

Mr. TimRELL with Mr. SuLuiivan of Massachusetts, 
Mr. Driscoi. with Mr. Smirs of Texas. 

Mr. Dayton with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana, 

Mr. CurRIER with Mr. Finiey. 

Mr. Parrerson of —— with Mr, DicKERMAN, 
Mr. Wricut with Mr. Kiang, 


Mr. TOWNSEND with Mr. Luckinea, 

Mr. SKILES with Mr. CaANDLER, 

For one week: 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. Wiiu1am W. Kiron, 

For one day: 

Mr. CusHMAN with Mr. Lamar of Florida. 

Mr. Cooper of Pennsylvania with Mr. GoOLDFOGLE, 
Mr. Capron with Mr, CLAUDE KITCHIN, 

Mr. Burton with Mr. Hearst. 

Mr. Brown of Pe lvania with Mr. Guass. 

Mr. Nevin with Mr. But.ierR of Missouri. 

Mr. BEIDLeR with Mr. Crort. 

Mr. MORRELL with Mr, BREAZEALE. 

Mr. McCreary of Pennsylvania with Mr. WiLEy of Alabama, 
Mr. Ames with Mr. Be. of California, 

Mr. Weems with Mr. Wess. 

Mr. MorGAN with Mr. Bassett. 

Mr. Marsa with Mr. Barxngap. 

Mr. Watson with Mr. THompson. 

Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. TayLor. 

Mr. Van Vooruis with Mr. Ta.Lporrt, 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. GriaaGs. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SmiTH with Mr. Lewis. 

Mr. CuarR_es B. LAnNpIs with Mr. Mappox, 

Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS with Mr. Howarp. 

Mr. HepGE with Mr. Firzpatrick. 

Mr. DRAPER with Mr. RuPPERT. 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. WILLIAMs of Mississippi. 
Mr. Smrru of Illinois with Mr. Parrrrson of North Carolina. 
Mr. FowLER with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. RicHarpson of Ala- 


Mr. FuLLER with Mr. Riper. 

Mr. Powers of Massachusetts with Mr. Rozs. 

Mr. GorBEL with Mr. Re. 

Mr. Howe.u of New Jersey with Mr. Ropertson of Loui- 


Mr. Huaues of West Virginia with Mr. ScAaRBOROUGH, 

Mr. LILLeY with Mr. ScuppEr. ; 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. SHAFROTH. 

Mr. MarRsHALL with Mr. STANLEY. 

Mr. McCauu with Mr. SouTHALL. 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr. Snook. 

Mr. FLACK with Mr. Page, 

Mr. DouGLas with Mr. PapGerr. 

_ PorTER with Mr. LIVERNASH. 

Mr. SHOBER. Mr. Speaker, I voted “no.” I understand I 
am paired, I did not hear my name read among the pairs. 

SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman is 
not paired. 

Mr. SHOBER. Then I desire to vote “no.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question isordered. The ques 
tion is on the motion of the gentleman from New York t 
Payne}, that when the House adjourn to-day it be to meet off 
Friday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had the following resa- 
lutions; in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 19, 

Resolved by the Senate (the Hi Representatives pant he 
Seeretary of War as and he is hereb , authorized a Lp tw Bd, 
carver be he aemees d estimates Submitted of the ovet of drediring and 
ot peretap fy ro the a. a Deckers Creek, and the uence of 
ae the alent wae Wie me view on sears as paewe 
= mig og 24 Z flood formerly used for the accommodation of traffic at Morgan- 

wn, 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 20. 


Resolved, Fast theve be printed and bound 15,000 of the state- 
ment of rocel d expenditures of the Louisiana Pion teat 
from date o' tion to ae 80, 1908, with the re- 
port. Ltt by the exposition ze company, Prats Pietore cae vari- 

departments of the exposition, of which 3,500 sha the Senate, 6,500 
for the House of Representatives, and 5,000 owe the National on for 
the Louisiana Purchase Exposition. 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate concurrent resolutions 
were taken from the ret s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 19: 


Resolved by the Sena That the 
Secretary of Wat bo, and he i is ‘hereby, author yr @uthorized rept mie Rp 
survey to be made and esti RES 6 SS Oo Sree 


otherwise improving the cy of Deckers Creek, and the confluence 
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said creek with the Monongahela River, with the view of resto the har- 
gah the accommoda x 


bor destroyed by flood formerly used for tion of traffic at 


Morgantown, W. Va.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 20: 

R , ete., there be printed and bound 15 ies of the state- 
oo a ee is tee Polaes tee 
from date of incorporation to September 80, 1908, with the accompanying re- 
port submitted by the exposition company, showing made by vari- 
ous departments of the e tion, of which 500 
for the House of resentatives, and 5,000 for the National Commission for 
the Louisiana Purc Exposition— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of tee by Mr. 
BaRNEs, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House that 
the President had approved and - joint resolution (H. J, 
Res. 14) making immediately available the appropriation for 
mileage of Senators and Members of the House of Representa- 
tives, and for other purposes. 


STONE RIVER NATIONAL MILITARY PARK, 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, on the 17th 
instant I introduced a bill (H. R. 3569) to establish a national 
military park at the battlefield of Stone River. This bill has in it 
amap. Under the law the Public Printer holds that he can not 

rint the bill unless an order is expressly made by the House to 
include the map init. I therefore ask unanimous consent that 
the order to print the bill include the order to print the map, 
which is a part of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman a 

uestion. I understand that the bill was reported in the last 
ongress with the map printed in the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes; either in the last Con- 
gress or in the Congress preceding that—I think the preceding 
Congress. 

Mr. PAYNE. And the map only occupies one page? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman? 
an MANN. Mr. Speaker, as this is the gentleman’s own 

WW -—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANN. I should like to examine the bill before it is 
printed, and for the present I object. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Illinois objects. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Pe ogee one word. 
If the gentleman from Tlinois [Mr. MANN] will pardon me, he is 
mistaken in saying that this is based upon the motion that I made 
in the last Congress. That referred to the ogo of pictures 
and illustrations in the special reports, and the annual reports of 
bureau officers. It did not relate to ting bills. 

Mr. MANN. It related, Mr. Speaker, to printing everything, 
and that is the objection now to printing this map. But if the 
gentleman’s memory is sufficiently refreshed so that he knows he 
made a bad mistake when he made that proposition, I will with- 
draw the objection. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will not, in order to get 
a bill —y agree that there was any mistake made. On the 
other d, I say that the reports of bureau officers and of Ex- 
ecutive Departments should not contain — s, and if the 
gentleman wants me to admit something I do not believe in 
order to get a bill Sean nes I can not make that admission. 

Mr. MANN. ell, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [linois [Mr. Mann] 
withdraws his objection. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered, 

LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying documents, ordered to be printed, and re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives; 

I transmit herewith a statement showing the receipts and disbursements 
of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition Company from date of mer pereion 
to ber 1903, furnished by the Purchase m Com- 

pursuance of section 11 of the “Act to neovice for celebrating the 

one hundreth anniversary of the purchase of the Louisiana Territory,” etc., 
reves March 3, 1901, together with a report submitted by the E ition 
pany, showing progress made by the various departments of the expo- 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wurrr Hovsr, 
Washington, November 20, 1903. 


ONE HUNDREDTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE TRANSFER OF LOUISIANA, 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will lay 
before the House, for reference to the Select Committee on Indus- 
trial Arts and Expositions, the following invitation, which the 
Clerk will read. 





The Clerk read as follows: 


The governor of Louisiana requests the honor of the honorable the Speaker 
and Members of the House of Re mtatives’ presence at the eckabeation of 
the one hundredth anniversary of the transfer of Louisiana by France to the 
United States, to be held December 18, 19, and 20, 1903, New Orleans. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the communication 

will* —— to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and 
ions. 
ere was no objection. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I offer the concur- 
rent resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Meyer] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the fol- 
lowing resolution, which the Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
invitation extended to the Congress of the United States by the Louisiana 
Historical Society and by the governor of the State of Louisiana to attend 
the ceremonies in commemoration of the one hundredth anniversary of the 
transfer of the territory of Lovisiana and all sovereignty over said territory 
by France to the United States, to be held at New Orleans, December 18, 19, 
and 20, 1903, be, and it is hereby, accepted. 

That the President pro tempore of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed 
to appoint a committee, consisting of three Senators and five Representa- 
tives, to attend the ceremonies and to represent the Congress of the United 
oe - the occasion of the celebration of the centennial anniversary re- 

erre _ 

Resolved further, That the expenses of the members of the said joint com- 
mittee of the Senate and House of Representatives authorized to attend and 
attending and representing the Congress of the United States at the city of 
New Orleans on the occasion named, not exceeding in the aggregate $2,500, 
to be paid _as follows: One-half thereof out of the contingent fund of the 
House, and one-half thereof out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 
Mr. BURKETT, I object, 


MEXICAN BOLL WEEVIL. 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to in- 
sert in the RECORD a copy of a statement presented by the Texas 
and Louisiana delegations to the Secretary of Agriculture. This 
document contains a statement of the magnitude of the cotton 
industries of the United States and the nature and character of 
the peril threatened them by the Mexican boll weevil, and also 
an outline of the plan proposed for relief. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

The statement is as follows: 

To the SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE: 

We, the undersigned Representatives of the States of Texas and Louisiana 
in the Fifty-eighth Congress, respectfully present to the Secretary of Agri- 
culture that the supremacy of the cotton industries of the United States is 
imperiled by the ra of the boll weevil in Texas, which State produces 
about one-third of the total annual cotton crop of the United States; and we 
respectfully represent that the magnitude of the interests involved and the 
threatened spread of the pests through all of the cotton-growing States 
makes the question one proper to be legislated upon by the Federal Congress. 

The present a Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, 
in a speech delivered in Boston on the of last October, stated: ““ We grow 
three-fourths of the cotton fiber of the world. We export two-thirds of what 
we Grow. That leaves for consumption one-fourth of all the cotton of the 
world. From this we export a little over $30,000,000 worth and import about 

ee worth of manufactured cotton.” An average cotton crop of the 
ni States is about 10,000,000 bales, which at 10 cents a pound (which is 


less than the mt ice) amounts to $500,000,000, two-thirds of which, as 
we that amoun ees trom Europe and pours into the channel of 
Ame commerce $333,000. annually. 


From the abstract of the Twelfth Census it appears that in 1900 there was 
invested in cotton compressing, cotton ginning, and the manufacture of cot- 
ton goods, $498,000,000. There were $88, ne pale out by these industries in 
wages to employees, and the value of the products produced was $356,000,000. 
In addition there was invested, in 1900, in the cotton-seed oil and cotton-seed 
cake industries 000,000, paying three and one-quarter million in wages, 
and pe gz : for material, and producing products to the value of 
$58,000,000. is a marvelous growth since 1880, when only oo worth 
of cotton-seed ucts were produced in the United States. This cotton-seed 
industry is of the greatest importance, because it aids us in maintaining our 
cotton supremacy in that it adds to the value of the farmers’ product from 
1 to 2 cents per pound in the price of the lint cotton—that is to say, that a bale 
of cotton, now sold for 8 cents, would bring the farmer as much money as the 
same bale would have brought at 9} or 10 cents per pound prior to the oe pone 
disposition of the seed, and this is one of the distinct advantages which we 

over the European countries now attempting competitive cotton grow- 

g. All of this is intensified in value by a future prospect in the markets in 
the Orient, superinduced by an increased prospect of an early construction 
of the isthmian canal. 

The manufacture of cotton goods is about equally divided between the 
South and the East, while the cotton-seed oil and the cotton-seed cake indus- 
tries are almost entirely with the South. The foregoing facts give a fair 
view of the ude of the interests involved. Now Texas produces, as 
we have said, about one-third of the cotton upon which all of these great 
industries rest. The boll weevil first appeared in the southwestern part of 
the State of Texas, coming from Mexico, and in a few years has spread in a 
northeasterly direction practically to the Louisiana line, a distance of perhaps 
700 miles. If this advance of the weevil continues, but a few years will suf- 
fice to carry it across the States of Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, and 
Georgia and into the most northeasterly cotton-producing States of the 
Union. It is quite difficult to estimate the exact extent of the injury or the 
financial loss sustained in Texas this year by the cotton growers. The expert 
of the Agricultural Department, Mr. Hunter, some time since very conserva- 
tively estimated that it would not be less than $15,000,000. 
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The judgment of those of us whose names are signed hereto, and who re- 
side in the infected districts in Texas, is that this year’s loss will amount to 


not less than pee 000, and may possibly be as much as $50,000,000. This in- 
volves not only a direct loss to the cotton planters of the State for this year, 
but under possible conditions it may be much greater next year, for the 
weevil are spreading somewhat northwesterly and southeaster! along the 
Girection in which they have been going, and a much r infec district 
is certain to appear in the State. In addition to this direct loss is the de- 
creased land value, the decreased retail trade, the decreased bank dBposits, 
and the narrowing of the channels of business, and the entire loss of the gol 
brought from Europe by reason of the cotton export trade, and, worse than 
all, the poverty of those who are poor, black and white, engaged so largely 
in cotton cultivation. All this easily suggests to the mind that if this pest 
spreads into the other cotton States what the effect must be upon all of the 
other industries depending upon it, and what must become of the cotton su- 
premacy of America in the short space of a few years. Itis clear that the 
most unfortunate thing that could happen to the cotton planters of the South 
is that reduced production by reason of the boll weevil would augment the 
price of cotton so as to give an impetus to foreign governments to enter upon 
cotton production on a large scale, and in addition to manufacturing cotton, 
as they now do, they would enter upon the cotton-seed oil and the cotton- 
seed cake industries. 

The Department of Agriculture has been doing the best possible with the 
means in hand to deal with this difficult and troublesome matter, proceeding 
at first largely upon the theory that it was solely an entomological proposi- 
tion. First, $10,000, then $20,000, and then $30,000 was appropriated for inves- 
tigation and experiment stations and for the discovery of methods to meet 
the atmoulty. he investigations of the Entomological Division of the De- 
partment of Agriculture by the chief, Doctor Howard, have been far-reach- 
ing and thorough. The life history of the insect has n studied ina way 
that reflects credit upon that Departmeré’s work. All known methods of 
combating it have received attention. Owing to the habiis of the insect the 
futility of poisons, sprays, and all such methods has been conceded. Up to 
this date no parasite has been discovered that would war upon this insect, 
nor has any disease been discovered that would be communicable and thus 
exterminate them. This insect seems to be the healthiest bug that Doctor 
Howard has met in his many researches. W. these me can and 
ought to be pursued further, and doubtless will be, yet by force of conditions 
other methods must be immediately resorted to, involving cultural methods, 
the diversification of crops, the destruction of all infected materials, the 
planting of early maturing varieties of cotton, the creation and propagation 
of the best resistant varieties, etc. 

It is now demonstrated beyond all question that the diversification of 
crops is highly essential. All this would be much more true of the regions 
east of the ieee River, where cotton has been the sole dependence for 
so many years. Ali of this work will entail a considerable expenditure of 
money and will necessitate a thorough organization in the infected districts; 
and while we gratefully return our thanks to the Department of Steere 
and to the Congress for what has been done in the past, we respectfully urge 
that much more must be immediately done if the alarming condition now 
obtaining in Texas is to be successfully met and the spread of like conditions 
in other sen seers is successfully prevented. The Stateof Texas 
has enacted some legislation on the subject and is doing what it can; and the 
State of Louisiana has become aroused on the anticipated invasion of the 
weevil and will possibly shortly have a call session of the State legislature 
to deal with the boll weevil. The magnitude of the interests involved and 
the peril that threatens the cotton-growing regions and the actual conditions 
that exist aswe know them causes us to to the Congress the adoption 
of the following plan, which meets with the unanimous indorsement of the 
signers hereto, and which we briefly state, and the reasons or: 

first. We suggest that a cotton commission be created, to consist of five 
members, one from the Bureau of Plant Industry, one from the Division of 
Entomology, and three practical farmers, two resident in the infected dis- 
trict of Texas and one in the State of Louisiana; that this commission be 
located at some accessible point within the infected territory. This plan is 
virtual! e order to bi about any organized adequate 
relief. The Texas cotton convention, w recently met at Dallas, passed 


the following resolution: 

us i the great danger confronting the cotton industry of Texas 
and other cotton-growi: — we earnestly appeal to the Federal Govern- 
ment through its Departens Agriculture to continue its liberal appro- 

riations and to vigorously continue its efforts for the suppression and ex- 
Yermination of the boll weevil, bollworm, and other cotton ‘ 

This convention created an executive commi' which committee has 
unanimously requested the Texas Representativesin to secure 
lation providing for cotton —— farms in every county where the 
county will rate with the ony of Agriculture in its efforts that 
the ts may tho hly and rapidly met and remedies generally ap- 

lied. It also recommen two- of the cotton seed, co: of 
Be quick-maturing varieties now being bought by the Government, be 
planted upon these experiment farms in each county, so that a large volume 
of the improved seed be provided for Texas planting in 1905. These sugges- 
tions are wise, we ,and could best be ca out under the plan we 
have outlined. The value of having Texas and Lo na farmers on the 


commission is that they will bring to the work of the commission a practical 

know of the people, climate, and crops involved, and will induce confi- 

dence in its recommendations and aid o; tion and pment ae od — 
a , 


ods and cooperation by cotton planters. e further suggest 

be celled “the omen ae —_ of $500,000 = = aside to be ex- 
nm or so muc ereof as may be necessary, e Secretary of Agri- 

a in furthering all the p ETc herein; and in this con- 

nection we suggest that ibly the remainder of the fund of a similar 


amount appropriated to p out “the foot-and-mouth disease” ht be 
utilized for fund jointly, soas not to greatly increase the app: tions 
for this Congress. 


It may be possible that the named amount mee nab be axpentn’ in one 
year, but the conditions are such that it is almost impossible estimate in 
advance and in detail what the —— ought to be and will be, and by 
far the better method is to —~ commission a sufficient sum to cover 
all possible of its work and to inspire confidence and cooperation on 
the part of the cotton punters, The commission properly organized could 
so lay out the work as to ex te it in all its phases, and bring immediate 
returns to fullest exten ond would not be ham 

ter of specific requirements as would be the case in oneof sere ame 
for the Department proper. A detailed statement as to how money 


ought to be e so as to bring practical results is difficult; but we sug- 
gest tke follo problems: 
First. Demo: tion of improved cultural methods. 


Second. The location and supervision of experiment stations in counties or 
in districts o in one or more co 


unties. 

Third. Work having for its objects the production and distribution of 
early weevil-resisting varieties of cotton. 

Fourth. Studies of cotton diseases. 

Fifth. Studies 


of cotton 


Sixth. Introduction of new crops. 

Seventh. Studies and experiments in connection with methods for destruc- 
tion of the boll weevil and other cotton insects. 

Fighth. Studies of the enemies of the insects. 

Ninth. General propaganda. 

Tenth. Cooperation between the States of Texas and Louisiana in methods 
to be devised to check and confine the ravages of the cotton boll weevil to 
Texas and prevent its spread in Texas and into other cotton States. 

In our jadqmens possibly the sum we have mentioned may be economic- 
ally consumed in one year. It may be deemed advisable to cooperate with 
Louisiana in stamping out the first a rance of the boll weevil in the cot- 
ton fields of western Louisiana, and if this be deemed feasible twice the sum 
named could be sensibly expended annually for that purpose alone. We 
therefore pray the Secretary to recommend to Congress the adoption of 
these suggestions. 

8S. M. Robertson, R. C. Davey, R.F. Broussard, Phanor Breazeale, 
Jos. E. Ransdell, A. P. jo, Adolph Meyer, Members from 
Louisiana; 8. B. Cooper, Chciemen Texas Delegation, Scott 
Field, Geo. F. Burgess, Morris Sheppard, O. W. Gillespie, C. B. 
Randell, Jno. N. Garner, Jack Beall, Jas. L. Slayden, R. L. 
Henry, A. W. Gregg, A. 8. Burleson, W. R. Smith, Gordon 
Russel, Jno. H. Stephens, Members from Texas. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. McMorran, for fourteen days, on account of urgent 
business. 

To Mr. WANGER, for the remainder of this week, on account of 
illness in family. 

To Mr. BREAZEALER, for ten days. 

To Mr. Rospertson of Louisiana, for ten days. 

To Mr. RanspELL of Louisiana, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to: and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 
40 minutes p. m.), in accordance with previous order, the House 
adjourned until Friday, November 27, next. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following executive commu- 
siooiease were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a favor- 
able recommendation, a draft of a bill to correct an error in the 
law relating to marking the position of troops at Gettysburg— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an 
abstract of official emoluments of the officers of the customs serv- 
ice during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1903—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2370) granting a omen to George M. Ross—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2075) for relief of Hiram Kendall—Committee on 
Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
7 Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 2471) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Howard—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2668) granting a pension to B. W. McCray—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2919) granting a pension to Mary Robison—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3205) for the relief of George W. Ingram—Commit- 
teé on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 3246) granting a 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8352) granting a ion to Mary Idle—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions Mechaaeell ant referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3402) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Nagle—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3416) granting a pension to James W. Perkins— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 


Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (H. R. 3496) granting a pension to Katherine Decker— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 


Committee on Pensions. 
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A bill (H. R. 8615) qreaiting an increase of pension to Annie L. 


Evens—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 3857) to correct the military record of George S. 
Groesbeck—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 8970) for the relief of William M. Underwood— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 4031) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
R. Wasson—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4113) for the relief of Hamilton D. South—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 4815) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Davis—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4845) for the relief of Andrew Jackson Mcndy— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the | 
Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 4358) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Zadoc J. Overby—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 4603) to amend and correct the records of Com- 

ny D, Seventh Regiment of Provisional Enrolled Missouri 

ilitia, by including the name of Valentine Fraker therein—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 4620) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Andrew Brewton—Committee on Invalid Pen- 
— discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- | 

airs. 

A bill (H. R. 4622) granting a pension to William E. Martin— | 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4680) granting a pension to Jonas Ball—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1291) authorizing the issuance of patents to 
Amanda C. Hines, Minnie A. Hines, and Harriet A. Hines for 
lands allotted to them in South Dakota—Committee on Patents 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 








- PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | 
follows: 

By Mr. MANN: A pill (H. R. 4818) providing for an additional | 
officer in the district of Chicago, in the collection district of Indi- | 
ana and Illinois—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 4819) for the erection of a | 

t-office building at Kewanee, I1l.—to the Committee on Public | 
uildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4820) providing for the erection of an addi- 
tion or extension to the post-office and court-house at Quincy, 
Ill.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 4821) t» provide for a waterway 
between the Calumet River and the Sanitary Canal, in Ilinois— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 4822) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Knoxville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4823) to provide for the improvement of the 
Tennessee River and some of its tributaries in Tennessee—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4824) to increase the pay of mail carriers on 
rural free-delivery routes—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: A bill (H. R. 4825) to authorize the 
Absentee Wyandotte Indians to select certain lands, and for other 

urposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By. Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 4826) to provide 
for clean paper money—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 4827) to increase pay of | 
mail carriers on rural free-delivery routes—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post Roads. 

- Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 4828) for the erection of a 
public building in the borough of the Bronx, New York City— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 4829) to increase the limit of 
cost for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public build- 
ing at Leadville, in the State of Colorado—to the Committee on | 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 











By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 4880) for 
the erection of a public building at Greenville, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 4831) to improve 
currency conditions—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. 

By Mr: LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 4832) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Gettysburg, in the State of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4833) to classify rural free-delivery letter 
carriers, and to fix their salaries—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 4834) authoriz- 
ing and directing the Secretary of War to survey and layout a 
road through the Rainier Forest Reserve from the eastern 
boundary thereof into the Mount Rainier National Park, State of 
Washington, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4835) to prescribe the 
jurisdiction of suits, both in law and in equity, brought by or 


| against receivers or managers of property appointed by Federal 
| courts or judges thereof—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 4836) to regulate the salaries 
of the United States marshals in Texas—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4837) to regulate 


| the sale of poisons in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
| on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 4838) for the erection of a 
monument or memorial building at the scene of the Lochry mas- 
sacre, near the mouth of Laughery Creek, Indiana—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. " 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4839) repealing the national bankruptcy act— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4840) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Columbus, in the 
State of Indiana, and appropriating money therefor—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4841) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
provide revenue for the Government and to encourage the indus- 
tries of the United States,’’ approved July 24, 1897—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4842) to provide for a coupon currency in 


| which small sums in any multiple of 5 cents may be conveniently 


sent by mail—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H.R. 4843) to increase the limit of 
cost for the purchase of site and the erection of a public building 


| at Anderson, Ind.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4844) to increase the limit of cost for the pur- 
chase of site and the erection of a public building at Muncie, 
Ind.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R: 4845) to amend sec- 
tion 3878 of Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4846) to provide for the modification of the 
project for the improvement of the harbor of Bridgeport, Conn.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a. bill (H. R. 4847) to provide for free alcohol in certain 
arts and industries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 4848) to regulate practice in 
the circuit courts of appeals in certain cases—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARDWICE: A bill (H. R. 4849) to prohibit and pun- 
ish the purchase and sale of indorsement or support for office by 
certain persons—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 4850) to provide emergency 
currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 4851) providing for establish- 
ing a public park at Langdon, D. C.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4852) providing for establishing a public 
park at Langdon, D. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 4853) providing for subsist- 
ence for rural free-delivery carriers—to the Committee on the 


| Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 4854) to provide for the purchase 


| of asite and the erection of a public building thereon at Alpena, 


in the State of Michigan—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 4855) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon in 
the city of North Platte, State of Nebraska—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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By Mr. HITCHCOCK: A bill (H. R. 4856) ae ae | for the 

use of Fort Omaha Military Reservation, in the city of Omaha, 

Nebr., for officers’ quarters and for the eppuamens of the 

—o ‘and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 4857) to increase the pay of 
mail carriers on rural free-delivery mail routes—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 4858) ens —_ 
to the memory of Maj. Gen. Franz Sigel at Washington, D, C.—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bil (H. R. 4859) to farther protect the first 
day of the week as a daylof rest in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 4860) for the establishment 
of a light-house and a fog signal at Isle au Haut, Maine—to the 
Comuznittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 4861) to 
prev rent the issuance of retail liquor dealers’ license to persons in 
communities where the sale of intoxicating liquors is forbidden 
by the laws of the State or municipality—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 4862) to remove all duties on 
crude petroleum or its products—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4863) to pro- 
vide a mortuary my ot 2 the Arlington Cemetery—to the Com- 

mittee on Military A’ 

By Mr. HERMANN, we bill (H. R. 4864) granting a pension to 
all pensioners of the civil and Indian wars of not less than $12 
per month, and to the widows of such persons a like pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 4865) to promote the American 
merchant marine—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 4866) prohibiting the selec- 
tion of timber lands in lieu of lands ‘in forest reserves—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 4867) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to increase the pensions of those who have lost limbs 
in the military or naval service of the United States ’’—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4868) to pro- 
vide for the extension and enlargement of the public building at 
Chester, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 4869) to establish a _ 
saving station at the Isles of Shoals, off Portsmouth, N, H.— 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 4870) to establish a library 
post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4871) to refund the cot- 
ton tax—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 5056) granting an increase 
of compensation to kee ~ ome of - mat stations—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Commerce. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 45) providing 
for the publication of 4 d00 copies of a translation of the book en- 
titled ‘* Combattants Francais de la Guerre Américaine, 1778- 
1783 ’’—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. GARNER: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. oa di- 
recting a survey to be made of the channel from Aransas Pass 
through Turtle Cove to Corpus Christi Bay, Texas—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A concurrent resolution (H. C. 
mes’ 10) providing for appointment of a committee of three Sena- 
tors and five resentatives to attend ceremonies of centennial 
anniversary of the transfer of Louisiana to the United States—to 
the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A resolution (H. Res. 29) authorizing 
the Clerk of the House to pay the widow of Samuel H. Decker, 
AS SS ee OTR, a San 2 
six months’ funeral , not exceeding $250—to 
the Select Committee on —<— 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 30) asking 
for report of investigation of land frauds under the stone, desert, 
— and homestead acts—to the Committee on the Public 

nm 

By Mr. WACHTER: A resolution (H. Res. 31) authorizing 
chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills to appoint a janitor 
for the room of said committee and for the engrossing rooms of 
the House—to the Committee on Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
a following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 


By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 4872) granting an increase of 
nsion to Albert W. Bradbury—to Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4873) granting an increase of pension to John 
McKenzie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 4874) granting a pension to 
Charles V. ay the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 4875) for the — of 
Richard C. Silence—to the Committee on Military Affai 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 4876) for the relief ‘of G.W. 
Clark & Son, a firm composed of G. W. k and J. H. Clark, of 
Spalding County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 4877) granting an increase 
= pension to Mathias C. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: A bill (H. R. 4878) granting an increase 
. pension to George W. Rowland—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4879) granting an increase of pension to 
Shadrack M. Sellers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4880) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4881) granting a pension to John A. Rich- 
ards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4882) granting a pension to Isabella McCon- 
nell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4883) granting a pension to Margarett J. Ver- 
biskey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4884) granting an honorable discharge to 
Franklin 8. Cowan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4885) granting an honorable discharge to 
Riley Phillips—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Ae, a bill (H. R. 4886) for the relief of David H. Lewis—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 4887) granting a pension to 
George N. Thorpe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 4888) granting a pension to 
Orlando Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4889) granting a pension to Henry C. Beltz— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4890) granting a pension to Albert Hemp- 
stead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4891) granting a pension to Julia R. Brax- 
viata GH ah) graag¢ pon o Has Vetch—to 

,a . a pension eatch— 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4893) sonatas an increase of pension to 
Charles W. De Rocher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4894) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Devlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4895) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. McMahon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4896) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of A. G. Boone—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 4897) granting an increase 
- pension to William Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 4898) granting an increase 
of pension to Melvin C. Wadsworth—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4899) referring 
the claim of William H. Diamond, of Chester, Pa., for damages 
for personal injuries sustained, to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4900 == 
pension to Sarah Hodgson—to the Committee on Invalid 
sions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 4901) to correct the military 
record of Homer Quick—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4902) granting an increase of pension to 
James Cheffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4903) granting an increase of pension to Solo- 
mon F. Hallett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. ae ee ee ee 
heirs of E. A. Dozier, deceased—to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. eae sc 
increase of pension to Catherine Collins—to 


iso, vill GEER. 4906) granting an im ¢ pension to Robe! 
ans a n an increase 0: 
Gocmmaaren Invalid Pensions. 


y ) gran a pension to! 
Henry A. Hartley—to the Committee on Eratid Benstons 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4908) granting a pension to John A. McCon-, 
nell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
2 Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 4909) for the relief of David, 
ent—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 4910) granting a pension 
to Prudentia L. D. Nugent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 4911) granting a pension to 
Joseph Grubbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 4912) for the relief of Lieut. 
George B. Loud—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4913) for the relief of Lieut. George B. Loud— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4914) for the relief of Michael Lynch from 
sentence of court-martial—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 4915) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James W. Hibbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4916) granting an increase of pension to Allen 
M. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 4917) for the relief of A. W. 
Abbott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4918) granting a pension to Rachel A. Wood- 
mansee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4919) granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
arine Sprague—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4920) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard H. Foulk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4921) granting an increase of pension to 
Junius Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4922) granting an increase of pension to 
Newton W. Vawter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 4923) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry B. Teetor—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4924) granting a pension to C. 8, Rannells— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 4925) granting a pension to 
John Boyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 4926) for the relief of 
b L. Arrington and L. 8. Arrington—to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 4927) granting an increase of 

— to Eugene P. Tewkesbury—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 4928) granting an increase 
of pension to Jason H. Masterson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 4929) granting an increase 
of pension to George Ingram—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4980) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Hubbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 4931) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert W. Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 4932) authorizing 
the appointment of Allen V. Reed, now a captain on the retired 
list of. the Navy, as a rear-admiral on the retired list of the Navy— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4983) for the relief of the ntatives of 
M. F. Merritt, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4984) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Lucetta Arnold—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4935) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward T. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4936) granting a sion to Henry E. Buck- 
ingham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; , 

Atso, a bill (H. R. 4987) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Conklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 4988) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Cronk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4939) granting an increase of pension to Rut- 
son J. Bullock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 4940) granting a pension to Joseph 
D. C. Awe abit) on on Invalid og + we 

Also, a .R. nting a pension ary J. - 
son—to the Committee on Invalid ensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4942) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Hand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4943) ting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4944) for the relief of Sarah A. Clapp—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 4945) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Orwell Blake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 4946) to 
restore James F. Wheeler to the pension roll—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4947) to remove charge 
of desertion and grant honorable discharge to Henry Lowmaster— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4948) granting a pension to Wilson H. Davis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4949) granting an increase of pension to 
George Bixler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4950) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Chadwick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4951) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Greer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4952) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
tin H. Black—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4953) granting an increase pension to Mark 
Clinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4954) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace L. Foote—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 4955) to provide for the pay- 
ment of certain claims against the District of Columbia, in accord- 
ance with the act of July 19, 1897—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4956) for the relief of 
the Potomac Steamboat Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4957) for the relief of the Shiloh Methodist 
poem of Fredericksburg, Va.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 4958) granting an increase of 
pension to R. T. D. Zimmerman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4959) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Elswick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 4960) to increase the pension 
of William J. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 4961) correcting the military 
record of Patrick Hagerty, of O’Neill, Nebr.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4962) granting a pension to Sarah A. Grand- 
staff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 4963) to correct the military 
— of Adolphus Sterling—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 4964) granting an increase of pension to C. E, 
Mink—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 4965) granting an increase of 
pension to Amanda Miner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 4966) granting an increase 
of pension to Edwin W. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4967) granting an increase of pension to 
Byron Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4968) granting a pension to Robert E. Claiy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4969) granting a pension to Laura A. Hoyt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4970) to amend the record of Charles E, 
Miller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4971) for the relief of Mrs. Anna M. Orne, sole 
administratrix of the estate of Henry A. Orne, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 4972) granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah N. Coste—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4973) granting a pension to George H. 
Moore—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 4974) granting a pension to 
Margaret Hertel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4975) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of J. H. Brantly, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 4976) for the relief of Daniel 
Mosher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 4977) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the naval record of Frank C. Whit- 
ney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 4978) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles H. Kirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4979) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus Jaynes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 4980) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas E. Connor—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4981) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Iott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4982) to remove the charge of desertion from 
rr record of Allison Huntley—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4983) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Gochey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 4984) granting an increase of 

ion to Charles F. Bowman—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4985) placing upon the retired list the name 
of Joseph H. Burrows—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 4986) for the relief of James H. 
Rodgers—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (8. R. 4987) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Y. M. Wilkerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 4988) for the relief of Jacob 
Koons—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4989) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Sidney R. Smith & Co.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 4990) granting a pension to Georgia 
R. Demarest—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4991) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Paul—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4992) granting an increase of pension to John 
Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4993) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4994) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary P. Sheets—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4995) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Wilfong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4996) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Robertson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4997) granting a pension to Franklin B. Lip- 
pincott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4998) panies * pension to Marion L. Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4999) granting a pension to Ellwood I. 
Beatty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5000) granting a pension to Jackson D. Siner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5001) to reimburse James M. McGee for ex- 
penses incurred in the burial of Mary J. De Lange, a deceased 
pensioner—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 5002) granting a pension 
to Charles E. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5003) granting a pension te Thomas Wil- 
liams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 5004) for the relief of Abram 
G. Hoyt—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5005) granting an increase of pension to 
Worthington 8. Locke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5006) granting a pension to Sarah Ulshafer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 5007) granting an increase of 

nsion to Jerningham Boone—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 5008) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry McCord—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5009) granting an increase of pension to 
Luke P. Allphin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5010) ting a pension to Mary F. Hamil- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H.R.5011) granting an increase of 
pension to ae O. Pixley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5012) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Reitzel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5013) granting an increase of pension to Da- 
vid C. Stotts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.5014) granting an increase of pension to Dan- 
iel Baughman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H.R. 5015) grant- 
ing a pension to William A. Russell—to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 5016) for the relief 
of Andrew Grady, of Alexandria County, Va.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also (by pons a bill (H. R. 5017) for the relief of N. A. 
Kraft, sr., of Alexandria County, Va.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 5018) for the relief of Dan Fry, 
of Alexandria County, Va.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 5019) for the relief of F. H. 
Cleveland, of Alexandria County, Va.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 5020) for the relief of A. J. 
nae of Alexandria County, Va.—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 5021) for relief of A. L. Lewis, 
of Alexandria County, Va.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 5022) for the relief of T. L. 
Weedon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 5023) for the relief of Thomas 
Fletcher, of Alexandria County, Va.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 5024) for the relief of R. B. 
Warren, of Alexandria County, Va.—to the Committee on Militar 
Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 5025) for the relief of Charles 
Dearborn, of Alexandria County, Va.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 5026) for relief of James Sheri- 
oe. Alexandria County, Va.—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 5027) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James Hawkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5028) granting an increase of pension to 
James Winspear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5029) granting a pension to Louis Leith—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5030) granting a pension to William H. 
Mount—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5031) granting a pension to Julia Burke—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 5032) for the relief of 
James G. Field, surgeon in the United States Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 5033) granting an increase 
< pension to Rowland J. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 5034) for the relief of Samuel 
B. tes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 5035) for the relief of the heirs 
of Henry Sinon, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5036) for the relief 
of the trustees of the Baptist Church at Columbia, Ky.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5037) granting an increase of pension to 
R. H. Stillwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5038) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. a the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5039) granting an increase of pension to 
Roden B. Swain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5040) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Marion Hatter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5041) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Kenney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 5042) granting an increase of 
pension to James B. Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5048) granting a pension to William H. Har- 
rison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 5044) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph L. Croskrey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 5045) granting an increase 
of pension to Albert S. Elmore—to the Committee on Pensions. 

y Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 5046) granting an increase of 
msion to Michael Fitzpatrick—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5047) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
ton D. Bitner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5048) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Seydel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5049) granting an increase of pension to Re- 
becca Doolittle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5050) granting a pension to G. J. Shaffer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5051) ting a pension to Elizabeth M. 
Sale—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5052) granting an honorable discharge to 
Eugene H. Ely—to the Committee on Military Affairs. } 

By Mr. WARNOCE: A bill (H. R. 5053) tocorrect the military 
record of Jacob Schunk—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5054) ting an increase of pension to 
De Witt C. Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5055) granting an 
increase of pension to Woodson R. Daniel—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolution of Agricultural Society of 
Spalding County, Ga., asking for legislation to prevent the spread 
of the boll weevil—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of committees of city council, Cotton Exchange, 
Board of Trade, and Chamber of Commerce of Savannah, Ga., 





1903. 





asking an appropriation for deepening the harbor at Savannah, 


Ga.—t>» the Committee on Rivers and bors. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Papers to accompany bill granting in- 
crease of pension to William Johnson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Papers to accompany bill to pension Wil- 
liam McBrien—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension Victor Vifquain—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the board of directors of the Nebraska Lum- 
ber Dealers’ Association, favoring enlargement of power of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of John Edwards, of Dekalb 
County, Ala., praying reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: Memorial of business men of Ogden, Utah, 


raying for legislation to correct unjust discrimination in railroad |° 


reight rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of W. L. Grosse and others, of Cissna Park, I1., 
protesting against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of J. F. Austin & Son, of Georgetown, II1., pro- 
testing against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the board of directors of the Commercial 
Club, of Indianapolis, Ind., 
unjust discriminations in freight rates—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, memorial of the insurance commissioner of [Ilinois, ask- | 


ing legislation for the suppression of fraudulent insurance com- 
panies—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 2051) 
granting increase of pension to Joseph Jackson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of Local Union No. 132, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., of Cigar Makers’ International Union, protest- 
ing against passage of Cuban reciprocity bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. : 

Also, resolution of the executive committee of the National 
German-American Alliance, against the passage of the so-called 
Hepburn bill in relation to interstate liquor traffic—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of select common council of Philadelphia, rel- 
ative to a 35-foot channel for the Delaware River, port of Phila- 
delphia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of business men of Delavan, IIl., pro- 
testing against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to accompany bill to pension 
Rachel A. Woodmansee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. papers to accompany bill to increase the pension of Wil- 
liam M. Neal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Papers to accompany bill to increase 

msion of Jason H. Masterson—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Papers to accompany bill to 

msion Henry E. Buckingham—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension Emily Conklin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of Edward 
T. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, Senate Report No. 439; Mr. GaLLineer, from Committee 
on Naval Affairs, relative to the appointment of Allen V. Reed— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of R. E. Bowles and 14 other business 
men of Creston, Ill., protesting against the passage of a parcels- 
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Resolution of the R. D. Lathrop Post, No. 
138, Grand Army of the Republic, of Hudson, Department of New 
York, favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: ee to accompany bill 
of eae to C. E. Mink—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

lso, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Mexico, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing pol ey the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. LITTAUER: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Daniel Mosher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of the Phil- 
adelphia Produce Exchange, Pennsylvania Shoe Manufacturers’ 
Association, Trades League of Philadelphia, Travelers’ Protective 
Association of Philadelphia, select and common councils of Phila- 
delphia, and Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, relative to a 


anting increase 
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35-foot channel for the Delaware River, port of Philadelphia—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MACON: Papers to accompany bill to pension William 
Y. M. Wilkerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: Resolution of Baxter Post, No. 123, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Baxter Springs, Kans., in favor of the 
passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: he ore to accompany bill to make Alexandria, 
Va., @ port of immediate transportation—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr.- ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Cigar Makers’ 
Union No. 37, of Fort Wayne, Ind., protesting against passage 
= the Cuban reciprocity bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. RYAN: Papers to accompany H. R. 4661, for the relief 
of John Brill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Rosell Austin and others, of 
Frankfort, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany bill to re- 
move charge of desertion from the record of the late J. W. Cul- 
ver—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Petition of merchants of Grafton, N. Dak., 
protesting against the passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Club, of Fargo, N. Dak., 


praying for legislation to correct | favoring the appointment of a permanent tariff commission—to 


the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Papers to accompany bill granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph L. Croskrey—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADE: Resolution of the Davenport, Iowa, Turn- 
gemeinde, protesting against the passage of the Hepburn bill, 
restricting interstate liquor traffic—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of Douglas Wilson, of Towanda, 
Pa., claiming pay for labor as ambulance driver and hostler dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WYNN: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 2862) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henrietta A. Pryce—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, November 25, 1908. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. F. J. PReTryMAN. 
NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The Secretary read the following communication: 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, UNITED STATES SENATE, 


November 25, 1903. 
To the honorable Senate of the United States: 


I hereby appoint JoHn KEAN, Senator from New Jersey, to perform the 
duties of the Chair during my absence. 
Ww. P. Frye, 


President pro tempore. 

Mr. KEAN thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer, and 
directed the Secretary to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. BEVERIDGE, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, without objection. 

GEORGE S. THEBO, JR. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the cause of George 8. Thebo, jr., executor of George S. Thebo, 
deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 

printed. 
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relating to the vessel schooner Felicity, 
William Story, master; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions 
of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court 
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relating to the vessel ship Seymour, Paul Gould, master; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to. the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. ALLEE presented ye of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Wilmington; of the Riddle Metho- 
dist Episcopal Sunday School, of Wilmington; of the congrega- 
tion of the First Methodist Protestant Church of Dover; of the 
Baptist Young People’s Union of the North Baptist Church, of 
Wilmington; of the congregation of the Eighth Street Baptist 
Church, of Wilmington; of the MountSalem Methodist Episcopal 
Sunday School, of Wilmington; of the Home Missionary Society 
of the Mount Salem Methodist Episcopal Church, of Wilmington; 
of the Ladies’ Aid Society of the Nort Baptist Church, and of the 
Woman’s Mission Circle of the North Baptist Church, of Wilming- 
ton; of the congregation of the North Baptist Church, of Wil- 
mington, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Wilmington, all in the State of Delaware, praying for an investi- 
gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of the congregations of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Claysville; the First Presbyterian Church of 
Finleyville; the United Presbyterian Church of Cannonsburg; 
the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Uniontown; the First 
Presbyterian Church of Uniontown; the Cumberland Presbyte- 
rian Church of Uniontown; the Baptist Church of Uniontown; 
the Christian Church of Uniontown; the Mount Rose Baptist 
Church, of Uniontown; the Lutheran Church of Uniontown; the 
Episcopal Church of Uniontown; the Second Presbyterian Church 
of Uniontown; the First Methodist Protestant Church of Union- 
town; the Presbyterian Church of West Newton; the Methodist 
Episco Church of Philipsburg; the Liberty Presbyterian 
Church, of Pittsburg; the North byterian Church, of Alle- 
gheny; the Christ United Evangelical Church, of Philadelphia; 
the Tabernacle Presbyterian Church, of Pittsburg, and of the 
Germantown Congregational Church, of Germantown, Philadel- 
phia; of the Home Missionary Society of the Tabernacle Presby- 
terian Church, of Pittsburg; of the Woman’s Home Missionary 
Society of Cross Creek; of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society 
of the First United Presbyterian Church of New Castle; of the 
Home Missionary Society of the Presbyterian Church of Knox; of 
the Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of the Presby- 
terian Church of West Newton; of the Missionary Society of the 
First Presbyterian Church of Pittsburg; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Unions of Blairsville, Vniontown, Harlansburg, 
and Washington, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of 
Lake Mills, Wis., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the ae Missionary So- 
ciety of the Trinit Methodis t Episcopal Church, and a petition 
of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the Trinity Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, all of St. Paul, in the State of Minnesota, 

raying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Fon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a memorial of the Ministerial Associa- 
tionof Villisca, lowa,remonstrating we holdingsessions of Con- 
gress on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

He also presented a memorial of George Strong Post, No. 19, 
Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Fairfield, 
Iowa, remonstrating against the placing of a statue of Gen. 
Robert E. Lee in the Capitol; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 114, Order of 
Railway Telegraphers, of Perry, Iowa, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to increase the compensation of telegraph operators 
in the United States Signal Corps; which was ref to the 

He also presented a petition of the National Association of Re- 
tail Druggists of Washington, D.C., praying for a reduction of 
the tax on alcohol to 70 cents per ornategalions which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Machinists’ Local Union No. 254, 
American Federation of Labor, of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to e the Bureau of Labor 
upon a nonpartisan basis; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 


He also presented a petition of the Synod of Iowa, held at 
Shenandoah, Iowa, praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Friday Club of Newton; of 
the congregation of the United Presbyterian Church of Winter- 
set; of the Tuesday Club of Cedar Falls; of the Study Club of 
Clarinda; of sundry citizens of Bedford, and of the Synod of Iowa, 
of Shenandoah, all in the State of Iowa, praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Wichita, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prevent unjust discrimination in tariff rates; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Baxter Post, No. 123, Depart- 
ment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Baxter Springs, 
Kans., and a petition of Woodson Post, No. 185, Department of 
Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Yates Center, Kans., 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Harvey County; 
of the Southside Woman’s Christian Tempérance Union, of New- 
ton; of the oe of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Moran; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Chetopa; 
of the congregation of the United Presbyterian Church of Che- 
topa, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Hutch- 
inson, all in the State of Kansas, praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of Thomas J. Stewart 
Camp, No. 72, Sons of Veterans, of Shamokin, Pa., praying for 
the enactment of aservice-pension law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Bangor; of the 
Bethlehem Lutheran Sunday School, of Philadelphia; of the 
Daughters of Liberty, of Philadelphia; of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Philadelphia; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Meadville; of the co gation 
of the Presbyterian Church of Mahanoy City; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Bucks County; of the congrega- 
tion of the Presbyterian Church of Nanticoke; of the congrega- 
tion of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Nanticoke; of 
the congregation of the Christian Church of Connellsville; of the 
Ladies’ Aid Society of Connellsville; of the United Brethren Sun- 
day School of Connellsville; of the trustees of the Methodist 
Protestant Church of Connellsville; of the board of stewards of 
the Methodist Protestant Church of Connellsville; of the congre- 
gation of the United Brethren Church of Connellsville; of the 
Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of the United 
Brethren Church of Connellsville; of the Missionary Society of 
Connellsville; of the Ladies’ Aid and Missionary Society of Con- 
nelisville; of the Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor 
of Connellsville; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of New London; of the congregation of the Methodist pusecepel 
Church of New London; of the Epworth League of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of New London; of the co tion of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of New London; of the Woman’s 
Home Missionary Society and Woman’s Foreign Missionary So- 
ciety of Carbondale; of the New Century Club, of Carbondale; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Edenburg; of 
the Epworth League of Harrisburg; of the congregation of the 
Baptist Church of Hazleton; of the congregation of the Holiness 
Christian Church, of Mount Carmel; of the co ation of the 
Falls of Schuylkill Presbyterian Church, of hilade Iphia; of 
the Trumbauer Young People’s Society, of Mount Carmel; of 
the Woman’s Foreign Missionary Society of Mount Carmel; of 
the Woman’s Home Missiona iety of Mount Carmel; of 
the Ministerial Association of Mount Carmel; of the Woman’s 
Home Missionary Society of Catawissa; of the Grangers, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of South Canaan; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Gravity; of the mee of the 
Second Presbyterian Church of rmantown; of the congre- 
gation of the Methodist Epi Church of Honesdale; of 
the Ministerial Association of Columbia; of the congregation of 
Hermon Church, of Frankford; of the Woman’s Home Mission- 
ary Society of Carlisle; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Nebraska; of the congregation of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church of Nebraska, and of sundry citizens of Shillsburg and 
Hydetown, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
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GREAT CANALS OF THE WORLD. 


Mr. MORGAN. I present a letter from the Chief of the Bu- 
reau of Statistics, Department of Commerce and Labor, on the 
subject of the cost and business of the great canals of the world, 
including the Suez Canal, in respect to which the information 
comes down to a later date, I believe, than any that has ever 
been presented to Congress. I move that it be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

The motion was agreed to, 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (8S. 1765) granting an increase of pension to Cynthia A. 
Burton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 1766) granting a pension to Henry Jordan; 

A bill (8S. 1767) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Smith (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (8. 1768) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Gully (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (8S. 1769) granting an increase of pension to Junius Ab- 


tt. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 1770) to correct the 
military record of Jacob W. Perkins; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1771) for the relief of William H. 
Anderson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1772) granting an increase of 
pension to Louise K. Bard; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read in ws by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 


rs: 
A bill (8. 1773) to correct the military record of William Moore; 
A bill (S. 1774) for the relief of Frank Oldengot, alias Frank 
Oltencott; 
A bill (S. 1775) to correct the military record of James E. Free- 


man; : 
_A bill (8. 1776) to correct the military record of Patrick Mor- 


rissey; 

A bill (S. 1777) for the relief of Joseph M. Reed; and 

A bill (S. 1778) for the relief of Jonathan Bush. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1779) for the relief of Car- 
oline Murtagh, widow of the late William J. Murtagh, formerly 
proprietor of the National Republican, of Washington, D. C.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. - 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 1780) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
Appleton (with accompanying papers); 
ae bill (S. 1781) granting an increase of pension to James F. 


osler; 
A bill (8S. 1782) granting an increase of pension to John W. 


ons; 
A bill (S. 1783) granting a pension to William H. Ellingwood 
(with an accompanying paper); 
A bill (8. 1784) granting an increase of pension to Alfred John- 


son; an 
A bill (S. 1785) granting an increase of pension to John Zim- 


merman (with accompanying papers). 
Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S. 1786) restoring James 


G. Field, naval surgeon, to the line of promotion; which was 





mee _ twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
airs. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (8. 1787) for the relief of Jean 
Louis Legare, of the Dominion of Canada; which was read twice | 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1788) granting a pension to | 
Sarah L. Nichols; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 1789) permitting railroad com- 
panies owning railroads in the Indian Territory to sell and con- 
vey the whole or any part thereof, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1790) for the relief of Simon Reg- 
nier; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1791) to 
of a site and the erection of a public 


urchase 
ewton, 


rovide for the 
ding thereon at 





in the State of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1792) for the relief of James W. 
Morgan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1798) for the relief of John C. 
Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their tities, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 1794) granting an increase of pension to Joseph C, 
Walkinshaw; 

‘ aa (S. 1795) granting an increase of pension to Leander 
mith; 

A bill (8S. 1796) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
Woodworth; 

A bill (8. 1797) granting a pension to Ellen H. Sharp; 

A bill (S. 1798) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Cole; 

A bill (S. 1799) granting an increase of pension to Charles E, 
Decker; 

A bill (S. 1800) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Willauer; 

A bill (8S. 1801) granting a pension to Mary J. Haas; 

A bill (S. 1802) granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 


Couch; 

A bill (S. 1803) granting an increase of pension to John M, 
Morgan; 

A bill (S. 1804) granting a pension to Catherine Pixley; 
whee (S. 1805) granting an increase of pension to Edwin A, 

elch; 

A bill (S. 1806) granting an increase of pension to David Bennett; 

A bill (S. 1807) granting an increase of pension to James Gray; 

A bill (S. 1808) granting a pension to James L. Dyer: 

A bill (S. 1809) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Freeman; and 

A bill (S. 1810) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


omas. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 1811) for the relief of Syl- 
vester H. Lee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 1812) granting a pension to Mary A. Artman; 

— bill (S. 1813) granting an increase of pension to Mary B. 
eller; 

A bill (8. 1814) granting an increase of pension to Samuel W, 

Kauffman (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill ( 8. 1815) granting a pension to Catharine Elliot (with 
accompanying papers); and ; 

A bill (8. 1816) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Shanabrough (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. LODGE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1817) granting a pension to Michael J. Meehan (with 
accompanying papers); 

A bill (8. 1818) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Craigue; 

A bill (S. 1819) granting a pension to Charles P. Skinner; and 

A bill (S. 1820) granting a pension to Martha W. Pollard (with 
accom nying papers). 

Mr. E (for Mr. Hoar) introduced a bill (S. 1821) for the 
relief of Catherine Grace; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred the Committee on Claims, 

AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$5,000 to enable the President to appoint a commission to investi- 
gate the claim of the Pillager tribe or band of Chippewa Indians 
of Minnesota for compensation for the land ceded by them to the 
United States by the treaty of August 21, 1847, intended to be 


| proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 
COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning business is closed, 
and the question is on the adoption of the resolution offered by 
the Senator from Maine [ Mr. are}, providing for the appoint- 
ment of the standing and select committees of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. We may as well dispose of it now, Mr. President. 
I offer an amendment, to come in at the end of the list, providing 
for an additional committee, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It will be read. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
On Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments.—Messrs. 


Pettus (chairman), Bate, Long. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. HALE. After the resolution is adopted I have a resolution 
to offer about the employment of clerks of newcommittees. Let 
the resolution be to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The res is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senator from Maine to give way to 
me for a moment. 

Mr. HALE. I will withhold the additional resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to make a request in connection with 
the resolution just adopted. In the list of committees which has 
been adopted by the Senate I notice, by areference to the report 
on the table, that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bats] is chair- 
man of the minority Committee on Public Health and National 
Quarantine. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BaTE] is also the 
chairman of another minority committee. In view of the action 
of the Senate, I ask unanimous consent (and I do it at the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee) that he be excused from service 

upon the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine, 
and that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] be appointed 
in his place. 

Mr. TALE. There is no objection to that, Mr. President. 
ame _—e OFFICER. The proposed modification will 

stated. 

The Secretary. Strike out the name of Mr. Bate where it 
appears in the Committee on Public Health and National Quar- 
antine as chairman, and insert in lieu the name of Mr. MorGan. 

b. — G OFFICER. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

The resolution as agreed to is as follows: 

Resolved, That the following, ne Sa 

e Se 


tute the standing and select committees of 
Congress: 


mber 1, 1903, shall consti- 
nate for the Fifty-eighth 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 


On Agriculture and Forestry.—Messrs. Proctor (chairman), Hansbrough, 
Warren, Foster of Washington, Dolliver, Quarles, Quay, Bate, Money, Sim- 


mons, Latimer. 
On Ap tions. eae, Allison (heieen), Hale, i Perkins, 
Warren, more, y, Gallinger, Cockrell, Teller, Berry, Tillman, Daniel. 
Senate.—Messrs. Kean 


Jo Audit and Conirol rol the Contingent of the 
(chairman), Warren, Mi , Money, oo 

On Canadian Relations,—Messrs. ton (chairman), Dryden, Hoar, Hale, 
ne ae Bailey, Clark of Montana, Clarke of Arkansas. 

On the C —Messrs. Quarles (chairman), Hale, Platt of New York, Me- 
Cumber, McComas, Burton, Kearns, eer. erro, Blackburn, Bailey. 

On Civil Service and Retrenchment.—Messrs. Perkins (chairman), Lodge. 
Elkins, Platt of New York, Millard, Bate, Dubois, urin, Clarke of 


Arkansas, 

On Claims.—Messrs. Warren (chairman), Stewart, Kean, Clapp, Burnham, 
Burton, Allee, Fulton, Smoot, Martin, Taliaferro, McLaurin, iter of Loui- 
siana, Overman. 

On Coast and Insular Survey.—Messrs. Ankeny (chairman) woster of 
Washington, Hawley, Fairbanks Allee, Morgan, Berry, 

Defenses.—Messrs, Mitchell (chairman), Haw ey, Al Alger, ‘Ball, 
- a Heyburn, Culberson, Taliaferro, Clay, Simmons, 


eon. Commerce.—Messrs. Frye (chairman), Elkins, on. ne atinges 4 
rose, Hanna, Depew, Perkins, eer of Washington, Quar. Alger, Berry. 
Martin, Clay, Maliory, Foster of Louisiana, Stone. 

On Corporations nized in the oe of Columbia. aii linea 


cheers). ‘eee 2 a a 
latt ore Commestious (chairman), Aldrich, 
eiconmr. ace saan Mitchell Kittredge, Hopkins, Teller, Money, ‘aliaferro, 
Spmens, 
the District of Columbia.—Messrs. Gallinger (chairman), a). Heasioonm, 
Washington, Foraker, Gamble, Martin, 


een Dillingham, Foster of , Scott, 
Mallory, Simmons, Dubois, Gorman. 

On Education and Labor.—Messrs. McComas (atenem), Penrose, Dolliver, 
Clapp, Burnham, Daniel, Gibson, ee. Sto 

On En ills.—Messrs. Cockre I (chairman) Hoar, Clapp. 

On Enrolied Bills.—Messrs. Dryden (c ), Hopkins, Foster of Loui- 


siana. 
To Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service. aor. Clapp (chair- 
ns), _— Ball, Smoot, Culberson. Simmons, McCrear 
Finance.—Messrs. Aldrich (chairman), Allison, Platt of Connecticut, 
ae Platt of New York, Hansbrough, Spooner, pemee Daniel, Teller, 


eon Tieheriee oe Hopkins (chairman), Proctor, Frye, Perkins, Pulto 
.—Messrs. ns (c ns, 
Mallo reign elation” ™ 
Messrs. Cullom 3 fchniemen). Frye, , Clark of 
Wyn omiug, Foraker, eee Kean, Morgan, Bacon, oney, Clark 


~~ 
bee Encode and the Protection ee, Game.—Messrs. Burton (chair- 
oan a Perkins, Kearns, Kittredge, Burnham, Ankeny, Morgan, Till- 


man, Gibso: ae 
On the rvey.—Messrs. Foster of Washington (chairman), 
Elkins, Fairbente fe He Hey burn, Mo Money, Cockrell, Fowkete 
Fairbanks, 


On Immigration. essrs. Dillingham (chairman), Pe 
soncary _ McComas, McLaurin, Patterson, Latimer, "Clarke of Arkan- 


eee Indian Affairs.—Messrs. Stewart (chairman), Platt of Connecticut, Mc- 


( 
Cumber. Gamble, Clark of oming, Long, Morgan, 
Dubois, Clark of Yiontana, Helier, Stone, Ov erman. - 


On Indian Messrs. ne Gene). Beveridge, Dilling- 
ham, Dietrich, Smoot, an’ Bacon, Martin, Berry, Pettus, McLaurin. 








ye Millard, Kittredge, Dryden, Hopkins, Morgan, Car 
‘erro, —. 
On Teteeaets Commerce.—Messrs. Elkins (chairman), Cullom, Aldrich, 
Kean, Dolliver, Foraker, Clapp, Millard, Tillman, McLaurin, Carmack, Foster 
of Louisiana, Newlands. 
On Irrigation.—Messrs. Bard (chairman), 
a Hansbrough, Ankeny, Fulton, 
ewlan 
On the Judiciary.—Messrs. Hoar (chairman), Platt of Connecticut, Clark of 
Wyoming, Fairbanks, Nelson, McComas, Depew, Mitchell, Bacon, Pettus, 
Cc berson, Blackburn, Patterson. 
On the Library. —Measrs. Wetmore (chairman), Hansbrough, Dryden, Clark 
of Montana, Gorman. 
On Manufactures. —Messrs. Heyburn (chairman), McCumber, Gallinger, 
Allee, Clay, Gibson, Latimer. 
On Military Affairs.—Messrs. Hawley (chairman),Proctor, Warren, Quarles, 
Scott, Foraker, A , Bate, Cockrell, Pettus, — _— 
On’ Mines and Mining.—Messrs. Scott (chairman Stewart, Hanna, E Kearns, 
Magbern, , Tillman, Clark of Montana, Clarke of A ye ewlan 
he Mississi River and its Tributaries.—Messrs. Nelson (chairman), 
Perkins, Platt of New York, 


Dolliver, Milla: oa. Bate aBnety. McLaurin. 
On Naval Aff Wore. (chairman) 
, Penrose, G ‘ aan Tillman, Martin, ener Blackburn, 
wee Oa Crgentoation, Con 2), W prclne agg stem dpe, the Bzeout wee peoeren om 
ua. rman), We' re, Bev n, , Mc 
Baskbase os 2. 

On Pacific ae an "Porto Rico.—Messrs. Foraker (chairman) a aay 
Wetmore, Foster of Washington, Mitchell, Kearns, Burton, Cockrell, Ma 
Blackburn, Clark of Montana 

On Pacific Railroads. —Messrs. Dolliver (chairman), Frye, Stewart, Millard, 
Kittredge, serge, Se Taliaferro, McCreary, Latimer: 

On Patents Kittredge (chairman chairiuan), McComas, Clapp, Smoot, Mal- 
eng. Seer of Ton | Latim 

Pensions.—Messrs. veteaiee chairman), Scott, Foster of Washin 
urnham, Alger. moot, Taliaferro, Patterson, Gacumack, 


On Interoceanic Canals.—Messrs. Hanna (chairman), Platt of New yom, 


Warren, Stewart, Kearns, Die- 
ey, Patterson, Gibson, Gorman, 


ton, Burton, B , Ball, 
Gibson, Overman. 

On the Philippines.—Messrs. Lodge (chairman), Hale, Proctor, Beveridge, 
Burrows, McComas, Dietrich, Long, Culberson, Dubois, Carmack, McCreary, 


Stone. 
On Post-Offices and Post-Roads.—Messrs. Penrose aa. Dolliver, 
Proctor, Burrows, Scott, Burton, Clay, Culber- 


-_ , Beveridge, Mitch 
aliaferro, Simmons, rman 
oe Printing.—Messrs. Platt of New York (chairman), Elkins, Gorman. 
On Private Land Claims.—Messrs. Teller (chairman), McEnery, Pettus, 
Hale, Kean, Gamble, Burton. 
On Privileges and Elections.—Messrs. Burrows (chairman), Hoar, McComas, 
Foraker, Depew, Beveridge, Dillingham, Hopkins, Pettus, Dubois, Bailey, 


Overman, Clarke of Arkansas. 
On Public Buildings and Grounds.—Messrs. Fairbanks (chairman), are. 
y, Stone, 


Scott Qt , Quarles, McCumber, Wetmore, Quay, Culberson, Simmons, 
On Public Health and National paarentiee. —Messrs. Morgan (chairman), 


MeBnery Meplory  Oulbereon, Boos Pooceer, re Ball, me burn, Lo 
On Public —Messrs. nigh (chairman in), Nelson, Cla Clark of Wyo- 
ming, Bard. ‘Kearns Gambe. Barons Berry, McEnery, 
——- Dubois, Newlan 
Railroads essrs. Clark of Wyo ae as oteomy, Hawley, 


Bard, Allee, Ankeny, cna Bacon, Pettus, Money, Carmack. 

On the Revision of the Laws o the United States.—Messrs. Depew (chair- 
man), Proctor, Fulton ,eybare. Daniel, Mallory, Bailey, Patterson. 

On Revolutiona ic aims.—Messrs. Meesrs. ‘Tillman (chairman chairman), Bate, Platt of Con- 


necticut, at, Alger 

oth Se SSicasrs Spooner (chairman), Aldrich, Hoar, Elkins, Teller, 
On Territories. glee. Bovertioe ¢ (chairman), Dillingham, Nelson, Bard, 

om. & Burnham, : —— Ss ae of Arkansas, Newlands. 

Trenrporeate oa ibaa te to fhe Gatos —Messrs. Gamble (chairman) 

Cuark of of ming, > Perk ins, Ball, Allee. 7c Daniel, Dubois: Clarke o 
On the “University o Ss oe States.—Messrs. Long (chairman), 7 

Wetmore, a Dryden, Allison, Clay, Carmack, B. ~ 

burn, Foster of 


SELECT COMMITTEES. 


To Secon, the Condition of the Potomac River Front at Washi 
ase. illard (chairman), Frye, Beveridge, Allee, Martin, Bacon, C = ‘of 
ontana. 
oneks ase Suffrage.—Messrs. Bacon (chairman), Berry, Wetmore, Bard, 
On Additional Accommodations for the Library of Congress.—Messrs. Be: 
(feemee), Stone, Cullom, Allison, Mitchell. = 
On Transportation and Sale of Meat Products.—Messrs. Daniel (chairman), 
Stone, McCumber, Quarles, 
On the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians.—Messrs. Bate (chairman), Teller, 
Districh, Kit , Burrows. 
On Industrial itions.—Messrs. Burnham (chairman), Hawley, Hans- 
prone. Loge. —~ p, Alger, Fulton, Daniel, Cockrell, Carmack, Gibson, 
ewlan 
On Nati ‘onal Banks.—Messrs. Kearns (chairman), Penrose, Ankeny, McEn- 
n. 
Investigate Trespassers upon Indian Lands.—Messrs. Dietrich (chair- 
man), Heyburn, Morgan. 
x On ,~ mination and Disposition of Documents. —Messrs. Alger (chairman), 
ean. 
Ga Verkilation ond Acoustice— Mesure. Ball (chairman), Gallinger Gamble. 
Cuenta’ Weights, ond Measures.—Messrs. Smoot (chairman), Dolli liver, 
Long, Clark of Montana, M 
Disposi ion 4 Papers in the Executive Departments. —Messrs. Pet- 
tus sien Bate, Long. 


—— . HALE, I offer an additional resolution, which I ask may 
The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Examination and Disposition of Docu- 
ments, and the Committee on eee and Acoustics, and the Committee 


on tion of Useless Pa: in the Executive rtments bye and they 
hereby aro, each authorized to em mploy, onand av ten the int day of December, 
1908, a clerk, who shall be paid at the rate of $1,800 con- 


ait. annum 
tingent fund of the Senate until otherwise provided by law. 


Mr. HALE. The resolution provides for the three new com- 
mittees which have been established. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. It must be referred tothe Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to that course. The com- 


mittee can rt it Ser: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so referred. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Maine 
that if-the resolution is adopted in its present form it ,will begin 
the ist day of December, leaving an interim of a few days for the 
clerk of one or two of the minority chairmanships, and it ought 
to take effect at once. 

Mr. HALE. The general resolution provides that the whole 
matter shall take effect on the ist of December. It applies to the 
whole list, including all the committees. 

Mr. GORMAN. But the Senator from Maine will understand 
that under the rules of the Senate each Senator who is not chair- 
man of a committee is entitled toa clerk at fourteen or fifteen 
hundred dollars, whatever it is, and that the moment he becomes 
chairman the pay of his personal clerk ceases. 

Mr. HALE. That is all arranged in the office of the Secretary. 
A Senator holds his general place until he becomes chairman, 
and then he has a clerk under the provision just submitted. None 
of them takes effect before the ist of December. 

Mr. GORMAN. The committees do not take effect until then? 

Mr. HALE. That was provided for in the resolution submitted 
day before yesterday. The resolution takes effect on the ist of 
December. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the pending resolution be read again. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. HALE. That has been adapted to the other resolution 
which I offered, and which provides that the changes in commit- 
tees —_ take effect on December 1,80 that they shall all proceed 
together. 

r. GORMAN. I understand from the Senator from Maine 
that the committees will take effect on the Ist of December. I 
did not notice the phraseology. Committees are meeting now 
from day to day and will meet on very important matters be- 
tween this time and the ist of December. Do I understand that 
it is the Senator's intention that we shall remain without our full 
minority representation in the meantime? 

Mr. HAL . Ido not suppose that any practical question of 
that kind arises. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is rather embarrassing. I myself have ex- 
perienced it. 

Mr. HALE. I fancy there will be no trouble of that kind. 
There are very few committees meeting. 

Mr. GORMAN. But why not have the committees take effect 
from the date of the passage of the resolution? 

Mr. HALE. There ought to be some general date fixed in the 
future, so that all the accounts can be adapted. This was done on 
consultation; and it was thought best to name a specific day. It 
was suggested that it take effect at the beginning of the regular 
session, but that will be seven days later. Finally the committee 
concluded that it would be better to make it the 1st day of De- 
cember for every committee. I do not think that any practical 
difficulty is going to arise. 

Mr. President, if this matter is disposed of, I ask the Chair to 
lay before the Senate the next order of business. 


REPUBLIC OF CUBA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next order of business is 
the motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hag] to reconsider 
the vote by which the joint resolution (S. R. 15) inviting Cuba 
to become a State of the American Union, introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. NewLanps], was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Relations with Cuba. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I desire to have a vote on the mo- 
tion. I should like to have the reference reconsidered, and then, 
after being reconsidered, as some Senators wish to debate the 
joint resolution, I will ask that it lie on the table. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I did not understand the motion of the 
Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. It is the motion which I made to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senator’s resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Relations with Cuba. 

I said, and will repeat, that I desire to have the vote taken now 
on reconsideration; but I shall not call it up for any further 
movement at present, because Senators desire to debate it here- 
after. The matter will lie on the table, and then it will be open 
for the future action of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Maine, to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was referred to the Committee on Relations with Cuba. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now, I ask that the joint resolution be laid on the 
table to be called up by me at some future time, as Senators may 
desire to discuss it further. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks 
that the joint resolution be now laid on the table. Is there ob- 
jection to the request? 

Mr. HALE. Subject to being called up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Subject to his call. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of 
the Senator from Maine for a moment to the matter of the former 
resolution. 

It occurs to me that without any ibility of confusing ac- 
counts,in view of the last resolution which the Senator had adopted, 
it would really be better if, by unanimous consent, the resolution 
were changed so as to take effect at once. This is asession of the 
Senate. The committees when the session convened were not full. 
There were vacancies on the Republican side of committees and 
vacancies on the Democratic, or minority, side of committees. 
Under the resolution as it stands the committees are not equipped; 
the vacancies are not filled until the ist of December. Why 
should not each member of a committee become absolutely a mem- 
ber of the committee from the time of the adoption of the resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. HALE. I tried to explain that the committee had consid- 
ered that question, and it is more convenient in making up the 
accounts to have a full month. The matter is unimportant. It 
involves only a few days. December will be here before the Sen- 
ator knows it. There is no actual business that is going to be in- 
terfered with or prostrated because the committees are not filled 
up now. Therefore the committee concluded it would be far bet- 
ter to have the resolution take effect on the 1st day of December. 
Then the Secretary will open all the accounts with the beginning 
of the month; there will be no part of a month going over: and 
in the meantime things will be going on just as they are and just 
as they have gone on for three weeks. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is mistaken in his supposition 
that I will not know when the ist of December arrives. I expect 
to know that. 

Ido not know that it is very material; but I think there is 
some point in the suggestion of the Senator from Maryland. I 
do not see how it should confuse accounts. The accounts of the 
Senate do not depend upon the membership of the committees. 
The members of the Senate are not paid for service on committees 
except as they receive a salary. 

I conceive that there would be confusion perhaps as to the clerks 
of the new committees if the resolution which has just been offered 
by the Senator had not been adopted. He is clearly right that 
each Senator, undisturbed by any action of the Senate, shall keep 
his clerk until the 1st day of December; and if he shall then be- 
come a chairman, he will have a right to appoint a clerk of the 
committee, who acts as his clerk. But it does not seem quite 
dignified—that is the truth of it—to adopt a resolution appointing 
committees, making the membership when adopted full, and yet 
provide that it shall not take effect until hereafter. However, it 
is not very material, as the Senator said. 


TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 


Mr. CULLOM. If there is nothing further before the Senate, 
I should like to call up the bill carrying into effect the conven- 
tion between the United States and the Republic of Cuba. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from L[linois calls 
up House bill 1921. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a convention be- 
tween the United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the 
1ith day of December, in the year 1902. 

Mr. CULLOM. My object in calling up the bill is to have it 
read and to give an opportunity, so that if any Senator desires to 
do so he can talk upon it to-day or on any day during the pres- 
ent session, my purpose being to give every opportunity possible 
that is desired to discuss the bill. If no Senator desires to discuss 
it to-day, I would like, then, to make it the unfinished business of 
the session from day to day until the session shall close, so that at 
the beginning of the next lar session the bill may be taken up 
according to the order which was made and discussed until it is 
di of on the date fixed. I ask that the bill be read. 

r. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator a question. I sup- 
pose it is his intention simply to call it up formally, and if no one 
wants to speak, to let it lie over? 

Mr. CU. M. I will let it lie over, making it the unfinished 
business, and lay it over from time to time. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no objection to that course that I 
know of. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection. an order 
will be made, making it the unfinished business of the Senate. 
The bill will be read by the Secretary, 

The Secretary read the bill. 
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Mr. CULLOM. I have had the bill called up and read for 
the purpose of giving any Senator an opportunity to speak upon 
it to-day if he sees proper. If not, I shall hope to keep it before 
the Senate as the unfinished business during the remainder of 
this session, so as to give any Senator an opportunity to talk upon 
it whenever the Senate isin session. If any Senator now desires 
to take the floor on the bill, I am anxious to have him doso, If 
no Senator desires to speak, I will ask—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Iunderstand that the Senator from Tennes- 
see [Mr. CARMACK] desires to address the Senate on the bill. 

Mr. CARMACK. If it will not interfere with the convenience 
of any other Senator, I will say what I have to say about the bill 
this morning. 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, the ratification of the Cuban 
treaty has been urged upon us in the President’s message with 
reasons which appeal to diverse springs of action in the human 
heart. The President tells us, in substance, that we must ratify 
this treaty tosave our honor and to help our trade; that we must 
act in this matter from a stern and self-sacrificing sense of duty 
and with a lively regard for the profits that willaccrue. It is an 
opportunity, such as seldom comes, to worship God and get your 
money back; to be diligent in business while serving the Lord. 
The Cuban treaty is presented to us by the President in the 
attractive double aspect of a bargain counter and a missionary 
box. You put a nickel in the slot for sweet charity’s sake and 
get more than your money’s worth of chewing gum and cigars. 

Happy is that Republican Administration, Mr. President, which 
is driven by a selfish motive to a righteous deed, and is thus en- 
abled to perform a Christian duty without exercising any of the 
Christian virtues. It is quite another story when the obligations 
of honor, and respect for law, and regard for the Constitution 
happen to come in conflict with selfish and unlawful desires. 

Still, Mr. President, I think it is the duty of Congress to hear 
with patience any appeal that may be made to its conscience, from 
whatever source it may come, I realize that our relations with 


Cuba are peculiar, and I feel the force of what the President has 
to say along this line. For these reasons I have been willing to 
vote for almost any reasonable treaty which might be presented. 


upon the people of 
the 


e of famine 
om their in- 


I felt that, having imposed our guardianship 
Cuba and then left them, as we were told, on 
and despair, we had incurred an obligation to 
terests, even though it should involve some sacrifice of our own. 

But the appeals made in the name of mercy and humanity are 
now known to have no basis in truth. The revenues of Cuba are 
abundant. Her treasury is full. Her people are prosperotis and 
contented. Weare under no moral obligation to rush to the aid 
of a people who do not need our assistance; and if we are under 
any such obligation, we are certainly not bound in honor to ratify 
any treaty or pass any bill that may be presented for our consid- 
eration, no matter what it may contain. 

Give me a treaty that is fair and even generous to Cuba and 
only just and honest to the people of the United States, and I will 
vote for it. But no man can pledge my faith to a treaty which is 
itself a violation of pledged Faith and honorable obligation, and 
which, under the pretense of opening for us the markets of Cuba, 
slams the door in the face of 50,000,000 people in Central and 
South America. 

You had a treaty here entirely satisfactory to the people of 
Cuba, a treaty already ratified and approved by the Government 
of that country. You take that treaty and you write into ita 
miserable bargain with the pro interests of the United 
States—a bargain, I say, which was in gross violation of good 
faith to our own people, a bargain which closed the door to 
reciprocity with other countries—and you insist that we shall 
make that bargain in the name of honor and in the name of reci- 
procity. 

I shall vote against this treaty, Mr. President, for reasons very 
different, perhaps, from those which may influence the ition 
of some other Senators. If this measure would reduce price 
of sugar to the American consumer, I should regard it as one pow- 
erful argument in its favor. But we know that it will not do so. 
The importations of Cuban sugar will fall far short of supply- 
ing the deficiencies of American production. There must still be 
a large amount of sugar imported subject to the regular rates of 
duty. There will not be one price in the American market for 
free sugar and another price for taxed sugar, but one price for all, 
whether home-grown, imported free, or dutiable. That price will 
be the world price plus the duty and the cost of carriage. 

So I say, Mr. President, this measure will not reduce by the 
fraction of a cent either the profits of the American sugar pro- 
ducer or the expenses of the American consumer, and there is no 
reason why the one should feel any great alarm or the other any 

enthusiasm for the passage of this bill. 

One of the reasons why I oppose this bill is that it not only 
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does not now reduce the tax on sugar, but that it provides that 
there shall be no such reduction in the future. We are appealed 
to in the name of honor and good faith. In honor and good faith 
you can not pass this bill, because it distinctly and im plain terms 
violates the solemn promises that were made when the tariff of 
1897 was enacted. 

You have written into that treaty and into this bill a provision 
that during the life of the Cuban treaty no treaty shall be made 
with any other foreign country that reduces the duties on sugar 
below the rates fixed in the existing law. I say, Mr. President, 
that that is in flagrant violation of the promises made when Con- 
gress enacted what the very authors of it have described as the 
“ exorbitant duty upon sugar.” 

I repeat it, sir, the very authors of the sugar duty in the act of 
1897 admitted that it was excessive; that it was exorbitant; that 
it was far higher than was needed for any just purpose of pro- 
tection. It was said by my friend the Senator from Iowa ° 
DoLLIveR]; it was said by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Hor- 
KINS]; it was admitted by the ublican members of the Ways 
and Means Committee when that bill was under considera- 
tion, that the sugar oa was far higher than was needed for any 
purpose of protection; that it was an unjust and oppressive tax 
upon the American people, and the promise was that by reciprocity 
arrangement that tax should be reduced. 

How do you propose to redeem that pledge? The advocates of 
this bill, Mr. President, have insisted earnestly and with truth 
that it will not reduce the tax on sugar by the fraction of a cent. 
Yet they have inserted into the body of the treaty and of this bill 
a provision that will prevent any reduction in the future. 

I ask, Mr. President, if it is honor and good faith to impose an 
exorbitant duty in the name of reci ity and for the sake of 
foreign trade, and then devote every dollar of that duty to unjust 
and unnecessary protection? 

This measure, Mr. President, simply diverts some millions of 
dollars from the public eyes into the hands of individuals. 
I shall not argue whether it will go into the coffers of the sugar 
trust or into the pockets of the Cuban sugar planters; but this 
we all know, that it will not reduce the taxes of the people b 
one cent; it will reduce the revenues of the Government by mil- 
lions of dollars, and this money paid out of the pockets of the 
American people will go into private pockets. 

We had a promise by the Republicans who enacted this tariff 
that they would reduce it by not less than 20 per cent through 
reciprocity arrangements. That would save about $10,000,000 in 
taxes to the American le, and that is what we are paying, 
Mr. President, in cold cash out of the ets of the American 

ple for whatever privileges we obtain in the Cuban market. 
Fou pay not only that, but you formally and by bargain sur- 
render every opportunity to have reciprocity with all the sugar- 
producing countries of the world. 

This is not presented, Mr. President, simply as one act in a gen- 
eral policy of reciprocal trade. It is presented as the end-all and 
the be-all of that great policy which, in the magniloquent language 
of the Republican platform, was to give us control of the trade of 
the world. It is not conceived in a spirit of friendliness, but in 
a spirit of deadly hostility to a liberal trade policy. It is the last 
gasp, the dying groan, the very death rattle of Republican reci- 
procity. You have bargained in this bill that reciprocity shall 
die now and here. 

I can understand, Mr. President, how the enemies of reciprocity 
can ee na this bill, as most of them are doing, but for the life 
of me I can not comprehend how it can receive the support of 
any man who pretends to be a friend of reciprocity. You have 
brought reciprocity, sir, to this condition: You violate the sol- 
emn promise made to reduce taxation of the people, and you do 
it in the name of honor; you close up every opportunity to have 
reciprocity with the nations of the earth, and you do that in the 
name of reciprocity. 

What reciprocity treaties conld you make—what could you 
ever have made under this bill? Why, Mr. President, sugar has 
been the basis of all the reciprocity we had under the McKinley 
Act, and, if not the basis, it is certainly a very important part of 
all the reciprocity we ever hoped to have under the Dingley Act. 

I hold in my hand, sir, a report made by the Ways and Means 
Committee of the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress, in 1896. 
It was a report made for the purpose of os reciprocity. 
It traces the efforts, beginning away back in 1882, to extend our 
export trade with the Latin-American countries through reci- 
procity treaties, which ended in the international conference in 
1889, in which seventeen of those Republics were represented. 
Mr. Blaine presented that report to the President with a letter of 
recommendation. He recommended an amendment to the - 
ing McKinley tariff bill which would enable this , in his 
opinion, to get free markets in all the Latin-American countries 
for practically all the agricultural and many of the manufacturéd 
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—- of the United States. By what means was that to be ob- 
ined? In concluding his statement, Mr. Blaine said: 
involved in these propositions would be rendered 


ble if Congress, in its wisdom, should the duty on sugar by direct 
logiaition, instead of allowing the same Siock to be attained by the recipro- 


Of course the exchanges 


cal arrangements suggested. 


In other words, Mr. President, Mr. Blaine spompeinat as did 
the authors of this report, that freedom to manipulate the sugar 
duty was an absolute essential to any scheme of reciprocity with 
the Latin-American countries. To impress the importance of the 
sugar duty he declared that the sugar wing countries com- 
prised four-fifths, or 40,000,000 people, of tin America, and that 
a very slight discrimination in their favor on the sugar duty 
would vastly extend our commerce with those countries. 

As a matter of fact, Mr. President, all the reciprocity arrange- 
ments made with the South American countries were upon 
sugar. Not only that, but the only two treaties we had with 
European countries have the same history. We negotiated and 
ratified treaties or reciprocal arrangements with Germany and 
with Austria-Hungary. 

This report speaks in glowing terms of the vast benefits that ac- 
crued to American commerce by reason of the ratification of those 
treaties, which gave a discrimination of 30 per cent in favor of 
American wheat, flour, and other agricultural and manufactured 
products. Those treaties were based, I say, upon sugar; without 
sugar not one of them could ever have been made. It was the 
same way with the treaties negotiated but never ratified under the 
Dingley tariff act. 

Mr. President, I have not conceded, and I do not concede, all 
the extravagant claims made by Republicans as to what was ac- 
complished under the Blaine reciprocity arrangements. I have 
no extravagant faith in the virtue and practical operation of reci- 
procity. Ido not believe we should say to other nations, ‘‘ We 
will untax our people if you will untax yours; if you do not 
lighten the burdens upon your people we will punish you by heap- 
ing higher and heavier the burdens upon our own; we will injure 
your trade by plundering our people.’’ I believe with Sir Rob- 
ert Peel that the best way to fighta hostile tariff is by re-forming 
our own. 

I do not believe, Mr. President, that we should put heavy and 
spussuirs burdens of taxation upon our own country, to remain 

re until we can make arrangements with the nations of the 
earth to take them off. Ido not believe that our fiscal system 
should be complicated with the fiscal systems of other nations. 
We make a tariff treaty, let us suppose, with Germany with, re- 
gard to the tariff duties to be imposed upon a number of articles, 
and we afterwards find it to be a foolish and improvident treaty. 
We are then in a condition where we must either subject our- 
selves to the charge of violating a solemn treaty with a foreign 
power or we must get the consent of the German Empire before 
We can readjust and redistribute the burdens of taxation upon 
our own people. 

So I say, Mr. President, I am not very much in love with reci- 
procity. I do not believe that it is the best way either to reduce 
taxes or to extend our trade. At the same time I will admit that 
it is better than no way at all, and it is the | way that ever 
has been —— by the Republican party. e have no right 
to demand that you carry out the Democratic platform, but we 
have a right to demand that you carry out your own. 

I do not say that I am always and under all circumstances op- 
posed to peneny But 1 do mean to say that actual reciprocity 
can not be obtained without making actual concessions. A coun- 
try must be willing to give as well as eager to take, and the con- 
dition to which reciprocity has come in this measure shows that 
no such policy ever can be executed by a which makes a 
fetich of protection. The failure of reciprocity as a means of tariff 
reform is never soapparent as when a high protective party, hold- 
ing office by the grace of the beneficiaries of protection, attempts 
to withdraw from the latter any portion of their spoils. 

We enacted a tariff act in 1897 and we imposed duties high 
enough in all conscience to satisfy the greediest shark that ever 
called himself protector of American labor. Then we put on 
an extra margin to be bargained away by treaties with foreign 
countries to extend our foreign trade. 
these years for our Government to drive a seriesof bargains with 
other nations to reduce the burdens it had laid upon its own peo- 

le, and not one solitary treaty has been ratified to this good hour. 

he oppressive taxes that we imposed in the name of foreign trade 
have been appropriated entirely and exclusively to the purposes of 
domestic monopoly. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLiver}, in a 
notable speech delivered at the last session of Congress, spoke in 
a vein of deep dejection of the contemptuous manner in which 
the reciprocity treaties had been dealt with in this body, and said 
that more viclanne had been done to the protective system by the 


failure of his party to act upon these treaties than by all the | ity. 
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clamor and all the noise and all the invective of all the blatant 
free traders in the United States. I agree with the Senator from 
Iowa. No accusation we could make against the Republican 
party, however fortified by evidence, could be as effective as its 
own confession of hypocrisy, of violated promises, of taxes im- 
posed under false pretenses. 

The Senator said in that speech that not one line of Mr. Blaine’s 
wisdom was left upon the statute books; that no step had been 
taken to realize President McKinley’s magnificent dream. The 
policy advocated by President McKinley with such earnestness 
and er in his last public utterance has proved to be indeed the 
baseless fabric of avision; it has dissolved and left not a rack behind, 
Who is responsible? If the Democratic party effaced every line 
of the wisdom of Mr. Blaine from the statute book, the Repub- 
rty, after being seven years in power, has not put a single 
line of it back. :; 

I want to say, Mr. President, that in reality there never was 
much of Mr. Blaine’s wisdom on this question in the statute book. 
The policy actually adopted fell very far short of the broad and 
comprehensive policy of Mr. Blaine. 

In the report to which I have before referred, under the head- 
ing of ‘* Mr. Blaine’s recommendations,’’ he is thus quoted: 

“To escape the delay and uncertainty of treaties,” Mr. Blaine suggested 
“an amendment to the pending tariff bill authorizing the President to declare 
the ports of the United States free to all the products of any nation of the 
Amercan hemisphere,” etc. 

That was Mr. Blaine’s policy, Mr. President. The plan actually 
adopted, as compared with that of Mr. Blaine, seems as impotent 
as a eunuch and as bloodlessasa mummy. Mr. Blaine’s policy 
comprehended free trade with all the nations of the American 
hemisphere to the north and the south—Canada, Mexico, Central 
and South America—free sugar, free hides, free wool, free coal, 
free lumber, absolute freedom to all the products of all the coun- 
tries of the American hemisphere. That was the policy of Mr. 
Blaine. I say that policy was mutilated and emasculated by the 
protection sentiment in Congress. Still, Mr. President, it was the 
one redeeming feature of the McKinley bill. It was the only thing 
in that measure, according to Mr. Blaine’s own statement, that 
would open a market for a single bushel of American wheat or 
asingle barrel of American pork. 

The Wilson Act did not in terms repeal the treaties adopted 
under Mr. Blaine. It contained an express provision that they 
should not be affected except so far as they were inconsistent with 
the provisions of that act. They were annulléd simply by the 
tariff on sugar—by that and that only. When that act was 
passed, which, as the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER] would 
say, expunged every line of the wisdom of Mr. Blaine from the 
statute books, there went up from the Republican party one uni- 
versal chorus of damnation. I beg leave to ask, Mr. President, 
if the Democratic party deserves damnation for expunging the 
wisdom of Mr. Blaine from the statute book, how many years in 
purgatory does the Republican party deserve for refusing to put 
a single line of it back? 

This report made by the Ways and Means Committee in 1896— 
Mr. Dingley being chairman of the committee and the present 
Senator from Dlinois [Mr. HopKins]} being then chairman of the 
subcommittee which made the report—this report, I say, was in- 
tended to glorify the results of reciprocity under Mr. Blaine and 
to damn the Democratic party for its terrible and destructive 
work in repealing the Republican policy of reciprocity. When 
the Dingley tariff was under discussion they again thundered 
their denunciation against the Democratic party, and declared 
that under that bill they would not only restore Mr. Blaine’s plan 
of reciprocity, but that it should be enlarged and improved. 

The present Senator from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins}, then a member 
of the Ways and Means Committee and one of the authors of that 
bill, declared that reciprocity was to be the ‘‘ crowning glory”’ 
of the Dingley tariff; that Mr. Blaine’s policy was to be enlarged 
and improved and adapted to our commercial relations with Ger- 
many and Austria and France and Belgium and all the countries 
of Central and South America. 

Mr. President, I beg leave to ask what has become of that policy 
thus improved, enlarged, and adapted to our commercial relations 
with Europe and South America, that was to give us reciprocity 
treaties with Germany and Austria and Belgium and France and 
all the countries to the south of us? Whathas become of it? Not 
a line of it on the statute book to this good hour, though the Re- 
publican party has had possession of the Government for seven 
years. 

Mr. President, reciprocity was not simply an incident of the 
Dingley tariff. Reciprocity treaties were not simply to be the 
by-products of that great act. According to the Senator from 
Illinois, reciprocity was to be the main purpose, the crowning glory; 
all the other benefits to be derived from the Dingley tariff were 
to pale their ineffectual fires before the shining glory of reciproc- 
Yet there has been no reciprocity. The ratesof the Dingley 
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tariff were purposely made excessive to enable you to negotiate 


these treaties. The Senator from Dlinois, when the bill was un- 
der discussion, expressly said so with reference to sugar, and the 
Senator from Iowa said so on the floor of the Senate. 

The bill expressly provided for a general reduction of not more 
than 20 per cent. Mr. Kasson, of Iowa, the commissioner selected 
by Mr. McKinley to negotiate these treaties, expressly declared that 
the general rates of the Dingley tariff had been made excessive, 
had been made higher than was needed for the purposes of pro- 
tection, in order to carry out the policy of reciprocity which the 
Republican party had promised in every platform and for the de- 
struction of which it had denounced the Democratic party in 
every platform. The treaties were negotiated; they have been 
a to die, and no effort has been made to ratify them in this 

nate. 

The Senator from Illinois said that special nes had been 
made in that bill with reference to a reduction of the tariff on sugar, 
and among the other benefits to be derived from that he said it 
would afford a sufficient inducement to the German Government 
to reopen her markets to all the agricultural and manufactured 
products of the United States. Yet, sir, you now write a bargain 
into this measure that there shall be no such reduction, and that 
you shall not use the sugar duty for the purpose for which it was 
intended—to reopen the markets of Germany and other European 
and American countries by reciprocity. Why? How came that 
provision in the bill or in the treaty? ; 

It was not put there on the insistence of Cuba. Cuba had never 
asked for it. She had ratified the treaty without such a provision 
being contained in it. It was put there, Mr. President, as a bar- 
gain with the sugar growers and as a general bargain with the 
protected interests of the United States that reciprocity should 
die with this treaty. I ask Republican Senators if they are will- 
ing that the great Dingley tariff shall be shorn of what the Sena- 
tor from Illinois called its ‘‘ crowning glory?”’ Are they willing 
to write ‘‘ Ichabod”’ across the brow of that great measure and 
proclaim that its glory has departed? There is nothing left to 
represent that chief glory of the Dingley tariff except the Kasson 
treaties pending in this body. 

What will be the effect of this treaty with Cuba and the meas- 
ure now before the Senate on those treaties? Pass this bill, Mr. 
President, and you absolutely and utterly destroy the very treaties 
concerning which my friend from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvER] lifted 
up to heaven his wailing cry. He was here demanding that the 
Senate should act on the Kasson treaties. Yet my friend, I sup- 
pose, will vote for this bill, and when he does so he votes to kill 
every one of the reciprocity treaties—— 

Mr. DOLLIVER. May I interrupt the Senator? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkinsin the chair). Does 
the Senator from Tennessee yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. CARMACK. I do. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The sugar schedule is not involved in the 
reciprocity treaty with France. 

Mr. CARMACK. I was —— say with one exception, and 
with one exception only. ell, Mr. President, you are not going 
to ratify one of those treaties and kick all the other nations with 
whom reciprocity treaties have been negotiated. You know 
those treaties must stand or fall together, and, with the single 
exception of the treaty with France, sugar is involved in every 
one of them. 

Mr. President, that is the plain question. The question is 
whether you are willing for the sake of this one treaty, and no 
more, to not only bind yourself not to reduce the taxes of the 
American people, but to bind yourself not to make any other reci- 
procity treaties with the sugar-growing nations of the world. 

The Senator from Iowa was right, Mr. President, when he said 
that the failure of the Senate to act upon these reciprocity treaties 
would be a serious blow to protectionism. It will be, Mr. Presi- 
dent, because it will demonstrate to the country the utter selfish- 
ness of the great protected interests of the United States and the 
utter subservience to those interests of the Republican party. 
When reciprocity dies at the hands of the Republican party the 
country will know that the very thing it is determined to have— 
some reduction of our oppressive tariff duties—can not be ob- 
tained by any concession, by - yielding, by any compromise on 
the part of the great trusts and monopolies of the country, and 
until they yield it can not be had from the Republican party. 

Why should we be surprised if the Republican enacts 
enormous and excessive duties under the name of reciprocity, and 
then devotes every dollar of such duties to protection? Republionn 
history is but repeating itself in this particular. 
was enacted with the profuse a 
tionate and excessive rates. 


The Morrill tariff 
logies of its authors for its extor- 
e excuse was that there was a 
heavy internal tax levied u manufactures, and that it was nec- 
essary to put an extra tariff rate u 
ucts to counterbalance the effect of the internal tax. That tariff 
was enacted, Mr. President, with the distinct promise that as soon 
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as those internal taxes should be removed the tariff would be re- 
duced. Every vestige of those internal taxes was removed, and 
then the tariff was made higher thanever. The eae 
expenses incident to the war were supposed to justify extraordi- 
nary rates of duty, bu’. when those duties brought a redundant 
revenue the Republican party brought in a bill to decrease the 
revenues by increasing the taxes! 

Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa need not hope that his 
idea or that other ‘‘ Iowa idea,’’ represented by Governor Cum- 
mins, ever will find any favor with the Republican party. He 
need not hope that the Republican party will ever — high 
and extortionate rates of duty to be used for any other purpose 
than that of building > the wealth and power of wpe ae 
Governor Cummins, of the Senator’s own State, sounded a bu 
blast upon this question; he aroused an enthusiasm among the 
people, regardless of party, against a tariff that builds up trusts and 
monopolies. The staid old protectionist politicians of that State 
were startled and alarmed. The Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives almost fell out of Congress to get out of the way of 
the onrush of the hosts of tariff reform. 

But in doing that he did a signal service to the cause of protec- 
tion. He called the attention of the great protected interests 
throughout the country to the fact that there was danger in the 
Stateof Iowa. Theyrallied. They proceeded to rectify the situa- 
tion. They rectified the Republican politicians who, from their 
point of view, had gone wrong. They rectified Governor Cum- 
mins, and when the next Republican platform was made its tariff 
plank was just such as any monopolist in this country would. have 
written. 

I say the Senator from Iowa need not hope that he can carry 
his party with him on this proposition. The most that he can 
possibly hope for, if he can hope for that, is that he will be — 
mitted to retain and advocate his own individual views. - 
ernor Cummins was not permitted to do it. 

Mr. Bascock of Wisconsin, chairman of the National Congres- 
sional Committee, raised a war cry; he thundered against the 
trusts; he demanded a reduction of excessive duties that were 
enabling monopolies to plunder the American people while sell- 
ing abroad in competition with the pauper labor of all the world. 
But when the next campaign was on Mr. Bascook was forced or 
induced to repudiate his own utterances in language that was 
almost a personal insult to himself. Such has been the fate of 
every Republican leader who has shown spirit enough to revolt 
against the rule of monopoly. Such, I am sorry to say, will be 
the fate of my friend the Senator from Iowa. 

I shall try to remember my friend as he stood here on that 
memorable occasion, the very Ajax Telamon of debate, hurling 
his denunciations at the perfidy of his own party. ‘‘ His neck was 


| clothed with thunder, and the glory of his nostrils was terrible.”’ 


I shall try to remember him as he stood here upon that scene. 
Yet, Mr. President, I know that as it has been with Cummins, as 


| it has been with BaBcock, even so it will be with my friend from 


Iowa. 
The Republican a has bidden farewell to reciprocity. It 


has bidden farewell totariff revision in any form. A few months 


ago Doctor Schurman, of Cornell University, good, easy man, 
wishing totry once more the effect of alliterative melody in a Re- 
publican campaign, raised the war cry of ‘‘ Roosevelt, Reciprocity, 
and Revision.”” What has become of the last two members of 
this blessed trinity? There seems to have been a radical revision 
of the Republican creed, which has left the unitarians in full 
control of the church. The trinity has been expunged from the 
Republican articles of faith. The trinitarian propaganda has 
been overwhelmed by the Mohammedan war cry of ‘‘Allah il 
Allah,’’ Roosevelt is great, and the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGe]. I suppose, is his prophet! 

The Republican party needs only the first word mentioned by 
Doctor Schurman. Whatever that word of ever-varying and mul- 
tifarious but always strenuous meanings may have signified at 
bedtime last night, that was the creed of the Republican party at 
the breakfast table this morning. Whatever that word may mean 
to-night will be the policy of the Republican party to-morrow 
morning. But, Mr. President, if we can know anything of the 
— of that myriad-minded man, we know that he does not in- 
tend *‘ reciprocity” and he does not intend *‘ revision.”’ 

Mr. President, I believe the conditions not only in this country 
but throughout the world imperatively demand a sensible and 
conservative movement for the reformation and reduction of our 
tariff. Some of our Republican friends, with a strange fatuity, 
have rejoiced because of the reactionary movement for protection 
in Great Britain. That movement, Mr. President, so far as Mr. 
Chamberlain is concerned, is a political and not an economic 
movement. His avowed purpose is to bind together the dispersed 


these manufactured prod- | and dissevered fragments of the British Empire and prevent its 


impending dissolution. But eee who has watched the 
temper of the British public must have perceived that that move- 
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ment derives a nent poet of its strength from British resentment 
of our exclusive tari peuer. . i 

-Mr. Ritchie, the celebrated English statesman, was making a 
speech a few weeks ago in opposition to Mr. Chamberlain’s policy. 
In the course of that speech he hegpened to suggest that Great 
Britain ought to preserve friendly relations with the United 
States. Though he spoke to a friendly audience, apparently, his 
speech was immediately overwhelmed with howls and hisses and 
cries of ‘‘ McKinleyism !’’ and ‘‘ Down with the Dingley tariff!” 

: Mr. President, that nS say, furnishes the greatest strength 
to the movement in Great Britain for a tariff that will discrimi- 
nate against the products of the United States and will favor the 
products of the British Empire throughout the world. The move- 
ment was not born of economic thought or economic wisdom. It 
was born of passion and resentment, and we know that nations are 
as much governed by their passions and their resentments and their 
antipathies as by any sound regard for their own welfare. Who 
can say to what extent British pugnacity will not go when fairly 
aroused and directed by such a born storm rider as Joe Chamber- 
lain? Mr. Chamberlain has played the United States against the 
Continent with success, and, having accomplished his purpose and 
brought about an era of good feeling, is free to execute a hostile 
tariff against the United States. 

We know that if a scheme of a discriminating tariff against 
the products of the United States is carried out it will be a stag- 
gering blow to the agricultural interests of this country. It is 
well enough to stand on a stump and wave the American flag 
and defy the darkening universe, but we know that if Great 
Britain, which furnishes the greatest market for our agricultural 
products, should impose a discriminating tariff against the wheat, 
the cotton, and the other products of the United States, it would 
be a serious ay to the icultural interests of this country. 

Mr. President, believe that the very beginning of a more lib- 
eral policy on the part of the United States would be the end of 
Mr, Ehamberlain’s scheme. I earnestly believe that a victory for 
the Democratic party in the next campaign would be a victory 
for the Liberal party in Great Britain, and would end forever this 
scheme to impose taxes upon the agricultural products of this 
country. 

Mr. President, I do not contemplate any general and indiscrimi- 
nate assault upon our tariff schedules. I would be willing, for 
the present, to take the mee adopted and then repudiated by 
the Republican party of Iowa. Iam willing that the stone which 
the builders of the Republican platform in lowa rejected shall be- 
come the head of the corner, use it is a Democratic stone 
anyhow, and it never had any business in a Republican platform, 
and they did right to take it out. 

I am willing to take as the basis of a Democratic movement in 
this direction the proposals made by Mr. Bascock, of Wiscon- 
sin. In order that there may be nocharge, however false, or that 
there may be no ground for a charge that we oe a violent 
and destructive attack upon the industries of the United States, 
I am willing for the present to be guided by the best thought in 
the Republican y, which the Republican party is not free to 
follow See that thought is in line with the best thought and 
policy of the Democratic party. 

I believe, Mr. President, in a tariff for revenue, a tariff which 
will impose the slightest possible restriction upon the interchange 
of commodities. Ican not understand a definition of ‘‘ freedom ’’ 
that does not include freedom to buy and freedom to sell. I do 
not believe it is a proper function of the Government to direct 
the industrial occupations of the people, and I can not understand 
= definition of ‘‘socialism”’’ that does not include the tariff 
policy of the Republican party. 

And yet, Mr. President. we must deal with conditions as they 
exist. I know that individual rights me 
wrongs, and I know that long-established systems, however evil 
and pernicious, can not without a general catastrophe be destroyed 
in a single day. For that reason I am willing to p grad- 
ually in this matter. I know that free trade was not reached in 
En d by sudden flight. I know it was reached only by steady 
and progressive steps, each step vindicating itself and giving 
courage and confidence for the next. 

There are upon our statute books duties so enormous, so exorbi- 
tant, so unnecessary that they can not be defended. There are 
duties there that have promoted the growth of great trusts and 
monopolies. There are articles of American manufacture which, 
by reason of the cheapness of their production, are sold in the 
most distant markets in free competition with the pauper labor 
of all the world. Yet, by reason of high protection, they are sold 
at extortionate prices in our own markets. 

These are the considerations which, in my humble —oe, 
should for the ee limit and direct the action of the Demo- 
cratic party. It will be but a step in the right direction, but that 
step will be followed by another and another and another in the 
same direction, and in the end, Mr. President, without violence, 
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without panic, without disturbance, but with the free consent of 
an overwhelming majority of our people, we will have reached 
the of Democratic desires—a tariff for revenue, a condition 
in which taxation shall be levied for public purposes and not for 

rivate ends, and which will not enable one man to eat his bread 
in the sweat of another man’s brow. 

Mr. CULLOM. If no other Senator desires to speak to-day, I 
ask that the pending bill be made the unfinished business, so that 
it may be taken up whenever we meet again and any Senator 
desires to speak upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that order 
will be made. 





ADJOURNMENT TO FRIDAY. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it be to meet on Friday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


CLERKS TO COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. KEAN (Mr. Perkins in the chair), from the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to 
whom was referred the resolution this day submitted by Mr. 
HALE, reported it without amendment; and it was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Examination and Disposition of Docu- 
ments, and the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics, and the Committee 
on Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments be, and they 
hereby are, each authori to employ, on and after the Ist day of Decem- 
ber, 1 a clerk, who shall be paid at the rate of $1,800 per annum from the 
contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise provided by law. 


REPUBLIC OF CUBA. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. With the consent of the Senator from Illi- 
nois, I wish to say a few words. 

Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw the motion if the Senator from 
Nevada desires to speak. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, in the debate the other day 
relating to the joint resolution (S. R. 15) inviting Cuba to be- 
come a State of the American Union, which I had the honor to 

resent, it was stated by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 

LATT] and also, I believe, by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGE] that the joint resolution proposed that the island of 
Porto Rico should become a part of the State of Cuba without 
consulting the island of Porto Rico; in other words, without her 
consent. 

I wish to state that the suggestions which the joint resolution 
presents look to having an expression of the sentiment both of 
Cuba and Porto Rico upon this subject. If Cuba is disposed at 
all to consider the matter, the whole question can, by a popular 
vote, be presented to the Cuban people as to whether or not it is 
desirable to become a State in the American Union, and as to 
what changes are necessary in the constitution of the Republic in 
order to fit that Republic for statehood in the American Union. 

In the same way the sense of Porto Rico can be taken as to 
whether or not that island desires to become a part of the State 
of Cuba, or a county of the State of Cuba, and, as such, a part of 
the American Union, enjoying constitutional rights and privi- 
leges, freedom of trade, and the power and privilege of joining in 
the selection of the President of the United States and of Senators 
and Representatives of the United States. The sense of that peo- 
ple can be taken by a popular vote as to whether or not they wish 
to remain a mere dependency of the United States, annexed to but 
not a part of the United States, subject to the absolute power and 
will of the United States, or whether by means of incorporation 
with Cuba they desire to become a part of a sovereign State of 
the Union. 

In this way the doctrine of the consent of the governed will be 
vindicated by an expression of the will of the majority both in 
Cuba and in Porto Rico. Porto Rico is too small in territory to 
become a State. If Porto Rico wishes to remain a dependency, 
she can ss her will. If she wishes to become a part of a 
sovereign State of the American Union, she can express her will 
by a popular vote. So I contend that this provision does not in- 
volve the incorporation of Porto Rico as a part of the State of 
Cuba without the consent of that island. 

Another statement was made by the Senators who spoke upon 
that day—the Senator from Massachusetts {[Mr. LopGe], the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatt], and the Senator from Maine 
{Mr. HaLe]—and that was that Cuba was not a dependent Repub- 
lic. I assume that politically no one can deny that she certainly 
has abdicated a part of her sovereignty by the adoption of the 
Platt amendment and that she has become in a sense dependent 
upon this country. 

But when I referred in my remarks to her dependence I re- 
ferred principally not to a political dependence, but to an eco- 
nomic dependence. That seems to have been denied by the 
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Senators: and yet if you will look over the speeches of the Repub- 
lican members of the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
advocating reciprocity, if you will look over their reports, if you 
will look over the testimony of de tions representing Cuba, 
which appeared before the Ways and Means Committee of the 
House two years ago, you will d everywhere the fact promi- 
nently stated and urged that Cuba is a ward of the great Repub- 
lic, and that from an economic point of view she is absolutely 
dependent upon the markets of this country, and that she can not 
prosper, or at least not in any very high degree, unless she re- 
ceives either freedom of trade or less restrictions than are imposed 
upon other countries. So linsist upon it that I was warranted 
in saying that the Republic of Cuba is dependent, both in a polit- 
ical and an economic sense, upon this country. 

Now, I was charged, and charged by the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Hae], I believe, with disturbing conditions, with making 
statements that would affect the credit of Cuba, and that, too, at 
a most critical time. Mr. President, I claim to be the friend of 
_ Cuba. I would not do a thing or say a word which would throw 
any obstacle whatever in the path of her progress. I contend 
that in presenting the dependent condition of Cuba, both in a 
political and an economic sense, I was simply stating the facts of 
history—facts testified to in the records of both bodies of Con- 
gress, facts testified to by the Cuban delegation, and facts — 
claimed by the Republican Members of the House in their 
speeches. 

Iclaim that the very purpose of the joint resolution which I 
have introduced is to improve the credit of Cuba. As a matter 
of fact, Cuba is to-day attempting to negotiate bonds to the ex- 
tent of $35,000,000, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent, and the 
bonds are offered at a discount of 10 percent. It is a matter well 
known throughout the financial world that thus far there have 
been no takers for the bonds. 

The suggestion of the joint resolution is that those bonds shall 
be guaranteed by the United States, which would enable them to 
be negotiated at par. Such a guaranty would warrant a reduc- 
tion of the rate of interest from 5 per cent to3 percent. This 
would effect an immediate saving of three million and a half of 
doliars in the negotiation of the bonds and an ultimate saving in 
interest which would very nearly pay the principal of the bonds 
themselves. Sol contend that the passage of the joint resolution 
would strengthen the credit of Cuba and not injure it. 

In support of what I have said, I should like to append to my 
remarks certain quotations from the proceedings before the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House, the testimony of Colonel 
Bliss, Mr. Mendoza, and others representing Cuba, and also cer- 
tain quotations from debates upon this subject. I will not read 
them now, but I ask permission of the Senate to insert them in 
my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, such 
wil! be the order of the Senate. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, briefly stated, the purpose 
of the joint resolution is not force or compulsion. The appeal is 
only to reason. We invite Cuba to become a State of the Union 
upon an equality with all the other States of the Union, and we 
suggest, simply as steps leading in that direction, that the Presi- 
dent, the judicial officers, and the legislative body of that Repub- 
lic shall become the executive officers, the judicial officers, and 
the legislative officers of the State of Cuba without change of 
term or salary. 

As to the customs and postal officials, the joint resolution sug- 
gests that they shall become incorporated into the customs and 

20stal service of the United States. As to the small army of that 
epublic, the rural guards, com mainly of and officered by 
soldiers who fought in the war for Cuban freedom, the sugges- 
tion is that it shall be incorporated into the Army of the United 
As to the debt, the suggestion is that the bonds shall be 
guaranteed vy the United States, and thus Cuba will ultimately 
save in expenditures a sum aggregating nearly $40,000,000. 

Such are the suggestions contained in this resolution of little 
changes in government that are necessary to adapt the Republic 
of Cuba to statehood in the American Union. Such is the im- 
mediate economic advantage which Cuba would secure by union, 
in addition to the great economic advantage of having her entire 
sugar crop, amounting to 1,000,000 tons annually, admitted to 
this country without the imposition of the present duty of $35 a 
ton, thus enabling the Cubans to secure in the American market, 
for the present production of 1,000,000 tons,$75,000,000 instead of 
$40,000.000. That would be a saving to Cuba of $35,000,000 
annually, $350,000,000 in ten years, over a billion dollars in the 
forty years constituting the term of the bonds which she is about 
to issue. 

Now, I submit this statement simyly in explanation. The joint 
resolution came up une ly the other day for discussion, 
and I was unable to answer all of the Senators who spoke upon it. 
My purpose now is not to make a speech, but simply to complete 
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the record, so that there can be no em egy whatever as 
to the purpose and intent of the joint resolution. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President. I do not intend to discuss the 
aor of a political union between the United States and 
Cuba. I may do that on this resolution before it is disposed of. 

But I wish to enter my protest here inst the assertion of 
the Senator from Nevada, made as if he thought it was unques- 
tioned by anybody else, that Cuba is a political dependency of 
the United States. Thatis being reported all over the country 
as an excuse for this proposed legislation, on which I am not 
going to speak now, but I shall doso later. There is not an inter- 
national lawyer in the world who will risk his reputation by say- 
ing that there is the slightest foundation for asserting that Cuba 
is a dependency of the United States. That, if I may be allowed 
to use the term without offense, is an absolute legal absurdity. 

We asked them to do certain things in what is called the Platt 
resolution. I opposed those resolutions; but I stated then asa law- 

yer, and as a lawyer who has given some attention to international 
aw, that there was no excuse for saying that the passage of the 
Platt resolution would interfere in the slightest degree with their 
sovereignty. My objections were on other grounds, 

We made a treaty with Cuba. We do not make treaties with 
dependencies, if we have any. I suppose we have some now in 
these days; but no nation makes treaties with its dependencies. 
The very fact that the United States made a treaty with Cuba was 
a declaration to the world that that is a sovereign power, 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] has said that he 
intends to speak on this subject, and I understand that he intends 
to speak particularly to that point. I am not going to detain the 
Senate now. I wanted simply to enter this protest. Cuba is as 
much a sovereign power as the United States. Try the question 
by international law and Cuba is as much a sovereign power as 
Great Britain. She has as much right to make a reciprocity 
treaty with Great Britain to-day that shall be in Great Britain’s 
favor and against us as she has to make this treaty with us. She 
can utterly ignore us and decline to carry out the Platt resolu- 
tion if she sees fit. All she would have to do would be to amend 
her constitution. But the fact is that the things put in the Platt 
resolution are undoubtedly for her benefit, and the President of 
the Republic so declared the other day in his message. They 
would not part, and why should they, with some of the features 
incorporated in their constitution with our consent, as when we 
said “‘ we will help you maintain your sovereignty if anybody 
attacks you.”’ The President of the Cuban Republic said the 
other day that those things are of great value. 

I hope the next time anyone asserts that Cuba is not an inde- 
pendent power he will bring us something to show that it is not, 
to show that they lack some element of sovereignty. This they 
deny, and I deny it. 

r. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado 
certainly misunderstood me if he understood me to say that Cuba 
is a dependency of the United States. I think there is a distinc- 
tion between saying that Cuba is a dependency of the United 
States and saying that Cuba is in some respects, and in man 
respects, dependent upon the United States. Now, all I oonteul 
is that there is an economic point of view—— 

Mr. TELLER. Let me interrupt the Senator. The Senator 
said she is a dependency u us, economically and politically, as 
I understood him. Now, if he modifies that statement I will onl 
say I will have my remarks apply to some things others have said, 
particularly in another place, but I shall not speak to-day. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. That I — not be misunderstood, I will 
say I do contend that while Cuba is a sovereign State, and 
has all the attributes of sovereignty, her sovereignty has been in 
some measure curtailed —— 

Mr. TELLER. Not at all. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. By the Platt amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Not at all. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly when the sovereign power of a 
state to contract a debt is curtailed by her constitution. and 
another state is called upon to determine whether or not the ex- 
ercise of that power is reasonable or proper, her sovereignty ia 
curtailed in some degree. 

Mr. TELLER. Not at all. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not see how it can be otherwise. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not propose to discuss that question now. 
I simply want to assert that her sovereignty is in no wise impaired 
by what she puts in her own constitution. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the trouble and the mischief of 


this resolution is in its effect upon the new Republic, upon her 
Government, and her credit in the future. 

The Senator from Nevada has gone into an elaborate reckoning 
of what would be the moneyed advantage to Cubaif she was 
annexed to the United States and saved a loan. saved the interest 
upon it, and became an integral part of the United States. The 
trouble is that all that is imaginary. Nobody expects—I do not 
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suppuse the Senator from Nevada expects—that Cuba will be 
annexed and that we shall take Cuba. I do not think there are 
ten, perhaps not five Senators who are in favor of that. The 
mischief is that the agitation of the question, the starting of the 
subject by the Senator, disturbs Cuba, hurts her credit, and 
makes it more difficult for her as an independent Republic to 
negotiate the loan which she must negotiate, which arises from 
the situation and conditions before she became a Republic, : 

Like any power which has its origin and embryo in revolution, 
Cuba is confronted with the necessity of a loan toclear off all the 
obligations that rest upon her with reference to the building up 
and establishing her Republic; and every movement that is made 
here, every question that is raised, everything that involves a new 
scheme outside of the scheme of the Cuban Government which is 

oing on, as has been said, peacefully and successfully, disturbs 
Seba. disturbs her credit, makes it more difficult to negotiate her 
loan, makes it possible that she must negotiate it at lower rates; 
and then afterwards will come the question of assuming it. The 
question of annexation perhaps will never cease to be mooted 
here, and of the United States assuming the debt, and speculators 
getting the benefit of the difference. 

That is why I object to the resolution, that it has nothing 
practical in its results. Hardly anybody is in favor of it, but it 
makes mischief simply by suggesting that there is something 
different from the present Government which is going on down 
there, and going on with a remarkable degree of success, that is 
better than that; and it weakens the hands of the patriotic men 
who are engaged, and faithfully and patriotically engaged, in the 
task of administering republican government down there. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, just a few words in reply 
to the Senator from Maine. 

I claim that the suggestion of the possibility of Cuba becoming a 
State of the American Union will benefit her credit instead of in- 
jure it. But even under present conditions the people proposing 
to take those bonds would doubtless feel that the security of the 
bonds is strengthened by even the possibility of Cuba’s becoming 
a State of the Union, and this suggestion should not in any way 
weaken the existing negotiations. 

Now, as to the Senator's statement that no one is in favor of 
taking those islands, I agree with him that no one is in favor of 
taking the island of Cuba; at all events, I hope no one is in favor 
of it, for that suggests force and compulsion. But so far as the 
union. of the island of Cuba with the American Union is con- 
cerned, I beg to differ with him. There has been no mode of get- 
ting an expression of the public sentiment either in Cuba or in 
this country upon that subject, but I submit that the traditional 

licy of this country, dating back a hundred years, has always 
included the acquisition of Cuba and the incorporation of Cuba 
into this Union if it could be done peaceably, with the consent of 
her people, and upon terms of equality to both. I believe that 
the sentiment has been and is to-day favorable in Cuba itself, 
though that sentiment has found no expression, for they have 
been discouraged, perhaps, in their aspirations by the new policy | 
of the American Republic, which has looked to the uisition of 
territory as a dependent territory subject to the absolute will of 
the sovereign owner; and they doubtless fear that if they make 
overtures for union with this country those overtures might be 
met by measures smacking somewhat of compulsion or violence 
and leading to the annexation of the island as a military depend- 
7 or as a colonial possession of the United States. 

ow, to support my statement that there is a sentiment in Cuba 
favorable to the union, let me read from the testimony of General 
Bliss (then Colonel Bliss), a distinguished American officer who 
had been serving in Cuba for three years as administrator or col- 
lector of customs during the American occupation, who was fully | 
familiar with its people and with its economic conditions, and 
who testified with great clearness and precision before the Com- | 
mittee on Ways and Means two years ago. The quotation isa 
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short one. His statement was in reply to a question presented by 
myself: 

Mr. New.anps. As I understand it, Colonel, the Cuban people wish to | 
come into commercial union with the United States without being subjected | 
to the burdens that political union would involve, such as exclusion of the 
pee: labor of Europe and restriction of Asiatic immigration. The conten- 

ion, you understand, on the American side, in behalf of the beet-sugar in- | 
dustry and others, is that it would be unfair to have a commercial union | 
when the Americans are handicapped by restrictive legislation as to immi- 
gration and cheap labor, and the Cubans are not. 

A GENTLEMAN. And the payment of internal taxes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Now, I ask you whether or not the Cuban people are pre- 
pared to come into rag ae union with the United States so that they will 
stand upon an equality in the production of sugar? 

Colonel Biass. I think, jndging from my own personal acquaintance and | 
Sreea information derived from tt, that the great majority of Cubans are | 
ready. | 
| 


Mr. New.anps. They are ready to come into political union? 

Colonel Buis.. Yes, sir. 

Mr. New ianps. Do you mean by that that they are willing to come in as | 
a part of the United States undera Territorial form of government under | 
the Constitution, their people being citizens,and wait until the United States 


| with Cuba. 


is ready to admit Cuba to statehood, or do you mean that they would require 


ime - ion tee all th 

olonel BuIss. m those people who are interested in any way per- 
sonally in the island of Cuba I have never heard but one stabement tat they 
would be gee to come in asa Territory, as a colony, or remain under the 
present military administration, or in any way so as to become recognized as 
a part of the United States. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Now, then, if the United States Government, in the place 
of tariff concessions, should, by joint resolution adopted by Congress, invite 
Cuba to come into our political union, first asa Territory, with the assur- 
ance that in due time she would be admitted to statehood, do you think that 
invitation would be accepted by Cuba? 

Colonel Biaiss. I think it would; yes, sir. 

* *” + * * * » 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Colonel, do you think the Cuban climate is adapted to 
Americans? 

Colonel Buiss. Yes, sir; perfectly 


Mr. NewLaxps, That ey can live there generation after generation 
without degeneration? 
Colonel Biaiss. I can not answer you further than my own generation, 


and, in fact, not for all of that one. I have lived there three years, and have 
worked hard in all the variations of climate that they have there. I feel as 
well now as I did when I went there, and I see no reason to think that if I 
were there twenty-five years longer it would make-any difference. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. You were speaking a few moments ago regarding the 
sentiment there as to political union with the United States. Do you derive 
that sentiment from communications with Spaniards, or from communica- 
tion with Cubans? 

Colonel Biiss. With Spaniards, with Cubans, with laboring men, and with 
everybody except a certain class of Cuban politicians. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. That is a small class, is it? 

Colonel BLIss. Comparatively a small class; yes, sir. 

Mr. NEWLANDs. Take the leaders in the late war with Spain—the Cuban 
leaders—what is their sentiment regarding it? 

Colonel Buss. I think that, as a matter of pride, at least, all of those men 
would prefer to see an independent Cuba. think—in fact, I know—that 
there are some of these who have no hesitation in saying that after the pride 
of their people has been satisfied they will gladly welcome the next step in 
the solution of this problem. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. As a manent arrangement, do you think they would 
prefer ay a commercial union with this country, with tariff concessions 
on both sides, or political union, which, of course, would involve complete 
commercial union? 

Colonel Buiss. That I do not know, sir; but Iam satisfied that in bringing 
about this commercial union of which you speak, any condition that you 
choose to impose will be gladly accepted; any modification in any law, or the 
creation of any new law, will be gladly made by Cuba to secure that which 
ae she asks now, I believe, viz, closer commercial relations with the United 

es. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Do you think their disposition as toa political union with 
this country arises from these commercial considerations; or do other consid- 
erations enter into it? 

Colonel Buiss. I think it all grows out of the commercial considerations. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It is represented here that there is intense hostility upon 
the part of Cubans to America. 

_ Colonel Buiss. There is on the part of a certain outspoken element; yes, 
sir. 
Mr. NEwLAnps. Is thata large proportion? 

Colonel Buiss. I think itis a very small proportion, largely represented 
by the political men of whom I speak, whose immediate hope for the gratifi- 
cation of the: pride and their ambition is in the establishment of an inde- 
pendent government. 

* * * * . 7” * 

Mr. NEWLANDS. You have spoken of the American influx that would fol- 
low settled conditions there. Do you think Americans there would take hold 
of the soil and till it? Do you think they would take upsmall holdings there? 

Colonel Buiss. Oh, yes, sir. 

~ NEWLANDS. Is that climate adapted for Americans in that kind of 
work? 

Colonel Buiss. Perfectly; perfectly. It is warmer in winter and cooler in 
summer than almost any part of the United States with which I am familiar. 
I do not know of a more delightful climate, winter and summer, than the 
island of Cuba, so far as concerns any part of the island that I have visited. 
Of course, the effect that would be produced on a second generation or a 
o not know and can not foresee: but I 
am acquainted with many Americans, Englishmen, Germans, Frenchmen, 
and S iards who have lived in Cuba from a quarter to a half a century 
and who have suffered no deterioration that t can see, either physical or 
otherwise. I knowa good many Americans, small planters, people who have 
come down and bought 30, 40, or 50 acres of land and areraising vege<ables 
and oranges, who have found that the business is not successful because they 
can not export anything to the United States. They find that the price they 
get for a barrel of oranges on the wharves of Habana is counterbalanced by 
the duty they have to pay in New York. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Do these Americans labor themselves or do they employ 
peon labor? 

Colonel Buiss. Oh, those whom I have in mind are people that go out and 
work in the fields themselves. 


Cuba was also represented by a delegation there, called, I be- 
lieve, the Cuban Economic Delegation, representing its business 
and commercial interests,a number of men of great intelligence, 
who presented their views to the committee on our trade relations 
One of them, Mr. Mendoza, a leader among them, 
designated in the report as Cuban commissioner on economic af- 


| fairs, was asked by me the following question; and remember 


that the question asked of Colonel Bliss was in the presence of 
this delegation: 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Now, Mr. Mendoza, you heard Colonel Bliss’s statement 
regarding the sentiment there as to political union with this country, or 
annexation? 

Mr. Menpoza. Yes, sir; I quite agree with him. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Do you agree with him? 

Mr. Menpoza. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Does he express fairly the sentiment of Cuba? 

Mr. Menpoza. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. And of the Cuban people? 

Mr. Menpoza. Except politicians and that class of people. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Do they form a very large and influential class there? 
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Mr. Menpoza. Well, I do not think they do, because all those people 
together do not own much money. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McCLELLAN. They are not like our politicians, then? 

Mr. MENDOZA. No; they are not like your politicians. [Laughter.] 

Here you have the statements of Colonel Bliss, who was familiar 
with all the affairs of Cuba, and of Mr. Mendoza, representing 
this Cuban delegation, and I say here that every member of that 
delegation nodded his approval when Mr. Mendoza gave his ap- 
probation to Colonel Bliss’s statement. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I think the Senator from 
Maine is probably right when he suggests that the resolution of 
my friend from Nevada may send a thrill of alarm through the 
island of Cuba. But that is not the fault of the Senator from 
Nevada, and it is not the fault of the resolution he has offered. 
There is nothing in that resolution which of itself need alarm the 
people of Cuba. If they are alarmed at all it is because of certain 
recent performances of the executive department in using the 
Navy of the United States to forward a conspiracy on the part of 
a syndicate of French adventurers to dismember an American 
Republic. That of itself. I have no doubt, has alarmed all Amer- 
ican countries who feel that they are at the mercy of the United 
States, and has made them unusually suspicious of anything that 
we may do or suggest. Therefore, and for that reason only, the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Nevada may cause alarm 
in the island of Cuba. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eratien of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o’clock and 15 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Friday, November 27, 
1903, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate November 25, 1903. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Midshipman George B. Landenberger to be an ensign in the 
Navy from the 15th day of April, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing 
in that grade on that date. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES—INFANTRY ARM. 

First Lieut. Henry S. Wygant, Third Infantry, to be captain, 
October 9, 1903, vice Campbell, Twenty-second Infantry, retired 
from active service. 

First Lieut. James M. Graham, Nineteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, October 10, 1903, vice Ord, Twenty-seventh Infantry, retired 
from active service. 


DISTRICT JUDGE. 


John C. Pollock, of Kansas, to be United States district judge | 
for the district of Kansas, vice William C. Hook, appointed United | 
States circuit judge for the eighth judicial circuit. 


JUDGES OF POLICE COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
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NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

George A. Young to be postmaster at Concord, in the county of 
Merrimack and State of New Hampshire, in place of Henry Rob- 
inscn. Incumbent’s commission expires December 13, 1903. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Lewis A. Waters to be postmaster at Madison, in the county of 
Morris and State of New Jersey, in place of William H. Larison, 
removed. 

OHIO. 

Wilbur W. Templin to be postmaster at Calla, in the county of 
Mahoning and State of Ohio, in place of Alfred H. McCline. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires December 12, 1903. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Simon Beckham to be postmaster at Hartsville,in the county 
of Darlington and State of South Carolina. Office became Presi- 
dential October 1, 1903. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate November 24, 1903. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 
To be assistant surgeons in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
(junior grade), from the 7th day of June, 1900. 

Thomas McC. Lippitt. 

Barton L. Wright. 
* Ralph W. Plummer. 

Henry E. Odell. 

James S. Taylor. 

Joseph A. Murphy. 

John T. Kennedy. 

Karl Ohnesorg. 

Charles N. Fiske. 

POSTMASTERS. 
GEORGIA. 

Ransom A. Brinson to be postmaster at Millen, in the county 

of Screven and State of Georgia. 
NEW YORK. 

James H. Callanan to be postmaster at Schenectady, in the 

county of Schenectady and State of New York. . 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

David Reynolds, sr., to be postmaster at Ford City, in the 

county of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania. 





LIGHT AND HARBOR DUES IN ZANZIBAR. 


On November 25, 1903, the Senate ratified, and the injunction of 
secrecy was removed from, a treaty signed on June 5, 1903, be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain, acting in the name of 
the Sultan of Zanzibar, amending the treaty of amity and com- 
merce concluded September 21, 1833, between the Uniteé States 
and the Sultan of Muscat, so as to permit the imposition of light 
and harbor dues on vessels of the-United States entering the ports 


Ivory G. Kimball, of the District of Columbia, to be judge of of Zanzibar and Pemba. ; 


the police court of the District of Columbia. A reappointment, 
his term expiring January 13, 1904. 

Charles Fletcher Scott, of the District of Columbia, to be judge 
of the police court of the District of Columbia. A reappoint- 
ment, his term expiring Ja’mary 9, 1904. 

FOSTMASTERS. 
CONNECTICUT. 
James F. Holden to be postmaster at Forestville, in the county 


of Hartford and State of Connecticut. Office became Presidential | 


July 1, 1903. 
IOWA. 

A. M. Henderson to be postmaster at Story oe 
of Story and State of Iowa, in place of William A. 

KANSAS. 

Albert M. Wasser to be postmaster at Girard, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Kansas, in place of Albert M. Wasser. In- 
cumbent’s commission egpires December 12, 1903. 

KENTUCKY. 

Charles E. Mann to be postmaster at Pembroke, in the county 
of Christian and State of Kentucky. Office became Presidential 
April 1, 1903. 


liey , resigned. 


MICHIGAN. 

Hutson B. Colman to be aster at Kalamazoo, in the coun 
of Kalamazoo and State of Michigan, in place of Hutson B. Col- 
man. Incumbeat’s commission expires December 13, 1903. 

MONTANA. 

Daniel H. Ross to be postmaster at Missoula, in the county of 
Missoula and State of Montana, in place of George K. Keep. 
Incumbent’s commission expires December 12, 1903. 


SENATE. 


Fripay, November 27, 1908. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Wednesday last was read and 
approved. 
ADJOURNMENT TO TUESDAY. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 


| it adjourn to meet on Tuesday next. 
in the county 


The motion was agreed to. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kran) presented a petition 
of the Ohio State Bar Association, praying that Put in Bay, in 
that State, be selected as the site for the proposed new naval 
training station on the Great Lakes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Clearwater, Kans., and a petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Clearwater Harbor, Fla., praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
ReEp Smoot, a Senator from Utah; which were referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented goeeun of the congre- 
gation of the Methodist Church of Walla Walla, of the Epworth 
League of Bay View, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Bay View, of sundry citizens of Bay View, and of the 
Ladies’ Aid Society of the Methodist Belesepal Clare of Clarks- 


ton, all in the State of Washington, praying for an investigation 
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of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Antrim, N. H., praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CULLOM presented cepes of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Tuscola, and of the congregations of the 
Presbyterian Church, the Christian Church, and the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Sheldon, all in the State of Illinois, praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of the Monday Club, of Wells- 
ville; of the congregation of the United Presbyterian Church of 
Johnstown; of sundry citizens of Webster; of. Post No. 336, De- 
partment of New York. Grand Army of the Republic, of Wells- 
ville; of Dexter Relief Corps, No. 19, of Wellsville; of the Young 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Riverhead; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Castleton Corners; of 
sundry citizens of Chazy; of the Missionary Society of the Second 
Presbyterian Church of Middletown: of the congregation of the 
First Presbyterian Church of Cato; of sundry citizens of Dundee; 
of Webster Grange, No. 436, Patrons of Husbandry, of Monroe 


Hempstead County; of the congregation of the Presbyterian 
Church of Woodside; of sundry citizens of Sloanville; of the con- 
gregation of the Reformed Presbyterian Church of Kortright; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Mexico; of the con- 
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Mexico; of the con- 
gregation of the University Avenue Baptist Church, of Rochester; 
of the congregations of the Presbyterian, Methodist, and Baptist 
churches of Andover; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, the Independent Order of Good Templars, the Chautau- 

ua Club, and the Seamen’s Woman’s Relief Corps, No. 155. of 

ndover; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of New 
York City; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Wellsville; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Westchester County; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Binghamton; of sundry citizens of Dunkirk; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Newfane; of the congre- 
gation of the Second Street Presbyterian Church, of Troy; of the 
congregation of the Westminster Church, of Troy; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Esopus; of the Baptist Pastors 
Conference of Utica; of the Jermain Memorial Presbyterian 
Church, of Albany; of the Baptist churches of Gaines and ervey: 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Allegany; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Elizabethtown; of the 
congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Islip, and of the 
congregations of the Presbyterian churches of Tomhannock and 
Johnsonville, all in the State of New York, praying for an investi- 

ation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoor,a 
eae from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CARMACK presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Dyer, Tenn., praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Sena- 
tor from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Atlanta, Tex., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah: which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of the Upper Buffalo Missionary 
Society, of Buffalo; of the congregation of the Upper Buffalo 
Presbyterian Church, of Washington County; of the Pennsyl- 
vania Congress of Mothers, of Philadelphia; of the congregation 
of the United Presbyterian Church of New Galilee; of the Na- 
tional Reform Convention of Harrisburg; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Forest Grove; of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Penn’s Park; of the congregation of 
the Forestville Presbyterian Church, of Forest Grove; of the 
Mozart Sabbath School, of Mozart, and of the congregation of 
the West Washingion Methodist Episcopal Church, of Washing- 
ton, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Sena- 
tor from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


i... bill (S. 7) granting an increase of pension to Alfred Wood- 
an; 

A bill (S. 6) granting a pension to Cora M. Converse; 

A bill (S.8) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan Perry 
Kittredge; 

A bill (8S. 13) granting an increase of pension to William Clark: 

A bill (8S. 547) granting an increase of pension to Irving W. 
Cocumisas ; 

A bill (S. 1384) granting a pension to Amy C. Bosworth; 

> bill (S. 1835) granting an increase of pension to Calvin Daws; 


an 
A bill (S. 1498) granting an increase of pension to Winslow P. 
Eayrs. 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1822) granting a pension to 
Samuel Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

_ He also introduced a bill (S. 1823) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Landy C. Daily; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1824) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against Benjamin Brothers; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 


N | severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
County; of sundry citizens of Frankfort; of sundry citizens of | 


tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1825) granting a pension to Josephine L. Webber; 

A bill (S. 1826) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Cutts; and 

A bill (S. 1827) granting an increase of pension to Harris A. P. 


ewis. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1828) granting an increase of pension to John F. 





Green; 

A bill (S. 1829) granting a pension to Julia A. Campbell (with 
an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 1830) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Austin (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1831) granting an increase of pension to John L. B. 
Thompson. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 1832) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George W. Herron; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 1833) conferring upon the 
Court of Claims authority to hear and determine certain claims of 
the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian A fairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1834) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John W. Paul; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1825) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to David P. R. Strong; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 1836) for the relief of E. H. 
Murrell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1887) for the relief of Edward S. Brown (with accom- 
| panying papers) ; , ; , 

A bill (S. 1838) to provide for paying certain advances made to 
| the United States by the State of Virginia for public buildings; 

A bill (S. 1839) for the relief of Preston Lodge, No. 47, of 
Ancient Free and Accepted Masons, of Jonesville, Lee County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 1840) for the relief of the estate of Henry Fitzhugh, 
| di 


eceased; 
A bill (S. 1841) for the relief of the trustees of the Norfolk 
Academy; 

A bill (S. 1842) to provide for compensation for certain em- 
ployees of the Treasury, War, and Navy Departments: 
A bill (S. 1843) for the relief of the heirs of Stephen D. Castle- 


man; 
A bill (S. 1844) for the relief of the heirs of John Freeland, de- 


A bill (S. 1845) for the relief of Bettie Eppes Minetree, sole heir 
of John W. Eppes. deceased; 

A bill (S. 1846) for the relief of the estate of James M. Catlett, 
deceased; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1847) for the relief of George L. Wat 
| kins, Bettie A. Hamilton, Junius F. Watkins, Louisa J. Jones, 
and Lottie E. Kidd; 
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A. bill (by request) (S. 1848) for the relief of the heirs of John 
H. Rixey, deceased: 

A bill (by request) (S. 1849) for the relief of the estate of Sina 
Hughilett, deceased; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1850) for the relief of James K. Skinker; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1851) for the relief of the heirs of John 
B. Almond, deceased; 


A bill (by request) (S. 1852) for the relief of the estate of W. 
H. Harrison, d : 


A bill (by request) (S. 1853) for the relief of the estate of John 
B. Crenshaw, deceased; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1854) for the relief of Pickrell & Brooks; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1855) for the relief of William Mason; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1856) for the relief of John N. Bell; 

A bill (S. 1857) for the relief of the estate of William Fletcher, 
deceased; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1858) for the relief of the estate of William 
A. Bowen, deceased; 

« A bill (by request) (S. 1859) for the relief of Benjamin M. 
ancey; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1860) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
S. Williams, deceased; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1861) for the relief of the estate of 
William Shreve, deceased; 

A hill (by request) (S. 1862) for the relief of the estate of W. 
Hi. Stringfellow, deceased; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1863) for the relief of the heirs of Henry 
Sinon, deceased; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1864) for the relief of the estate of Peter 
Sheets, deceased; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1865) for the relief of R. A. Young: 

A bill (by request) (S. 1866) for the relief of Luther and Pris- 
cilla Walion; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1867) for the relief of Charles A. Newlon; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1868) for the relief of the estate of David 
B. Tennant, deceased; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1869) for the relief of J. A. Shackleton; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1870) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Poland, deceased; 
we nn (by request) (S. 1871) for the relief of Napoleon B. 

Tatkins; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1872) for the relief of the estate of Robert 
Brockett, deceased; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1878) for the relief of Emma C. Franner, 
George W. Seaton, Hiram K. Seaton, Howard Seaton, Mary Sea- 
ton, Blanche Seaton, George W. Taylor, Edward Taylor, and 
Catharine Pomeroy; 

A bill (S. 1874) for the relief of Richard K. Hughlett; 

A bill (S. 1875) for the relief of James W. Nickens; , 

A bill (by pee (S. 1876) for the relief of Robert G. Griffin, 
Catharine H. is, and Isaac P. Cromwell, administrator of 
Hannah T. Cromwell, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1877) for the relief of the trustees of Braddock Street 
Methodist Episcopal Church, at Winchester, Va.; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1878) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Stras’ , Va.; 

A bill (S. 1879) for the relief of Newton Woodyard; 

= (S. 1880) for the relief of the heirs of Robert M. Ely, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1881) forthe relief of the estate of Robert 
Barr, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1882) for the relief of Sallie R. Walton; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1883) for the relief of the estate of Isaac 
Burnett, deceased; 

A bill (by request) (S. 1884) for the relief of the estate John B. 

deceased; 


Ege. d; 
A bill (S. 1885) for the relief of the estate of Richard L. Brown, 
deceased; 


A bill (s. 1886) for the relief of theestate of Dr. Bailey Shumate; 
A biil (S. 1887) for the relief of Lettie Myers; 
A bill (S. 1888) for the relief of the estate of Lewis Shumate, 


iC : 

A bill (S. 1889) for the relief of C. A. Sprinkel; 

A bill (S. 1890) for the relief of Lucy B. Legrande, Catharine 
Jameson, Elizabeth H. Lester, Shirley B. Shackelford, Edwin A. 
Gibson, and the heirs of Henry Shackelford, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1891) to refer the war claim of the estate of Carter 
B. Butler, deceased, to the Court of Claims; 

o bill (S. 1892) for the relief of the estate of John J. Mitchell, 


A bill (S. 1893) for the relief of the heirs of Eli Stake; and 

A bill (S. 1894) for the relief of the estate of John Cain or his 
legal representatives. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1895) granting a pension to 
Maria Elizabeth Horner; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


_ He also introduced a bill (S. 1896) to provide for the construc- 
tion of the Patent Office of the United States, including a hal! of 
inventions, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
a -_ referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 
_ He also introduced a bill (S. 1897) to provide for enlarging and 
improving the United States building at Lynchburg, Va., con- 
taining the United States court rooms, clerk’s office, post-office, 
and internal-revenue offices; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1898) making an appro- 
priation for the improvement and care of the soldiers’ cemetery, 
for the burial of veterans of the civil war, now held in the name 
of the James W. Nesmith Post, No. 32, Grand Army of the Re- 
—_— Department of Oregon, located at or near The Dalles, 

asco County, State of Oregon; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1899) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Thompson Warren; which was read twice by itstitle, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1900) for the relief of Benjamin F. 
Shaw; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1901) to appoint Wilbur F. Cogs- 
well a chief engineer in the Navy and place him on the retired 
list; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1902) granting an increase of pension to Joshua F. 


Spurlin; 
A bill (S. 1903) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
ic : 
A bill (S. 1904) granting an increase of pension to John D. 


oore; 

A bill (S. 1905) granting a pension to Eliza J. Petty (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

‘A bill (8. 1906) granting a pension to Mary McEvoy (with ac- 
companying papers); and 
A bill (S. 1907) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Spahr (with accompanying papers). : 

Mr. CARMACE introduced a bill (S. 1908) granting a pension 
to Emma Butler; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 1909) granting an increase 
of pension to William Holliday; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1910) — a pension to Emeline D. Hobbs (with 
an accompanying paper); : 

A bill (B. 1911} granting an increase of pension to Ambrose W, 
Severance (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1912) ting a pension to Joseph W. Booker. — 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 1918) grantin 
an increase of pension to Lorenzo E. Harrison; which was 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1914) granting a pension to Hugh 
Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 1915) for the relief of the 
heirs of Henry Ware; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the mittee on Claims. ; 

Mr. QUAY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 17) to provide 
for the printing of 8,000 copies of the consolidated reports of the 
Gettysburg National Park Commission, 1893 to 1904, inclusive; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY*CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $30,000 for the establishment of a fish hatchery in the State 
of Oregon, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES IN “THE OREGON COUNTRY.” 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to transmit to the Senate at his earliest convenience a statement of 
the amounts of revenue paid into the General Government at the respective 

rts of entry located in what was as known as “The Oregon coun 

ry” since the territory included in said country was first incorporated into 
the General Government to the present time, and also a further statement of 
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the amount expended the General Government.d the same period 
for the improvement of the rivers and harbors tad writin the territory 
known as * The Oregon country.” 


PUBLIC LANDS IN “‘ THE OREGON COUNTRY.” 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary cf the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to transmit to the Senate at his earliest convenience a statement of the 
amount, in acres, of undisposed-of Government land of all kinds and char- 
acters included in the area of what was originally known and called “The 
Oregon country.” 

ASSISTANT CLERK OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COMMITTEE, 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the salary of the assistant clerk to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, authorized by resolution of January 18, 1900, at $1,440 
r annum, be, and it hereby is, increased to $1,800 per annum, to take effect 


ecember 1, 1903. 
TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 


Mr. CULLOM. If the morning business is completed, I desire 
that the unfinished business shall be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there further morning busi- 
ness? [A pause.] The morning businessisclosed. The Senator 
from Illinois asks that the unfinished business may be laid before 
the Senate. It will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a 
convention between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, 
signed on the 11th day of December, in the year 1902. 

Mr. CULLOM. If there are any Senators who desire to speak 
on the bill to-day, they have an opportunity. If not, I shall move 
an executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think no Senator is disposed to go-on to-day, 
and I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 12 o’clock and 
27 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Tuesday, December 
1, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, ‘November 27, 1908. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday, November 24, was | 


read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. BaRngs, one of his sec- 
retaries. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad- 
journ to-day it adjourn to meet on co. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
when the House adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Tuesday 
next. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask—— 

The SPEAKER proceeded to submit the question. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No quorum. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask that the motion of the 
gentleman from New York be withheld. 

Mr. DE ARMOND, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quo- 


rum, 

The SPEAKER. Norightswill be lost. The Chair did not un- 
derstand the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILL S of Mississippi. I rose for the purpose of ask- 
ing the gentleman from New York to withdraw his motion for a 
few moments while I could submit a request for unanimous con- 


sent. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I suggest to the gentleman 
that I intend to ask unanimous consent for some time for debate. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will indicate how much time, 
I will unite with him in the request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Not over ten minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, t ask that by unanimous consent 
we have debate of ten minutes on each side, the time to be con- 
trolled by the gentleman from Mississippi and myself. 

_— ARMOND. I should like to have about five minutes 
myself, 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not think I will need more 
than five es. 

Mr. PAYNE. I donot think the gentleman from Mississippi 
understood the gentleman from Missouri. The gentleman from 
Missouri states that he would like to have five minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then make it fifteen minutes 
on a side. 

Mr. PAYNE. Very well; I am willing to ask unanimous con- 
sent for fifteen minutes’ debate on each side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that there be fifteen minutes’ debate on each side. 

Mr. PAYNE. Onthismotion. Of course it is understood that 
under the rules the motion could not be debated, and I asked 
unanimous consent for that reason. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that this motion may be debated fifteen minutes on 
each side. Is there objection? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I believe the House has not yet 
been informed of the question before the House. 

The SPEAKER. It is that when the House adjourn to-day it 
adjourn until Tuesday next. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am perfectly willing that 
the debate should take the widest range. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. Does the gentleman from Missouri withdraw 
the point of no quorum? 

Mr. DEARMOND. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that this mo- 
tion is now pending. 

The SPEAKER. That is correct. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Then, of course, the point of no quorum 
is not in order at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The motion will be considered as pending, and 
therefore the a of no quorum is withdrawn. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, if the point of no quorum is to be 
raised, we might as well adjourn at once. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that unanimous 
consent has been given for fifteen minutes’ debate on each side. 

Mr. PAYNE. It can not be with the point of no quorum pend- 


ing. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ihope the point of no quorum 
will be withdrawn, and the gentleman can make that later on. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. As to whether it will be made later on, I 
will give the gentleman from New York as much information as 
he gave me when I asked him forsometheotherday. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course, it was understood that the point of 
no quorum was to be withdrawn. 

r. DE ARMOND. There was no understanding of that kind. 

Mr. PAYNE. The whole object of having the debate was that 
there should be no such point raised. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman from New 
York will go along, I think this will be managed afterwards. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that unanimous con- 
| sent was given for fifteen minutes’ debate on each side. If the 


| 


| point of no quorum was pending, it has been withdrawn. 
| REVOLUTION ON ISTHMUS OF PANAMA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 

from the President of the United States; which was ordered to 

| be printed, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 
To the House of Representatives: 


In response to a resolution of the House of Representatives of November 
9, 1903, requesting the President “to communicate to the House, if not, in his 
judgment, incompatible with the interests of the public service, all corre- 
spondence and other official documents relating to the revolution on the 
Isthmus of Panama,” I transmit herewith copies of additional papers on the 
subject, which have been received subsequent to the resolution referred to. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Wuirte Hovusz, 
Washington, November 27, 1903. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. DarraGu, for an indefinite period, on account of impor- 
| tant business. 
To Mr. BrovussarD, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
To Mr. Lamp, for the balance of the session, on account of im- 
portant bueiness. 
To Mr. TRIMBLE, for the balance of the session, on accountof im- 
portant business. 
To Mr. Drnsmore, for remainder of session, on account of im- 
portant business. 
To Mr. Brooks, for ten days, on personal business. 
To Mr. How81.L, indefinitely, on account of pressing business. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, it is my idea in 


my Representative capacity here upon this floor that the right of 
filibustering isa very sacred right that ought to be preserved intact 
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for very important occasions, when it is well and necessary, per- 
haps, to rivet the attention of the country upon some great legis- 
lative wrong, and that it ought not to be frittered away on small 
Occasions. 

Mr. Speaker, as far as the present interesting fight between the 
Republican Senate and the Republican House is concerned, we 
upon this side have not much to say, except to say that ‘‘it is not 
our fight.’’ It illustrates better than anything else, great as the 
arena is, how much can be made out of tweedledum and tweedle- 
dee. As to which one of these great bodies—your Senate and 
your House of Representatives—is excelling the other in the inu- 
tility of results of dictation I am not prepared now to say, although 
I feel somewhat impelled to give the benefit of the doubt to the 
higher house—that American House of Lords. I have, as a Rep- 
resentative on this floor, a good deal of sympathy with the rebel- 
lion of the House at all times against the dictation of the Senate, 
but the management of this particular rebellion is not our affair. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if it be admitted that the Senate is right or 
if it be admitted that the House is right, and if we are going to 
stay here until the regular session comes about by the action of 
either or both, then, to use the words of a great former Speaker 
of this House, Mr. Reed, ‘‘ the House ought to do business’ of 
some sort; and when the Republican party stands here legisla- 
tively inactive, I protest against it from this side of the Chamber 
as a confession of their unwillingness or their incompetency to do 
the business of the country. If they can not ride or dare not ride, 
let them get out of the saddle. The country can find somebody 
who can ride. 

Now. Mr. Speaker, Iam not complaining about general busi- 
uess. I know that the Speaker has not had the opportunity to 
appoint all the committees, but some few have been appointed, 
and those are ready for business now. The Ways and Means 
Committee, for example, is ready right now. Important proposi- 
tions are pending before that committee. These two Houses in 
session are costing this country a good deal of money. Some 
slight compensation for the waste of time and expense of money 
which is being incurred might be made by having the Ways and 
Means Committee do business and by having this House do busi- 
ness. 

Well do I remember how in the Fifty-third Congress the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Payne], ked by the then Repre- 
sentative from Maine, Mr. Reed, was constantly ringing the 
changes upon Democratic ‘* business incompetency’’ upon the idea 
that the Democratic House was afraid to trust a Democratic Sen- 
ate and that both were afraid to trust a Democratic President. 
My friends, ‘‘ the poisoned chalice commends itself to your own 
lips”’ to-day. You are afraid to trust a Republican Senate; a 
Republican Senate is afraid to trust you; and you are both afraid to 
trusta Republican President. [Applauseon the Democratic side. ] 

The country stands here, Mr. Speaker, demanding that legisla- 
tion progress; demanding that great evils be swept out of exist- 
ence; demanding with a voice almost unanimous, from Republic- 
ans as well as Democrats, that the tariff shall be revised at least 
to the extent of ceasing to be a shelter for extortionate trusts. 
And yet you stand here with the Ways and Means Committee 
organized for that especial sort of business and yet doing nothing. 

You come here upon a great reciprocity idea. You boast that 
it is the idea of McKinley and Roosevelt. Yet reciprocity with 
Cuba is as nothing in a compared with reciprocity with 
Canada. There is now lying in the room of the Committee on 
Ways and Means a resolution saying that this House “ would 
view with pleasure and would indorse ”’ “‘ initiative steps taken by 
the President ’’ to reconvene the Joint High Commission in order 
that we may have amicable, freer, and less trammeled trade rela- 
tions with our great neighbor to the north. All over New Eng- 
land the people, Republicans as well as Democrats, are demanding 
this. The people are tired of the absurd en where upon one 
part of the border we are importing products from Canada and 
the American consumer is being taxed in order that we shall do 
it, and on another part of the same imaginary line Canada is im- 
porting from us exactly the same things and the Canadian con- 
sumer is being taxed in order that he may get those products. 

There is another thing, Mr. Speaker; while we are sleeping 
this world is going on. Chamberlain, with his propaganda in 
Great Britain, is advancing step by step. He ought not to suc- 
ceed, but I am afraid he will succeed, because he is appease to 
the most active and aggressive passion in the human breast; the 

ion of hatred once evoked—retaliation. The feeling that we 

ave done injustice to Great Britain—that we have inaugurated 
a tariff war, and that she ought to enter the lists—has been 
appealed to. There is but one way, Mr. Speaker, to break down 
Chamberlain’s propaganda of preferential rates for the colonies; 
that is to give all countries in this world which are now admit- 
ting or may hereafter admit free of tariff duty the natural 
products of the United States a differential to pay them for doing 
this, in order that they may continue to do it and that others 


may undertake the samepolicy. Our trade is of more importance 
to Great Britain than that of her colonies. 

Mr. Speaker, if the Western farmer and the Southern farmer 
find—as they will after a while—that they have been cut off by 
legislative inactivity from the British market—to which we 
export 50 per cent of all our products that are exported at all— 
they will wake up to the idea that a blind, *‘ stand-pat,’’ prohibi- 
tive-duty policy has two ends to it, not only the end of taxation 
of the American consumer here, but the other end, the end of 
narrowing and restricting the volume of exports practicable or 

ssible for the American exporter into the British market. 
Wait until the people feel it as they are beginning to feel it, when 
all these natural products of the West shall feel it, when the 
products of my State and the other parts of the South will feel it! 

Mr. Speaker, I appeal to you and I appeal to the Republican 
side of this House. You have the Ways and Means Committee 
now. I am not indulging in any general criticisms. I would 
not criticise the gentleman occupying that chair. I know that 
he has had twice as much trouble as I have had these last few 
weeks; and I know that it has been almost impossible for me.to 
work out the Chinese puzzle which we have had presented to us 
over here. I know that he could not have done any better, or 
gone any faster about committee assignments and House organi- 
zation for general business. But the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee is here, and has been appointed two weeks. Let us do 
such business as we can do, and that business is of the most im- 

rtant character. I ap to you, and I appeal to the Repub- 

icans of the Kouse in the very memorable words of Thomas B. 
Reed in a Democratic Congress: ‘‘ For Heaven’s sake, show your 
competency to attend to public business. If you have not any 
trust and confidence in yourselves, in the name of God, whom do 
you expect to have trust and confidencein you?’”’ [Laughter and 
applause on the Democratic side. } 

hat are youafraid of? Are you afraid of the Ways and Means 
Committee? What are the individual members of the Ways and 
Means Committee afraid of? Are they afraid of one another? 
Why, there never was so compactly organized a Republican body 
since the world began as the majority in that committee. They 
need not be afraid of one another. Of course I know that now 
and then they pass one another as the ancient Roman augurs did 
and quietly wink or smile, one gentleman intending to convey 
the idea to the other that while they are fooling the world they 
are not fooling one another; but at the same time they are true 
to every Republican precept of prohibitive tariff legislation. 

Surely they might move forward ip the line of another great 
policy, which I claim to be the policy of Democracy and of Jeffer- 
son, but which you claim to be the policy of Mr. McKinley and 
of Mr. Roosevelt, the policy of using the 20 per cent margin in 
your own tariff bill—the Dingley bill—for the purpose of procur- 
ing wider and more extensive and cheaper foreign markets for 
American farm products all over the world. 

Are you going to rest as if deaf—hard hearted—to an appeal 
that is inade by me merely as a mouthpiece of the country to-day? 
The whole country is aidees this appeal, and there is nothing 
that stands in the way except your fear that when you once 
**open the door”? you can not control your own boys. Are you 
afraid of one another? Is the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PaynE] afraid of that redoubtable tariff-revision warrior, the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bascock]? [Laughter on the 
Democratic side.] Is he afraid of that redoubtable trust killer, 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] upon that side of 
the House? You need not fearthem. Whenever you get to the 
point where you say, ‘‘ This is Republicanism; here is the lash,”’ 
they will stop just at that time. say this merely for the pur- 
ee of encouragement, not foranythingelse. [Laughter.] And 

sides that there are no more ial souls in the world than my 
two friends, Mr. Tawnry and Mr. Bascock. Neither would hurt 
the feelings of the Speaker, nor of the Republican leader, nor of 
any great number of Republicans on that side of the House for his 
whole blessed constituency. 

Do not be afraid of one another. You do not seem to be afraid 
of us, lam sorry tosay [laughter], but for Heaven’s sake do not be 
afraid of one another. Paes) Look one another squarely 
in the face and say, ‘‘ We have a policy, we have a purpose, we have 
an honest policy and purpose, and, being honest men, we are going 
to carry it out, and we are not afraid to face one another nor the 
country with results in party conclave. We are not afraid to 
face one another upon the floor of the House of Representatives 
while we ‘ reason ae as brethren’ to see how far we can go. 
We are not afraid of this little resolution to ask the President to 


reconvene the Joint High Commission. We are not afraid of that 
bill which is now lying in the Ways and Means Committee for 
consideration, offering to reduce 20 per cent the present Dingley 
tariff rates to all countries which either do now or shall hereafter 
admit free of taxation the products of the American farm and 
the American mine.” [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
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Mr. Speaker, I shall not use the full time allotted to me. I 


thank the House for its attention. [Applause. ] 
Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman intends to use the balance of 
his time, I wish he would doso now. I donot know that there is 


any—— 

‘Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understood that five min- 
utes were granted to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dz Ar- 
MOND] independently of the time allotted to me. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not so understand. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I so understood it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a minute and a half re- 
maining. Does he ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, if there is any 
misunderstanding it is my fault. I thought—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam perfectly willing that the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. De ARMoND] have five minutes, including -——— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ithought his time was granted 
independently of mine. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I yield to the gentleman from 
Missouri |Mr. Dz ARMonp] all the time I have left, and ask unani- 
mous consent that he may have enough time to make it five min- 
utes in all. . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I had hoped that before this 
opportunity to speak should be extended to me there would be 
something said upon the other side. When the last adjournment 
was taken, I vainly sought to secure information about the pur- 
pose of the majority. I did that because as an individual Repre- 
sentative I would like to know, and because a great many other 
Representatives over here would like to know, what the majority 
contemplate doing. I failed to get that information before, and 
perhaps will fail again. 

Now, everybody knows that the Senate, so far as it is concerned, 
has terminated the work of the extraordinary session by putting 
over until the regular session consideration of the bill which 

here a short time ago. I have read in the newspapers, and 
suppose others have done so, too, that the House is resenting what 
is said to be a discourtesy to the President. I am very much of 
the impression that the House is endeavoring to accentuate what 
it is pleased to regard as a Senatorial discourtesy to the President. 

Whether the Senate has or has not been discourteous to the 
President, the Senate did put over the consideration of the bill 
until the regular session, and the House, by remaining in session 
from day to day, or rather cutting down the week to six days, and 
having three-day adjournments and two sessions a week, is call- 
ing the attention of the country to what the Senate has done; 
advising the country that the Senate has snubbed the President; 
advising the country that the Senate, in the most formal way, and 
unanimously, declared its judgment and belief that the extraor- 
dinary session ought not to have been called; and that although 
it was called, and although this on more than a week ago passed 
the bill for the consideration of which it was called, the Senate 
will do nothing but allow the bill to go over to the regular session. 
They provided for nine days’ consideration of the bill in the Sen- 
ate, beginning on the 7th of December and concluding on the 16th, 
when there were really more than nine days of this session re- 
maining after the bill went to the Senate. 

Now, then, what is this House doing? According to the news- 
papers it seems to be looking after the President, resenting bad 
treatment of him and calling the attention of the country to it. 
If the House desires to be kind to the President, why does it not 
finish its work and adjourn? Why does it not fix upon some time 
when it is toadjourn? Why does it not fix a day of adjournment, 
by which the list of committees can be prepared or by which time 
they can be announced, and then adjourn? That would tend to 
allow the country to forget, if the country will forget, that the 
Republican President made a great mistake in calling this session; 
that the Senate by its action said to him, every Republican Sena- 
tor agreeing, that he ought not to have called it, and that he will 
not accomplish anything by it—said this unanimously when they 

ut over to the re r session consideration of the bill for which 

e did call it, fixing for its consideration in that session a shorter 
time than the Senate might devote to it in this session. 

Now, what is the object of the House? To let the President 
down “easy?” Why does the House so emphasize his rebuff? 
What must be the reason? Why does the House insist on joining 
the Senate in what some regard as a discourtesy to the President? 
Why does the House say to the Republican President, aided and 
abetted by the good Republicans of the Senate, ‘‘ You made a 
great mistake in calling this session?’’ Why, except it be for the 
purpose of mortifying the President? 

I do not know what you mean todo. We have had no oppor- 
tunity to learn, If you desire to remain in session, why do you 





not meet every coy? Why not go through this same procession 
day after day? hy do you not every day burn incense? and 
how sweet it must smell in the nostrils of the President. [Laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side.]| Why do you limit yourselves to two 
performances a week? [Renewed laughter.] If, on the other 
hand, you do not wish to accentuate what the Senate has done, to 
the President’s confusion, why do you not fixa time for adjourn- 
ment and let those who wish to go home do so, and then quietly 
and decently adjourn? [Loud applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri is 
anxious to know why we limit the sessions to two performances 


|a week. That seems to be the exact limit that he put upon him- 


self for this week. I do not care to emulate his example in that 
or in any other respect, but perhaps we will have three next 
week. The gentleman from Mississippi has evidently taken to 
studying the speeches of former S er Reed, and he has even 
done me the honor to intimate that he has been studying some of 
my efforts in the Fifty-third Congress. He has just‘awakened to 
the idea that Congress ought to do its business and get through 
and go home. 

The Fifty-third Congress did business. There was a reason 
why the Senate and House in the Fifty-third Congress should be 
afraid of each other. I do not take back any word that I said on 
that occasion. Why, my words were almost prophetic, and even 
the gentleman from Mississippi is ashamed of the record of the 
Fifty-third Congress made in the Wilson-Gorman bill. Why, 
Mr. Speaker, that bill has such a bad odor among the people of 
the United States that some of the friends of a certain Senator 
are trying to reverse history and say that the whole American 
people have been wrong in the last nine years in calling it the 
Wilson-Gorman bill. It appears now that Mr. GorMAN did not 
have anything to do with it. Everybody denies the paternity of 
that child of 1894. 

Mr. Speaker, it requires always two or three or four weeks to 
perfect the organization of the House. _No new Congress has ever 
met in December and had the committees appointed and an- 
nounced before the closing days of the adjournment before the 
holiday recess. We have been in session now nearly three weeks. 
We have been waiting some of the time for the appointment of 
committees. The gentleman from Mississippi is getting in a 
hurry. Why, when I stated to him the other day that the Ways 
and Means Committee proposed to meet the next day and report 
a certain bill that had been introduced in the House and referred 
to that committee, he called it an outrageous performance and 
began to declaim upon the outrage to the minority. We moved 
too fast for the gentleman on that occasion. We moved too fast 
for him then, and now we are moving too slow, it seems, because 
the Ways and Means Committee does not meet and report a reso- 
lution he introduced, calling on the President or somebody else 
to secure a reciprocity treaty with Canada. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, several years ago a Republican House and 
a Republican Senate, on the recommendation of a Republican 
President, passed a resolution or an amendment to a pending ap- 
propriation bill appointing a joint high commission with Great 
Britain, to take into consideration all the questions between Can- 
ada and the United States. The committee met for several months, 
and then they adjourned for several months to meet again, and 
finally it was found that the Alaskan boundary question was 
an impassable barrier to the consideration of any other question 
before the Commission. The Commission was obliged to adjourn 
without action. 

The Republican Administration in due time—things can not al- 
ways be hurried; sometimes we are too fast for brethren on the other 
side, as in the Panama matter, and again we move too slowly—the 
Republican Administration or the State Department took up the 
proposition made by the American members of that Commission, 
and appointed a commission consisting of three members from 
Great Britain and three from the United States, and they have 
taken up that question and settled the Alaskan boundary ques- 
tion. The settlement of that question has left some soreness over 
the Canadian reciprocity question on the other side of the line. 
It isin the newspapers, and hence I may speak of it, that as soon 
as that commission made its report the chairman of the Joint 
High Commission, Mr. FAIRBANKS, wrote a letter to Sir Wilfrid 
Laurier, asking him about the meeting of this Commission and 
whether he could fix a time or not for the meeting of the Com- 
mission. 

I understand that no result has ever come of that communica- 
tion. Perhaps the soreness is not over yet. I want to say to the 
gentleman from Mississippi that it is not a good time to negotiate 
reciprocity treaties where one side is feeling a good deal of sore- 
ness over a recent decision against them. That Commission and 
the President can take care of that matter, and so far as I am 
concerned, I do not propose to report any resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Mississippi, from the Committee on Ways and 
Means, interfering with that matter. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman says that there 
is some soreness across the line about the decision in the Alaskan 


May I ask the gentleman a 


boundary matter. Does not the gentleman think that taking the 
initiative in some such resolution would help to remove the sore- 
ness? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the American 
Commission has already invited them to fix a day for meeting 
and they have not accepted his invitation. Now, I do not think 
that stirring this matter up in the House of Representatives will 
bring about any relief. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eight minutes remaining. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, there is another matter I want to 
speak of that has not been brought up here. Every once in a 
while a gentleman on the other side of the House gets up in his 
place and talks about the degeneracy of the House, and about 
the House being subject to one man, and that the Speaker of the 
House. Some of us can remember, Mr. Speaker, when there 
were as many czars in the House at times as there were members of 
the House. Why, on one occasion in the Fiftieth Congress there 
was a measure before the House of Representatives that had the 
approval of nearly the entire Honse—both sides of the House—and 
a single Representative from a Western State, who was opposed 
to the measure, saw fit to stand up here and filibuster for two 
weeks, holding up the House of Representatives. 

There was a czar for you that had an absolute veto power on a 
measure that the House of Representatives by a great majority 
desired to pass, and finally the House was obliged to bow down 
to him and give up the passage of that bill simply because he 
stood in the way of it. 

This was the state of affairs under our rules when the Fi 
first Congress met. In that Congress this House resolved that it 


would have no more proceedings of that kind; that whenever a 
majority of the House wanted to do business they should have an 
opportunity to say so and transact the business of the House. 

1ese new rules have increased the power of the Speaker in this 
respect—that certain motions made for the purpose of delay, made 
to prevent action, made to obstruct legislation, may be declared 
dilatory and ruled out of order by the Speaker. In no other way 
did we give him increased power. 
either Calendar of the House might be reached and any matter 
on the Calendars be taken up whenever the Member desiring to 
reach a particular matter should be backed by a majority of the 
committee having jurisdiction of the subject and a majority of 
the House of Representatives. 

And so it was, Mr. Speaker, that in the Fifty-first Congress we 
removed the power of the individual and placed the power with 
the majority in the House of Representatives. [Applause on the 
Republican side. } 

Yet gentlemen rise herein their places like birds of ill-omen 
and talk about the degeneracy of the House of Representatives. 
Why, sir, from that day the House of tatives has 
asserted itself in the councils of the nation, and whenever this 
House, coming fresh from the body of the people, has resolved 
upon a certain measure and there has been a majority vote in 
favor of that measure, the majority has been enabled to accom- 
plish its will, notwithstanding the absence of any one would-be 
ezar from any district in the United States. Mr. Speaker, the 
House of R2presentatives made a great advance. It overturned 
rules that had been in force for many years, binding down the 
giant strength of the House. It emancipated the House—enabled 
the Honse to do the business that it was called upon to do. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, we shall go right on; we shall organize 
this House. In due time the Speaker announce his commit- 
tees—probably before the end of this special session; and when 
we meet on the ist day of December we shall be in readiness for 
the business we have todo. Oh, we will give you an opportunity 
on the other side of the House to get rid of that campaign thun- 
der with which you are afflicted. Ample opportunity will be given 
for that. [Laughter.}] We will do the business of the aa 
Shall we revise the tariff? Well, the pe oy party is a litt. 
too wise to revise the tariff, paralyzing the business of the coun- 
try more or less, on the eve of a Presidential election—to oblige 
you people! [Laughter.] A Presidential election of itself makes 
sufficient disturbance to business. There is a better time for 
work of that kind. Why, sir, we revised the tariff in 1890 and 
got through thirty days before the election, and you people sent 
men all over the State of Ohio selling , or pretending to sell 
goods, at four, five, or six times the original price—not doing busi- 
ness,in fact. They were paid out of your committee funds for 
selling or offering to sell goods .t four or five times the previous 
prices, «which were supposed i: .ave been increased by the “ ex- 
actions”’ of the McKinley bill. And we lost the election of 1890. 
Don’t you think we have learned anything since that time? 


: 


But we did amply provide thate 


The gentleman from Mississippi complains of Mr. Chamberlain 
because he has seen some new light; because he has found out 
that Adam Smith is dead; because Chamberlain has found out 
that Adam Smith’s policies and doctrines are not the best thing 
for England. I commend to the genileman from Mississippi a 
further study of Mr. Chamberlain’s hes as well as the 
speeches of the late Speaker Reed. If the gentleman will con- 
tinue his investigation and ae: who knows but that he may 
immortalize himself before this Congress closes as the leader of 
the eerge ney Ae the Fifty-eighth Congress? [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Republican cide.) 

Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Payne], that when the House adjourn 
to-day it oe to meet on Tuesday next. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. tus have a division on that 
question. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 81, noes 63. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Havuaen, for the remainder of the session, on account of 
important business. 

To Mr. THomas of Iowa, for the remainder of the session, on ac- 
count of important business. 


THE LOUISIANA PURCHASE. 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I ask unanimous consent to call up 
for present consideration a resolution from the Senate which is 
now on the Speaker’s desk. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the House o, tatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
invitation eekae to th — of the United States by the Louisiana 
Historical Society and by the governor of the State of Louisiana to attend 
the ceremonies in commemoration of the one hundredth anniversary of the 


transfer of the territory of Louisiana and all sovereignty over said territo 
by France tothe Uni States, to be held at New Orleans, December 18, 19, 


and 20, 1908, be, and it is hereby, accepted. 
That the President pro tempore of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
i and directed 
three Senators and five nesresuate. 


House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, auth 

to appoint a committee, co: of 

tives, to attend the ceremonies and to represent the Congress of the United 
States on the occasion of the celebration of the centennial anniversary re 


ferred to. 
rther, That the expenses of the members of the said joint com- 


Resolved 
mittee of the Senate and House of Representatives authorized to attend and 


attending and representing of the United States at the city of 
nam no in 


New Orleans on the t the aggregate $2,500, 
to be paid as follows: One-half thereof out of the contingent fund of the 


House and one-half thereof out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
submit some remarks on the Louisiana Purchase Exposition, in 
order to give the House some information about the progress of 
that great undertaking. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. er —— 

The SPEAKER. One moment. e gentleman from Missouri 
asks unanimons consent to address the House on the subject of 
the Louisiana Exposition at St. Louis. Is there objection? 
“ -4 MEYER of Louisiana. Pending that motion, Mr. 

eaker-—— 

FThe SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I ask the gentleman from Nebraska 
to withhold his objection. 

The SPEAKER. One thing at a time. Does the gentleman 
object to this request? 7 

r. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire’ to object, but 
I want to inquire if the remarks of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BaRTHOLDT] will be solely confined to that subject? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Exclusively. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Nothing else? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Nothing else. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ali right; I have no objection. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, pending the request, 
I would like to ask the an if he will yield to the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. Meyer] for the matter that was before the 
House a moment ago? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. r. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The gentile- 
man from Missouri [Mr. BarTHo.pt] is recognized. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. And now I would ask—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I yield to the ee 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I would ask the gentleman from 


Nebraska [Mr. Burxert] to reserve his point of order until this 
have been explained to the House. As I understand 


matter sh: 


















it, his objection holds unless he withdraws it, oe however, 
the point of order until the matter has been explained. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri {[Mr. Bar- 
THOLDT] has the floor. ‘The other matter can come up later. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I willsay to the gentleman from Louisiana 
that I will gladly yield to him after I get through. [Laughter.]} 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, the Universal tion at 
St. Louis is the apotheosis of centuries of civilization. It is the 
culminating perfection of those wonderful international specta- 
cles which have served to impress on our minds that it is good to 
be a living participant in the glories of this world. 

A decade of human achievement has elapsed since the Colum- 
bian pageantry of progress at ‘we ll Every American who 
saw the White City thrilled with the thought that the nations of 
the earth had assembled in the greatest Republic to do homage 
to the genius of enlightenment. 

Triumphs of the Emperors of imperial Rome were but the mock 
pomp of childish fancies —— to the ae of peace as 
celebrated by such a labor of love at St. Louis. the May day 
of the coming new year the gates of welcome will be flung wide 
open, and the vision of the century will then unfold its prophetic 
beauty for the uplifting of humanity. 

As the breath of the twentieth century vibrates with action, so 
the St. Louis Exposition reflects the spiritof the age. How things 
are done rather than things performed is its living motive. The 
power of mechanical motion in its productive phases, the work- 
ing of busy and ingenious fingers will testify that inaction is 
mental and physical stagnation. 

The first impression of the visitor to the Ivory City is a vague 
feeling of unreality. There loom buildings massive in appear- 
ance; yet, viewed under the golden hazeof a summer day, one half 
expects them to melt and fade away like some fabled city of 
mythology. 

Ancient Thebes nor Babylon could boast of such beauty and 
splendor. These marvels of the ancients but showed the develop- 
ments of an age. The Ivory City typifies the grandest architec- 
tural and sculptural performances of man in all centuries and 
through all ages. 

The columns and architraves of classical Greece, the magnifi- 
cence of the Renaissance, the graceful fancies of the Moor, the 
vagaries of the mystic Orient, the best and fairest of modern 
architecture—all are there. 

Its immensity staggers the mind. Remember that it spreads 
over an area as large as the combined Columbian, the last Paris, 
and the Pan-American expositions. It has 48 more acres under 
roof than the — Chicagoshow. Applications for exhibit space 
exceed that of every palace, although most of its nineteen build- 
ings are larger than those at Chicago. 

Fifty-three foreign governments are participants; 42 States are 
represented by an expenditure of $8,000,000, as against $5,000,000 
at Chicago. The exposition has caught the reflected glory of the 
Spanish-American war. The increased interest in this Republic, 
as a consequence of that demonstration of our power, has at- 
tracted the attention of the world to the degree that foreign gov- 
ernments have needed no urging to assemble at St. Louis. Mr. 
Michael Davitt made the statement during a recent visit to the 
World’s Fair city that the peaceful invasion of the United States 
in 1904 would be a crusade equaling in history the holy war in 
Palestine. 

It is an — of magnificent distances and heroic propor- 
tions. The United States Government building, the largest expo- 
sition structure ever erected by this country, is 1 mile from the 
Grand Trianon of France, along a stately boulevard, between eight 
of the finest exhibit palaces ever built. Three t courts cross 
this boulevard. The grand or central court is 2,500 feet lon 
and 600 feet wide. More than 1 mile of continuous lagoons mm | 
canals lie between these palaces. Ninety thousand gallons of 
water pour over three cascades every mintte. The pike or amuse- 
ment street is a mile long. The Philippines stretch over 40 
acres. The giantagricultural palace is 1,600 feet long and has an 
area of 20 acres, oe five minutes to traverse its length. 
The dome of the Hall of Festivals is 200 feet high and larger than 
St. Peter’s. It houses the largest organ in the world, an instru- 
ment 62 feet wide and 40 feet high, with 10,000 pipes. An in- 
tramural or sightseeing railway, 9 miles long, touches every point 
of interest in a site 2 miles long and 1 mile wide. 

The traveler versed in exposition asks for the new and surpris- 
ing features of this tremendous show. They could not be re- 
counted in a day. <A dignity and heroic effect unparalleled by any 
former exposition distinguishes the architecture. One thousand 
sculptu figures, done by 100 ae artists, embellislf the 
grounds and palaces. These groups tell in frozen poetry the 
story of that momentous event in our history which the exposi- 
tion commemorates—the acquisition of the province of Louisiana 
for a song and the winning of its wilderness from the humez: and 
brute savagery dominating its trackless wild. 
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The fame of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition may rest on its 
transcendent decorative zenith—the Cascade Gardens, a thing so 
ennobling that it can not be forgotten within the memory of this 
generation. Its atmosphere of grandeur commands instant ad- 
miration, for who can gaze across 1,500 feet of limpid water 
toward gardens ascending to a sky line where rise the resplendent 
Hall of Festivals and a mammoth peristyle, then down floral and 
sculptural terraces where leap a flood of crystal waters, without 
rendering involuntary tribute to the lofty and the beautiful in 
art and nature? 

Landscapes of Versailles, old Italian gardens, Babylon pleasure 
haunts in mid-sky will not have surpassed the perfect theme of 
the Cascade Gardens and their sylvan setting. Jeweled in its 
very heart, the golden dome of the Hall of Festivals scintillates 
aloftin the mellow sun glow. Snowy statuary, ever ascending in 
overpowering masses from the mirrored pool below, the falling 
flood of cascades, feathering into filmy lace and musical with the 
cadences of silver bells—these are wonders of the enchantment. 

Night has her victories no less renowned than perfect day. In 
this reign of electricity nothing has escaped the necromancy of 
the master illuminator. Every fertile resource of his science has 
been exhausted to achieve the highest art in his nocturnal treat- 
ment of the Cascade Gardens. Bathing the whole picture in the 
zones of varicolored light was easy. Jeweling the outlines of the 
Festival Hall and colonnade with thousands of light bulbs appesled 
little to his fancy. It was something new that was deman/‘ed. 

riment after experiment in the laboratory brought failure 
and disappointment, but at last reward shone on these efforts. 

The moving waters of the cascades and the flowers suggested 
the new thought. Rays thrown through water were rejected. 
It was an old trick. Howto make the water itself resemble liquid 
fire was the inspiration of the instant. How to cause flowers to 
become precious stones at night brought the inventor to his best 
efforts. Experiments with mercury vapor proved that water 
might become to the eye a mass of opalescent wine. 

The new illumination was born. A zone of any solid color suf- 
fusing the gardens and cascades has no effect on the falling water, 
which retains its opal fire, undimmed by the prevailing hues ly- 
ing across the buildings and gardens. The fiery flood of the cas- 
eades, stretching with its single luster through bands of brilliant 
cardinal, cerulean, orange, and amethyst, seems like the stream 
of life everlasting soaring above the vicissitudes of fortune to the 
realm of the great unknown. 

Roses, geraniums, violets—all reveal themselves under effects 
concealed in their beds as self-luminous jewels which the most 
skillful smith can not hope to rival. Persons sauntering along 
the terrace of States, in front of the colonnade on the crest of the 
hill, may be illuminated in royal purple; lower down, by the de- 
scending balustrades, they are ensanguined in vivid red, while 
those hanging over the ramparts of the grand pool are mellowed 
in orange. 

The Cascade Gardens are an appeal to the five senses of man. 
Seated on verandas of the pagoda cafés, above the scene, the epi- 
cure may satisfy the palate. His ears are saluted by the purling 
music of the waters and the harmonies of the great organ. The 
perfume of the flowers and trees freshen the evening air. The eyes 
behold the ravishment of the spectacle. The hands may caress 
what they most love. So the modern voluptuary may emulate 
the patricians of Rome. 

Turn inquiry on other wonders of the St. Louis Exposition, but 
to discover that in every respect it completely overshadows all 
preceding expositions. The last and best work of man in every 
department of human endeavor has been gathered from the four 
corners of the globe. Astonishing beginnings in the field of in- 
vention herald the progress of generations yet unborn. 

Aerial navigation, that fascinating though yet unconquered 
realm of transportation, is bidden to St. Louis by a princely prizo 
of $100,000 offered for the solution of this great problem. Wire- 
less telegraphy, the transmission of thonght on waves of atmos- 
phere, will be exemplified for the millions who have read and not 
seen its workings. Think of sending a commercial message from 
the greatest wireless telegraph tower in the world, on the exposi- 
tion grounds, to many western cities. 

Who has yet heard of the flowers telling the time of day to the 
exactitude of the thousar‘’th part of a second? A great floral 
clock at the fair will perform this feat. Ina catacomb beneath 
the floral disk 100 feet in diameter giant machinery will revolve 
floral hands. A monster locomotive of 200 tons will turn its tre- 
mendous wheels at a speed of 60 miles an hour in the center of 
the Palace of Transportation. A wonderful light-house will flash 
its rays throughout the Palace of Liberal Arts. One bed of roses, 
6 acres in extent, containing 50,000 roses, wastes its fragrance on 
the summer air. Two thousand living birds of North America 
have their home in a great bird cage 400 by 200 feet. Are these 
wonders worth going thousands of miles to behold? 

Yet they are only a tithe of the exposition. Inthe ‘‘Gulch,”’an 
outdoor exhibit of 12 acres. mines are operating, aerial tramways 
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are transporting precious freightage, coal is coming from the | the imperial gardens; Morocco has some of the city of Fez. Lou- 


bowels of the earth, oil wells are delivering their cargoes to the 
surface, Mexican Indians are pounding out the treasures of nature 
in mortars as they did in the time of Cortez. A map of the United 
States in cereals covers 10 acres, each State and Territory distin- 
guished by its native product. An ideal city stretches along a 

uarter of a mile, where the best paved street in the world is 
iaael by the finest types of municipal and private buildings. 
Reproductions of a war hospital, of the Capitol of the United 
States, and of a seacoast fortification with those tremendous en- 
gines of destruction, the diappearing guns, warning the citizen 
that the nation is on guard against invasion, are small parts of 
the national display. 

Such outdoor attractions as the St. Louis Exposition presents 
have never been attempted. The Philippine exhibit alone em- 
ploys the services of 1,000 natives of our new ssion to depict 
the life, manners, and customs of the archipelago. Parts of the 
walled city of Manila, a market place in Manila, native villages 
of many island tribes make an exposition within itself. A great 
lake surrounding the north and east fronts of the Philippine res- 
ervation furnish a marine theater for aquatic sports and water 
transportation. Three native bridges span the water. On this 
ideal location, commanding a view of the exposition, 400 of the 
native constabulary and 200 Macabebe scouts show the Filipino 
as a fighting man. Four hundred other natives, divided into 
families, are engaged in the peaceful pursuits of thatclime. Not 
only the life of Manila, but the tribes which build their habita- 
tions over water and swing their domiciles in the trees will make 
the unfamiliar American and European acquainted with their 
brothers of the human race. The ee natural treasury of the 
rich archipelago will be spread in profusion for our inspection. 

Anthropology and ethnology have their grandest show at St. 
Louis. Forty acres have been assigned to the Indians of America 
and to other tribes from remote shores. The oo and giants 
of darkest Africa and the queer races of Oceania have their 
places in this remarkable array. They will live in the open air 
in their native communities. Famous chiefs who once fought 
this Government will have their first formal introduction to the 
American people. Ceremonies and religious rites older than 
civilization will cause us to ponder on the vast age of the world. 
That this tremendous display is under the direction of the Federal 


Government and the exposition authorities insures a dignity and | 


reliability never approached before. Are these not advances in 
the making of an exposition? 

The people delight in the spectacle. As a spectacle the St. 
Louis Exposition is unsurpassed. because it educates under the 
guise of amusement. We have been subdued by the charm of 
scriptural Palestine with its marvelous story of the Nazarene. 
The romance that clings to the Judean bills has enthralled the 
cultured nations of the earth. There is a thrill when one pro- 
nounces the name ‘“‘ Holy City.” For the first time since the en- 
actment of those wondrous scenes in the city of David it has 
been transplanted from its far eastern surroundings to become 
one of the most interesting features of the fair. 

Jerusalem is a gigantic open-air reproduction covering 13 acres. 
It is a maze of winding streets. The Mosque of Omar and the 
Church of the Holy Sepulchre may be seen exactly the size of the 
originals at Palestine. The Tower of David, the Jews’ Wailing 
Place, the Garden of Gethsemane, the ancient wall about the 
city, with its many gateways, are reproduced with wondrous 
fidelity. Several hundred natives of Jerusalem will dwell in 
this mimic municipality. 

In the dominion of mechanics engines of a hitherto unequaled 
power will be shown in operation. No one has ever seen a gas 
engine of 3,000 horsepower. Belgium furnishes the marvel. New 
York has the honor of displaying the largest steam turbine engine 
ever constructed. It develops 8,000 horsepower, and Pittsburg 
sends another of 5,000 horsepower. These engines are 
40,000-horsepower operating plant of the exposition, 
played by the manufacturers as exhibits. 

Visitors have the distinction of drinking from a well on the 
exposition site which was there at the time Napoleon sold the 
province of Louisiana to this country. General Grant's log 
cabin, removed from its location on the Dent farm near St. Louis, 
is standing on the exposition grounds. A charming and inter- 
esting reproduction of the Ayrshire cottage of Robert Burns has 
been erected by the Scottish-Americans of the United States and 
Canada. 

This historic interest pervades the exposition. Foreign govern- 
ments and the States of the Union have caught the contagion of 
giving some significance to their representative buildings. France 
reproduces the Grand Trianon an ens of Versailles: Great 
Britain the orangery of Kensington e, in the environment of 
an old Elizabethan garden; Germany erects the celebrated castle 
of Charlottenburg, near Berlin; Japan, several of the most famous 
examples of architecture in the land of the Mikado, with some of 
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isiana builds the Cabildo, the structure in which the transfer of 
the province was made in 1803. New Jersey shows the headquar- 
ters of Washington at Morristown; Mississippi’s building is Beau- 
voir, home of Jefferson Davis; Virginia comes with Monticello, 
the country seat of Thomas Jefferson. The Hermitage, famed as 
the home of Andrew Jackson, is reproduced by Tennessee. Seen 
through the foliage of the great wooded plateau along shady ave- 
nues, they present a poetic appearance. Manor houses of the 
sunny South, colonial mansions, farm houses, State capitol build- 
ings, make a rare panorama of the American home. Old Spanish 
missions are shown by California and Arizona, from which one 
almost expects to see emerge the black-stoled monk. 

A splash of Far East comes to us from China, Siam, Ceylon, and 
India. The Ceylon bungalow, with its white-robed Cingalese 
serving tea,and native oarsmen chanting while they shoot their 
outrigger canoe over the waters of an adjacent lake, is a conceit 
which takes the fancy. India has a reproduction of a famous 
Hindoostan temple. China reproduces the country seat of Prince 
Pu Lun, nephew of the Emperor, and Siam shows the Temple of 
Ben Chama. 

One might speak of art potteries in full blast; the marvelous 
lifting machines; the manufacture of briquets; a factory making 
liquid air; an emporium of laces and embroidery work done in 
woven glass; a restaurant of glass, the walls of which are trans- 
parent and contain live fish; a poultry farm where you catch 
your chicken and order your style of cooking. These vagaries of 
the human mind are without end. A physical feature of St. Louis 
which by itself would become an attraction of national importance, 
are the Olympic games. The St. Louis Olympiad brings into 
competition the athletes of every country. The games may be 
witnessed in a stadium seating 35,000 persons. 

The amusements of the exposition have not been considered. 
One mile of them stretch along a gaiety boulevard weet 
at former expositions. Forty shows, costing an average of $100,000 
each, provide for the entertainment of the visitor, wearied by that 
immense aggregation of wonders classed as exhibits. The Gal- 
veston Flood shows the effects of the great storm and the restora- 
tion of the stricken city. The Creation, an illusion under the 
mammoth dome, takes one back through ten centuries to the 
genesis; Asia. with its rajahsand rites; Cairo and Constantinople; 
the German Tyrolean Alps, a monster show, costing $500,000, and 
| presenting a perfect reproduction of the most majestic Alpine 

scenery, with the inhabitants in their native costumes; Japanese, 
Chinese, and Irish villages, with a long list of other attractions, 
make a total expenditure of $5,000,000. 

International congresses of the arts and sciences and of mem- 
bers ©: all the parliaments known to man will bring together 
celebrities and learned men from the ends of the y Model 
schools for the deaf and blind will show the scholars in the class 
room. An Indian school will cause the visitor to realize that the 
free life of the noble red man is almost past. In this academic 
display the schoolroom of Filipinochildren, being taught by Ameri- 
can instructors, becomes a timely object lesson in the acquisition 
of foreign territory. 

The jubilee presents of the late Queen Victoria and the Libe 
Bell present a strong contrast in symbols of affection venera‘ 
by two continents. These priceless trophies will not be of greater 
interest than the contribution from the Vatican, nor the relics of 
that great genius, Napoleon, whose name is inseparably associated 
with the event which the exposition celebrates. Personal effects 

| of Washington, Jefferson, Andrew Jackson, Lafayette, and other 
| famous founders of the country and statesmen make rare contri- 
butions of intimate interest. 

Acres of outdoor forestry will be shown by the United States, 
Germany, and Great Britain, a feature new to expositions. The 
| live-stock display covers 87 acres. alone will d 
$100,000 on her exhibit in an endeavor to capture most of the 
premiums, amounting to $250,000. Blooded stock from England, 
| Germany, France, Russia, and other countries across the water 

assure the greatest exhibit ever made in this line. Advices from 
Paris state that the French jewelry exhibit already amounts to 
$4,000,000 and includes a pearl collar valued at $500,000. From 
jewelry to cattle is a long jump, but it is an instance of the 
tremendous field covered by greatest of universal tacles. 

Touching on foreign contributions reminds one that the powers 
will be represented by their military arms as well as by the prod- 
ucts of industry. The troops of the world have an encampment 
of nearly 100 acres, where the efficiency of their soldiery may be 
contrasted. The evolutions by these crack detachments of various 
armies will form a pleasing diversion. Music at the exposition 
will-be provided by such famous bands as the Garde Républicaine, 
of Paris; the British Grenadiers, of London; the Imperial Band, 
of Berlin; a Russian army band, an engineers’ band of the Mexi- 
can army, and other world-renowned musical organizations. 

All in all, Mr. Speaker, the Universal Exposition of 1904 will be 
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the sensational climax of the twentieth century, the grandest vic- 


tory of peace and civilization, the greatest triumph human genius 
has yet achieved. To millions of its visitors it will be an academy 
of learning, an inspiration, and an inexhaustible source of genuine 
delight, and the memories of the Ivory City will live and bear 
fruit in all the ages yet to come. [Loud applause.] 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, Mr. CALDERHEAD 
took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, in pursuance of the order heretofore made (at 1 
o’clock and 18 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned until Tues- 
day, December 1, 1903. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
eene were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as | 
ollows: 





A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and of law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Felicity, William Story, 
master, v. The United States—to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitténg a copy of the conclusions of fact and of law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the ship Seymour, Paul Gould, master, 
v. The United States—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | 
* ae following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 5057) providing for the erec- 
tion of public building at Marshall, Mo.—to the Committee on | 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 5058) to increase the pensions 
of those who have been disabled so as to render their incapacity 
to perform manual labor equivalent to the loss of a hand or foot— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 5059) to afford protection to | 
exhibitors of foreign literary, artistic, or musical works at the 
Louisiana Purchase Exposition—to the Committee on Patents. | 

ss Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 5060) creating an additional 
land office in the State of North Dakota—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 5061) to build a post-office at 
Gonzales, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5062) to regulate the salaries of United States 
district attorneys in Texas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 5064) to provide for the con- 
struction and maintenance of levees along the Mississippi River, 
from the hills above Cairo tothe Head of the Passes, by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States of America—to the Committee on 
Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 5065) for the purchase and es- | 
tablishment of a national forest reserve in the Appalachian Moun- 
tains, to be known as the ‘‘ National Appalachian Park ’’—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 5066) to connect 
Euclid place with Erie street—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5067) to prevent the fraudulent sale of mer- 
chandise—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5068) to further 
aga for the redemption of mutilated United States notes and 

maintain the cleanliness of the circulation—to the Committee | 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 5069) to establish a court | 
of common pleas in the southern district of the Indian Territory— | 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 5070) to establish a fish-hatching | 
and fish station in the State of Alabama—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DICK: A bill (H. R. 5071) to regulate retirement of 
veterans of the civil war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5072) to es- 
tablish at Seattle, Wash., a subtreasury—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 5073) providing official stamps 
for rural free-delivery carriers and authorizing them to take ac- 
knowledgments of pensioners in the execution of their vouchers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 5074) to erect a public buildin 
at Marinette, Wis.—to the Committee on Public Buildings an 
Grounds. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5075) granting to 
the State of Washington 50,000 acres of land to aid in the con- 
tinuation, enlargement, and maintenance of the Washington 
State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, at Orting, Wash.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 5076) making an appropriation 
for increasing the depth of the Cheboygan River from termi- 
nation of present dredged channel up to and terminating at the 
dam and lock on said river—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 5077) for preventing the 
adulteration, misbranding, and imitation of foods, beverages, 
candies, drugs, and condiments in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories, and for regulating interstate traffic therein, and 


| for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Commerce. 
By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5078) to 


| abolish slavery in the Philippine Archipelago, and for other pur- 


poses—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 
By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 5079) for the establishment 


_of a naval volunteer force of seamen and for the government of 


the same—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 5080) to provide for the erection 


| of a public building at Big Stone Gap, Va.—to the Committee on 
| Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 5081) to furnish cheap boxes 
for the patrons of rural free delivery—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 5082) to restore the sale of 
fermented malt beverages and light wines to soldiers on army 
transports and in post exchanges under regulations to be pre- 
— by the Secretary of War—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5083) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
promote the efficiency of the militia, and for other purposes,’’ ap- 
proved January 21, 1903—to the Committee on Militia. 

Also, a bill (H. R..5084) to provide for a National Military Park 
Commission—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 46) re- 
questing the Secretary of Agriculture to submit plans restoring 
original ee of vegetable seed distribution, and suggesting 
other met. ods of expending amount heretofore appropriated more 
effectively in the interest of the agricultural masses of the United 
States—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
47) providing for the purchase of a bust of the late Daniel W. 
Voorhees, to be placed in the Library of Congress—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. MACON: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 11) 
directing a survey of that part of the St. Francis River between 
the Missouri and Arkansas State line and its mouth—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
~~ following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 5063) permitting the Kiowa, 
Chickasha and Fort Smith Railway Company and the Eastern 
Oklahoma Railway Company to sell and convey their railroads 
and other property in the Indian Territory to the Atchison, To- 
peka and Santa Fe Railway Company—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5085) granting 
an increase of pension to Frank Schroeder—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5086) to correct the military record of Daniel 
Graeher—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. BENNY: A bill (H. R. 5087) granting a pension to Annie 
Bosche—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 5088) granting a pension to 
Ellen Messenger Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5089) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. McKenney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 5090) for the relief of Caleb W. 
Dur —to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5091) granting a pension to William Ken- 
nedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: A bill (H. R.5092) granting an honorable 
discharge to John Sullivan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5093) granting an honorable discharge to 
T. J. Temple—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5094) for the relief of the heirs and legal 
representatives of Alfred Robinson, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5095) granting a pension to John Worley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5096) granting a pension to Florence E. Wil- 
bur—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5097) granting a pension to A. M. Templer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5098) granting an increase of pension to 
James K. Proudfit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5099) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
Van Ormen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5100) granting an increase of pension to | 


William Sigler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5101) granting an increaseof pension to John | 
B. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 5102) granting an | 


increase of pension to Lorenzo Weeks—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5103) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
H. Little—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5104) granting an increase of pension to John 
B. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 5105) granting an increase of 

msion to Jacob P. Fishback—to the Committee on Invalid 

Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5106) to increase the pension of Andrew 
J. Millman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 5107) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Kling—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

es a bill (H. R. 5108) for the relief of the estate of Solomon 
g, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By fir. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 5109) granting 
an increase of pension to Morris Smith—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICK: A bill (H. R. 5110) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George B. Tucker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5111) granting a pension to Lois E. Mosier— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5112) granting a pension to David A. Pierce— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 5113) granting an increase of | 


pension to Almon W. Gould—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 5114) for the payment of the 
claim of Mary J. McCall—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5115) for the relief of A. M. Webb—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5116) for the relief of the Cumberland Pres- | 


byterian Church at Mount Comfort, Washington County, Ark.— | 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5117) for the relief of John Miser—to the | 
Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5118) for the relief of the heirs of Benjamin | 


Pigman, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5119) for the relief of Durham W. Stevens— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5120) for the relief of the Prairie Presbyte- | 
rian Church, of Washington County, Ark.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5121) for the relief of the estate of Albert L. 
Berry, ‘deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5122) for the relief of the heirs of the per- | 
sons murdered at the time of the Mountain Meadow massacre— | 


to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 5123) granting a pension to 
Maria Olmsted Eldred—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 5124) granting an 
oo of pension to H. G. Camp—to the Committee on Invalid 

‘ensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5125) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos L. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5126) granting a pension to Alice K. Selig- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 5127) to correct the military 
record of John Ervin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5128) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam B. Malone—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5129) to correct the mi on of John 
W. Robinson—to the Committee on Military A 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5130) to sanavethéchininol Gnenrtien against 
Sampson Carroll—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5131) for the relief of James H. Bunn—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


NOVEMBER 27, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5132) for the relief of Eli H. Bright—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5133) for the relief of William B. Caldwell— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 5134) for the relief of John M. Dailey—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5185) for the relief of James R. Edwards—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5136) for the relief of Frank Gammon—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5137) for the relief of Henry B. Jones—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.5188) for the relief of Calvin Mallacote—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5139) wets the relief of James A. Ogg—to the 
| Committee on Military Affai 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5140) for ihe relief of George W. Qualls—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5141) for the relief of George W. Raney—to 
| the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5142) for the relief of Philip Schlosshan—to 
| the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HA. R. 5143) for the relief of Milton Shootman—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5144) for the relief of George W. Swanay— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5145) for the relief of Alexander L. Taylor— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 5146) granting a pension to 
Elias Minnich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 5147) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5148) granting an increase of pension to Car- 
los H. Rich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5149) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Erwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 5150) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to adjust and settle the account of James M. 
Willbur with the United States, and to pay said Willbur such 
sum of money as he may be justly and equitably entitled to—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 5151) for the relief of S. R. 
Green—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HITT (by request): A bill (H. R. 5152) for the relief of 
Herrera’s Nephews and Gallego, Messa & Co.—to the Cominittee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5153) granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5154) 

cranting an increase of pension to Barnett Smith—to the Com- 
| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5155) granting an increase of pension to 
| John J. Tompkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5156) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Francis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5157) granting a pension to Mary Anne Wat- 
ling—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5158) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to German M. Rouse in- 
| former’s fees for certain opium seizures—to the Committee on 
| Claims. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 5159) granting a pension to 
Julia A. Marlow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 5160) granting a pension 
to Charles W. Atkinson—to the’Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 5161) — an increase of 
ae to Florence B. Knight—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5162) granting an increase of pension to Orrin 
L. Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 5163) for the relief of Catherine 
Grace—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 5164) granting an honorable 
discharge to W. J. Gardner and correcting the date of his muster 
out from the service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5165) for the relief of John C. Brown—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5166) for the relief of Samuel Slack—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5167) for the relief of Morton A. Pratt—to 
leone bit OL Ee 5168) granting pension to Daniel Dy 
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Also, a bill (H.R. 5170) granting a pension to James L. Dyer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H.R.5171) granting a —— to Margaret M. 
Hathaway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ’ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5172) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Winfrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill, (H. R. 5173) granting an increase of pension to 
Burrel G. Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5174) granting an increase of pension to 
David Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 5175) for the relief of George 
Edmunds—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 5176) granting an increase of 
pension to Alonzo Dutch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 5177) granting an inerease of pen- 
sion to William H. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 5178) for the relief of the Bal- 
—_ and Ohio Railroad Company—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 5179) granting a pension to 
Joseph J. Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 5180) granting an increase of 
pension to Jesse F. Snow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5181) granting an increase of pension to Lu- 
cinda M. Dean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5182) granting an increase of pension to N. B. 
McKay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5183) granting a pension to Albert Donald- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid aden 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5184) granting a pension to A. Foss—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5185) granting a pension to Henry Hooks— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIDER: A bill (H. R. 5186) granting an increase of 
pension to John D. Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 5187) nting a 
pension to John Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5188) granting a pension to Andrew J. Fox— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5189) granting a pension to Asa M. Foote— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5190) granting a pension to Andrew Ferris— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5191) granting a pension to Merritt Lewis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5192) granting a pension to Minnie Louise 
Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5198) granting a pension to Allen Campbell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5194) granting a pension to C. A. Brunk—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5195) nting a pension to Myron H. Skin- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5196) granting a pension to Jeremiah 
O’ Neil!l—to the Committee on Invalid Diankae. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5197) granting a pension to W.C. Brown—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5198) granting a pension to Emeline Sim- 
mons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5199) 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5200) granting a pension to Andrew Farries— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5201) granting a pension to William M. 
Voorheis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5202) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary E. Brashear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5203) granting an increase of pension to 
George Stewart—to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 5204) for the relief of Caro- 
line Murtagh, widow of the late William J. Murtagh, formerly 

. proprietor of the National Republican, of Washington, D. C.— 

to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 5205) granting an increase of 
pension to Francis Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER: Memorial of National Executive Committee 
of the National German-American Alliance, ir opposition to the 
Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Papers to accuupany bill (H. R. 4877) 
granting an increase of pension to Mathias C. Mills—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 
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nting a pension to Tracy M. John- | 





AQT 


By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 2479) 
granting an increase of pension to Lander Robinson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions of citizens of Elk Creek, Nebr., 
in favor of Hepburn and McCumber bills—to the Committee on 
the J a. 

By Mr. BYRD: Petition for relief of the descendants of Missis- 
sippi Choctaws—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of the National Associa- 
tion of Agricultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, in 
favor of a nonpartisan tariff commission—to the Ccmmittee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of same organization, relative to forestry and 
irrigation—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, resolution of Baxter Post, No. 123, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Baxter Springs, Kans., in favor of a service-pension 
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Resolutions of Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of Lafayette, Ind., in favor of interstate-commerce bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of Chamber of Commerce of Mil- 
waukee, asking for amendments to interstate commerce act—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Manufacturers and Producers’ Association 
of California, relative to trade relations between the United States 
and Manchuria—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, resolution of National Association of Agricultural Imple- 
ment and Vehicle Manufacturers, relating to revision of the 
tariff—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the National Association of Agricultural 
Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, relative to forestry and 
irrigation—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of 31 business men of Lanark, IIl., pro- 
testing against parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Protest of citizens of Cooperstown and 
Rutland, N. Dak., against change of law relating to rate of post- 
age on merchandise—to thea Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MINOR: Memorialof Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce, 
asking certain amendments to the Elkins interstate-commerce 
law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of citizens of Dundee N. Y., favor- 
ing legislation defining legal marriage monogamic—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr.PORTER: Resolution of the National Association of Agri- 
cultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, relative to forestry 
and irrigation—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of the Fort Wayne 
(Ind.) International Printing Pressmen’s Union, No. 19, in favor 
of the eight-hour bill and the anti-injunction bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of West Point, 
Ky.,in favor of pension for Mary E. Brashear—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Petition of New York State 
Pharmaceutical Association, favoring a reduction of the tax on 
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
1896, granting an increase of pension to Samuel W. Weaver—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





SENATE. 
TUESDAY, December 1, 1903. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. F. J. PretrymMay. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore resumed the chair. 

Mr. WELDON B. HEYBURN, a Senator from the State of Idaho, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and 
approved. 

THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from Mr. W.H. Ansley, chairman of the Five Civilized Tribes 
executive committee on independent statehood for the Indian 
Territory, relative to the formation of an independent State for 
the Indian Territory; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Select Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes of 
Indians, and ordered to be printed. 

UINTAH RESERVATION IN UTAH. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate acommu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, together with a paragraph 
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recommended for insertion in the Indian appropriation bill for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, relative to the Uintah Res- 
ervation in Utah, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of Susan N. Moore, administratrix of C. C. Moore, 
deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accompanying 

per, — referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 

printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy 
of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of The Trus- 
tees of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Harpers Ferry, W. Va., 
v. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented petitions of the con- 
gregation of the First United Presbyterian Church of Columbus, 


Ohio; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of 


Tecumseh. Nebr.; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church 
of Shelter Island, N. Y.; of the Ladies’ Aid and Missionary Society 


of Mason, Tex., and of the congregation of the United Presbyte- | 


rian Church of Waitsburg, Wash., praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Sena- 
tor from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. TELLER presented petitions of the Monday Progress Club, 
of Colorado Springs; of the congregation of the First Baptist 
Church of Salada; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Trinidad; of the Christian Citizenship Union of Denver; of 
sundry citizens of Lupton, and of the Cliolian Club, of Montrose, 
all in the State of Colorado, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on | 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. LONG presented petitions of the congregation of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Caldwell, of sundry citizens of Newton, of 





sundry citizens of Derby, and of sundry citizens of Perry, all in 
the State of Kansas, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of sundry citizens of | 
North English, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to | 
regulate the interstate traffic in intoxicating liquors; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SCOTT presented petitions of sundry citizens and of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Ronceverte; of the con- 
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Ronce- 
verte, and of the Woman’s Home and Foreign Mission of Elm 
Grove, all in the State of West Virginia, praying for an investi- 
gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the Tacoma 
Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade, of Tacoma, Wash., 
praying for the adoption of an efficient plan for the creation of a 
suitable American merchant marine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Odessa, 'Tex., praying for an investigation of thecharges made and 
filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privilegesand Elections. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of James V. Pope, of 
Forest Grove, Oreg., praying that he be granted a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Local Union No. 250, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Belleville, Ill., and a peti- 
tion of the Trades and Labor Council of the American Federation 
of Labor of Batavia, Ill., praying for the passage of the so-called 
eight-hour bill; which were referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 250, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Belleville, [ll., and a petition of 
the Trades and Labor Council of the American Federation of 
Labor of Batavia, Ill., praying for the of the so-called 
Hoar anti-injunction bill; which were refe to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Toulon; of the Woodlawn Woman’s Club, of Chi- 
cago; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Knoxville, and of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church 
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of Divernon, all in the State of Illinois, praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. MARTIN presented a petition of Wright’s Chapel Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, of Golansville, Va., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to exclude illiterate immigrants from this 
country, and also to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
all Government buildings; which was referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Eman- 
uel Protestant Episcopal, the Centenary Methodist Episcopal, the 
Presbyterian, and the Methodist Episcopal churches. all of Cape 
Charles; of the Wright’s Chapel Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Golansville; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Cape Charles, and of the Carmel Baptist Sunday school, 
of Ruther Glen, all in the State of Virginia, praying for an inves- 
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. RrEp Smoot, 
a Senator from the State of Utai: which were referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. NELSON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Atwa- 
ter, of the congregation of the First Baptist Church of Minneap- 
olis, and of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Minneapolis, all in the State of Minnesota, praying for an in- 


| vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep 


Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented petitions of the congre- 
gations of the Baptist Church and the Second Baptist Church of 
Bridgeport; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 


| Torrington, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 


Bridgeport. all in the State of Connecticut, praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep 
Smoot, « Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of Lodge No. 555, Inter- 
national Association of Machinists, of .Washington, Pa., praying 
for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 555, International 
Association of Machinists, of Washington, Pa., praying for the 
passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of New Albany; of the Lillian Stevens 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Reading; of the con- 
gregation of the Trinity Presbyterian Church, of Philadelphia; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Little Britain; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Bowertown; of 
sundry citizens of Harrisburg; of the congregation of the 
Plaines Presbyterian Church, of Cranberry; of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Thompson; of the Albrecht 
Alliance, of Philadelphia; of the congregation of the Columbia 
Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church. of Philadelphia; of the 
Makefield Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Dolington; 
of sundry citizens of Easton; of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Dunbar; of the Philanthropic Committee of 
Philadelphia; of the Quarterly Meeting of Friends, of Philadel- 
phia; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Allen- 
town; of the congregation of Bethesda Church, of Edwardsville, 
of the congregation of the Welsh Church of Edwardsville; of 
the Methodist Episcopal Sunday School of Connellsville: of the 
congregation of the Baptist Church of Honesdale; of the Woman's 
Home Missionary Society of Carlisle; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Indiana; of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church of Altoona; of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Atglen; of the Chapel of the Prince of Peace, of 
Philadelphia; of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of Belle- 
vue; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Carvers- 
ville; of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of West Pittston, 
and of the School Board of Makefield, all in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; ° 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented a memorial of the legislature of 
Idaho, remonstrating against the establishment of the proposed 
Sawtooth Forest Reserve in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

(Certificate of certified copy.] 
STATE OF IDAHO, Office of the Secretary of State: 

I, Will H. Gibson, ee of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that 
the annexed isa full, true,and complete transcript of senate joint memorial 
No. 8, by Baker and Ballentine, which was filed in this office the 38d day of 
March, A. D. 1903, and admitted to record. 

in testimony whereof 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed the t 


seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 23d day of 
March, A. D. 1908. 


[S@AL,] Wit. H. Grsson, Secretary of State, 
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Baker and Ballentine. A memorial to the 
nterior, and Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, against the establishment of Sawtooth Forest Reserve, Idaho. 
To the honorable the President, Secretary of the Interior, and 
Commissioner of the General Land Office: 
Your memorialists, the governor and legislature of the State of Idaho, 


Senate joint memorial No. 38, i 
President, Secretary of the 


would respectfully represent that the establishment of the proposed Saw- 
tooth Forest Reserve — Blaine and Custer counties in Idaho, and the with- 
drawal from settlement of all entry and sale or other ition of the pub- 


lic lands within unsurveyed townships 6 to 10 north, both inclusive, ranges 
10 to 15 east, both inclusive, Boise base and meridian, Idaho, would not estab- 
lish the objects and purposes evidently intended by such withdrawal and 
would greatly retard the settlement and development of the resources of that 
section of Idaho; that of the lands proposed to be included in said Saw- 
tooth Forest Reserve of some 46,000 acres there are included, approximately, 
25,000 acres of agricultural land, 15,000 acres of grazing lands, and 6,000 acres 
of scattering timber, the latter being mainly of a character unfit for lumber 
and fitted only for mining timber and for uses in agriculture and farm im- 

rovements; that this land now withdrawn temporarily from settlement 
2 bens settled by farmers and stock growers and the mineral resources are 


rocess of development. 
ith a survey of these lands, settlement of the same would be rapid, and 
it is the opinion of your memorialists that an investigation will prove the 
facts stated in this memorial to be well founded and that a permanent with- 
drawal of said lands and the establishment of the forest reserve, as proposed, 
is not justified by the facts nor demanded by the pubic welfare. 

We, your memorialists, therefore ask that the order withdrawing tempo- 
rarily said lands from settlement, entry,or sale be rescinded, and that said 
pre pees Sawtooth Forest Reserve be not established. ‘ 

This sr memorial was adopted by the senate on the 28th day of 
February, 1 

JAMES M. STEVENS, 
President of the Senate. 

This senate joint memorial was adopted by the house of representatives on 
the 2d day of March, 1903. 

James F. Hunt, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


Received and filed March 3, 1903. 
Wi. H. Gipson, Secretary of State. 
Mr. HEYBURN presented a memorial of the legislature of 
Idaho, relative to the right to use the public ranges by owners of 
sheep and other live stock; which was referred to the Committee 
oS Lands, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
ollows: 


State of Idaho. 


(Certificate of certified copy.] 
STatr or IDAHO, Office of the Secretary of State: 

I, Will H. Gibson, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that 
the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house joint memorial 
No. 6, by Fitzpatrick, which was filed in this office the 7th day of March, A. D. 
1903, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
= = oe Dime. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 12th day of 

rch, A. D. 


[SEAL.] Wi. H. Grpson, Secretary of State, 


House joint memorial No. 6, by Fitzpatrick. Regulating the right to use the | 


public ranges between owners of sheep and other kinds of live stock. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of R: sentatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 

Your memoralists, the governor and the legislature of the State of Idaho, 
respectfully represent that the occupation of the public ranges for grazing 
urposes by the owners of different kinds of live stock has, by reason of its 
ing impossible to retain cattle and horses on the same range whereon sheep 
are pastured and . led in many sections of the State to numerous diffi- 
culties and serious conflicts and disputes, and believing that the best interests 
of all the people of the State and the protection of the ranges from over- 
wont as well requires the enactment of laws regulating the right to graze 
upon such ra we respectfully urge that your honorable bodies by proper 


nges, 
legislation determine the question as to whether the owners of sheep or other | 


kinds of live stock shall be permitted to range their stock upon the several 
townships or other subdivisions of the public ranges by giving the right so to 
do according to the priority of the use of the public ranges in such townshi 
or other subdivisions between the owners of sheepand other kinds of live stock. 
The secretary of state is hereby requested to forward a copy of this me- 
morial to each of our Senators and our Representative in Congress. _ 
This house joint memorial No. 6 passed the house of representatives on 


the 27th day of February, 1903. 
JAMES F. Hunt, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


wk” house joint memorial No. 6 passed the Senate on the 4th day of March, 
F James M. STEVENS, 
President of the Senate. 


Ihereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 6 originated in 
the house of representatives of the legislature of the State of Idaho during 


the seventh session. 
Rost. M. McCRACKEN, 


Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


State of Idaho. Received and filed March 7, 1903. 
WI H. Gipson, Secretary of State. 


Mr. HEYBURN presented a memorial of the legislature of 
Idaho, relative to an appropriation for the survey and location of 
the boundary line between the States of Idaho and Wyoming; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed in the Recor», as follows: 

(Certificate of certified copy.] 
Sratz or IDAHO, Office of the Secretary of State: 
I, Will H. Gibson, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that 





| lation and control of 


| enterprises under a single management. 


House joint memorial No. 8, by Killpack. Memorial to the honorable Senate 
anc House of Representatives in Congress assembled. 


Your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully rep- 
resent that the boundary line between the States of Idaho and Wyoming is 
not correctly defined, and that the present boundaries of the Teton Forest 
Reserve are improperly extended into the State of Idaho a distance some- 
thing more than 2 miles beyond the true iine of such reserve, thereby inju- 
riously affecting the interests of numerous settlers residing upon aaa adja- 
cent to the Territory now included, improperly, in such forest reserve. 

We therefore respectfully pray that an appropriation be granted of an 
amount sufficient to survey and locate such boundary line; and your memo- 
rialists will ever pray. 

This house Free memorial No. 8 passed the house of representatives on 
th 28th day of February, 1903. 

JAMES F. Hunt, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
. This house joint memorial No. 8 passed the Senate on the 4th day of March, 
903. 
JAMES M. STEVENS, 
President of the Senate, 

I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 8 originated in 
the house of representatives of the legislature of the State of Idaho during 
the seventh session. 

Rost. M. McCRACKEN, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
Received and filed March 7, 1903. 
Wiuu H. Gisson, Se retary of State 


Mr. HEYBURN presented a memorial of the legislature of 
Idaho, relative to the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion providing for the election of United States Senators by a di- 
rect vote of the people: which was referred to the Committee on 
— Judiciary, and ordered to be prihted in the Recorp, as fol- 

ows: 


State of Idahc. 


(Certificate of certified copy.] 
STATE oF IDAHO, Office of the Secretary of State: 
I, Will H. Gibson, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that 


| the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house joint memorial 


No. 4, by Francis Jenkins, and house joint memorial No. 5, by Fitzpatrick, 
which was filed in this office the 5th day of March, A. D. 1903, and admitted 
to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 6th day of 
March, A. D. 1908. 


[SEAL.] Wi H. Grsson, Secretary of State. 


House joint memorial No. 4, by Francis Jenkins. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


Your memorialists, the governor and legislature of the State of Idaho, 
would respectfully represent: 

That, in our judgment, the interests of the people of the United States de- 
mand that Congress shall enact legislation providing for more effective regu- 

reat combinations of capital commonly called “ trusts.” 
When these combine tions eliminate free competition and thus deprive the 
people of protection against extortion, the power thus exercised becomes a 
menace to the public. 

If there be no means of protection for the people against much oppressive 
exercise of power, except through governmental action, the people, through 
their Government, are justified in invoking the law wherever and whenever 
such protection is being withheld from them by concentration of business 

We hold it to be incumbent upon 
Congress, in the absence of other effective methods for regulating such com- 
binations, to enact legislation under which the Government may control or, 
if necessary, suppress any combination or trust which, through arbitrary 
exercise of power and destruction of competition, becomes oppressive to the 


»ple. 
Pe We. your memorialists, therefore respectfully urge that Congress adopt 
the recommendations of President Roosevelt on * trusts’ and enact effective 
legislation on this most important subject. 

This house joint memorial passed the house of representatives on the 25th 
day of February, 1903. 

JAMES F. Hunt, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
This house joint memorial passed the Senate on the 3d day of March, 1903. 
JAMES M. STEVENS, 
President of the Senate. 


I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 4 originated in 


| the house of representatives of the legislature of the State of Idaho during 


| the C 


the seventh session. 
Rost. M. McCRACKEN, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
State of Idaho. Received and filed March 5, 1908. 
2 WILL H. Grsson, Secretary of State, 


House joint memorial No. 5, by Fitzpatrick. Concerning the election of 
United States Senators. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 

We, your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully 
represent that the people of this State are very strongly in favor of the elec- 
tion of United States Senators by a direct vote of the people, and we there- 
fore petition your honorable bodies to submit to the States an amendment to 

‘onstitution of the United States providing for their election in this 


| manner. 


the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house joint memorial | 


No. 8, by Kill , Which was filed this office the 7th day of March, A. D. 
1903, and admitted to record. 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 12th day of 


March, A. D. 1908. ’ 
[SEAL.] Wi. H. Grason, Secretary of State. 


This house joint memorial passed the house of representatives on the 
25th day of February, 1903. 
JAMES F. Hunt, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
This house joint memorial passed the senate on the 3d day of March, 1908. 
JAMES M. STEVENS, 
: President of the Senate. 
Thereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 5 originated in 
the house of representatives of the State of Idaho during the seventh session. 
Rost. M. McCRAcCKEN, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
State of Idaho, received and filed March 5, 1903. 
WIL H. Gisson, Secretary of State. 
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Mr. HEYBURN presented a memorial of the legislature of 
Idaho, relative to a more effective regulation and control of 
capital; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

[Certificate of certified copy.] 
STATE oF IDAHO, Office of the Secretary of State: 

i, Will H. Gibson, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that 
the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house joint memorial 
No. 4, a ‘rancis Jenkins; which was filed in this office the 5th day of March, 
A. D. 1908, and admitted to record. . 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the t 


seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capi of Idaho, this 23d day of 
March, A. D. 19038. 


(SEAL. ] Wi. H. Grsson, Secretary of State. 
House joint memorial No. 4, by Francis Jenkins. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


Your memorialists, the governor and legislature of the State of Idaho, 
wouid respectfully represent: 

That, in our ju ent, the interests of the people of the United States de- 
mand that Congress shall enact legislation providing for more effective regu- 
lation and control of great combinations of capital commonly “trusts.” 
When these combinations eliminate free competition, and thus deprive the 
people of protection against extortion, the power thus exercised becomes a 
menace to the public. 

if there be no means of protection for the people against much pach} op- 
pressive exercise of power, except through governmental action, the people. 
through their Government, are justified in invo: the law wherever an 
whenever such protection is being withheld from them by concentration of 
business enterprises under a single management. We hold it to be incum- 
bent upon Con in the absence of other effective methods for regulating 
such combinations, to enact legislation under which the Government ma 
control, or, if necessary, suppress, any combination or trust which, throug 
arbitrary exercise of power and the destruction of competition, becomes op- 
pressive to the people. 

We, your memorialists, therefore respectfully urge that Congress adopt 
the recommendations of President Roosevelt.on “trusts” and enact effective 
legislation on this most important subject. 

This house joint memorial passed the house of representatives on the 25th 
day of February, 1903. 

JAmzEs F. Hunt, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
This house joint memorial passed the senate on the 3d day of March, 1903. 
JAMES M. STEVENS, 
President of the Senate. 

I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 4 ori ted in 

the house of representatives of tho legislature of the State of Idaho during 


the seventh session. 
Rost. M. McCRACKEN, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

State of Idaho, received and filed March 5, 1903. 

Wii. H. Grason, Secretary of State. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented a memorial of the legislature of 
Idaho, relative to an 2 of $50,000 for the creation of 
a system of artesian wells upon the arid lands of Blaine County, 
in that State; which was referred to the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands, and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 

[Certificate of certified copy.] 
STATE or IDAHO, Office of the Secretary of State: 

I, Will H. Gibson, secretary of the state of Idaho, do hereby certify that 
the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house joint memo- 
rial No.7, by Finney, which was filed in this office the 7th day of March, 
A. D. 1908, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the P gee 
weal of te Ce Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 12th day of 


. 


[SEAL.] WIL H. Greson, Secretary of State. 


House joint memorial No. 7, by Finney. 
To the Congress of the United States: 

Your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Idaho, in regular session, 
do petition that the Con of the United States will appropriate $50,000, 
or as much thereof as will be necessary, to put in a system of artesian wells 
upon thearid lands of Blaine County, Idaho, and respectfully call your atten- 
tion to a petition signed by the citizens of Camas Prairie, Blaine County, 
and presented to the last Congress of the United States by Senator DUBOIS. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

The secretary of the State of Idaho is hereby requested to forward this 
memorial to the Congress of the United States. ; 

This house joint memorial passed the house of representatives on the 28th 
day of February, 19038. 

JAMES F. Hunt, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
= house joint memorial passed the senate on the 5th day of March, 
1903. 
JAMES M. STEVENS, 
President of the Senate. 

I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial, No. 7, griginated 

in the house of representatives of the legislature of the State of dur- 


ing the seventh session. 
Rosr. M. McCRAcKEN, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
State of Idaho, received and filed March 7, 1903. 
Wit H. Gisson, Secretary of State. 
Mr. HEYBURN presented a memorial of the legislature of 
Idaho, relative to an appropriation for the improvement of the 
Pend Oreille River between Albany Falls and the mouth of 
Priest River, in that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as fol- 
aa [Certificate of certified copy.] . 
STATE or IDAHO, Office of the Secretary of State: 
I. Will H. Gibson, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that 
the annexed is a full, true, and transcript of house cn memorial 
0.8, by Ashley, which was filed in office the day of February, A.D. 
ys, and admitted to record. 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 28d day of 
February, A. D. 19038. 

(SEAL. ] WILL H. Gipson, Secretary of State. 


House joint memorial No. 8, in the house of re mtatives, by Ashley. 
Joint memorial to the Congress of the United States. 


Your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Idaho, in regular session, 
do petition that the Congress of the United States will make such an appre, 
— as will render suitable for navigation that portion of the Pend 
— River lying between Albany Falls and the mouth of the Priest 

ver. 
And your memorialists will ever pray. 

The secretary of the State of Idaho is hereby requested to forward this 
memorial to the Congress of the United States. 

This house joint memorial passed the house of representatives on the 14th 
day of February, 1903 
James F. Hunt, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


cane house joint memorial passed the senate on the 20th day of February, 


JAMES M. STEVENS, 
President of the Senate, 


I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial, No. 8, originated 
in the house of representatives of the legislature of the State of Idaho dur- 


ing the seventh session. 
Rost. M. McCRACKEN, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


State of Idaho, received and filed February 23, 1908. 

Wii. H. Grsson, Secretary of State. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Latah County, Idaho, remonstrating against the proposed repeal 
of the timber and stone act; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented a petition of the Sykeston Prohibi- 
tion Alliance, No. 18, and the Christian Endeavor Society of South 
Eastern, N. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Second Presbyterian Church of Baltimore; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Easton; of the Monthly Meeting of 
Friends of Ashton; of the Monthly Meeting of Friends of Easton; 
of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Easton; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Baltimore; of 
sundry citizens of Corbett, Hereford, Govanstown, and Cumber- 
land, all in the State of Maryland, praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of ae City; of the congregation of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Maitland; of sundry citizens of Mait- 
land and New Point; of the congregation of the United Brethren 
Church of Maitland; of the co ion of the Presbyterian 
Church of Maitland, and of sundry citizens of New Hampton, all 
in the State of Missouri, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

r. HALE presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 
No. 470, American Federation of Labor, of Portland, Me., remon- 
strating against the ratification of the Cuban reciprocity treaty; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign tions. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Winterport; of the congregation of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of North Anson; of the congregation of 
the Baptist Church of Anson, and of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Harrison, all in the State of Maine, praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of John W. McLane 
Post, No. 21, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of North 
Dakota, of Hunter, N. ., praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizensof Esmond,N.Dak., 
praying or the ae of the so-called parcels-post bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post- es and Post-Roads. 

He also “ga a petition of the Woman’s Missionary Society 
of Tyner, N. Dak., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoor, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the Central Federated Un- 
ion of New York City, remonstrating against the ratification of 
the Cuban cee treaty; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

He also ram a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
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He also presented a memorial of the City Front Federation, of 
San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against allowing the militia of 
the State of Colorado to be used against the strikers in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affaire, 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Rochester, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to se- 
cure deep waterways through that State, and also for the adoption 
of the 21-foot navigation system of the Great Lakes as already 
surveyed; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1916) to correct the military record of James Watson 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1917) removing the charge of desertion from the name 
of Thomas J. Nelson; and 

A bill (S. 1918) removing the charge of desertion from the name 
of Calvin Weaver. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (8S. 1919) granting an increase of pension to Nathan Big- 
ham (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1920) granting an increase of pension to W. T. Swift; 

A bill (S. 1921) granting an increase of pension to Christopher 
C. Richards; 

a bill (S. 1922) granting an increase of pension to Levina D. 
on; 

A bill (S. 1923) granting a pension to Laura Washburn; 

A bill (S. 1924) granting a pension to Isador Alringer; 

A bill (S. 1925) granting an increase of pension to Frederick C. 


Waterman; 
A bill (S. 1926) granting an increase of pension to Peter Fisher; 
A bill (S. 1927) granting a pension to Moses Kettering; 


A bill (S. 1928) granting an increase of pension to Annie B. 
Hanson; 


A bill (S. 1929) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Spahr (with accompanying papers); 


A bill (S. 1930) granting an increase of pension to James Hop- | 


kins (with accompanying papers); 
A bill (8. 1931) granting an increase of pension to Leonidas 
McMillan (with accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 1932) granting a pension to Charles Apel (with anac- | 


companying paper); and 


A bill (S. 1933) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Raupt | 


(with accompanying papers). 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 1934) for the relief of 
Henry Harris; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (8. 1935) providing for the hold- 
ing of an additional court in the northern district of West Vir- 
ginia at Martinsburg, W. Va.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 


read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 
A bill (S. 1986) granting an increase of pension to James L. | 


Stover; 
A bill (S. 1987) granting a pension to Samuel Richards; 
A bill (S. 1938) granting an increase of pension to Aldridge 


tterson: 
A bill (S. 1939) granting an increase of 


— to Curtis B. 
McIntosh (with accompanying papers); an 


A bill (8. 1940) granting an increase of pension to Frank W. | 


paper). | 
a bill (S. 1941) for the relief of | 
W. R. Austin & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and re- | 


Fretwell (with an accompanying 
Mr. BLACKBURN introduced 


ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 1942) for the relief of C. M. 
Simmons; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 1948) for the relief of Mrs. | 


Gabriella Chancellor; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee.on Claims. 


Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- | 


erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
ons: 
A bill (8. 1944) granting an increase of pension to John 8. 
ger; 
A bill (S. 1945) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
ano: 
A bill (8. 1944) granting an increase of pension to Edward J. 


er; an 
A bill (8. 1947) granting an increase of pension to Patrick Judge 
(with an accompanying paper), 


Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1948) to pay Erastus S. Jos- 
lyn amount found due him by Court of Claims; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (8. 1949) removing the charge 
of desertion from the record of Abraham Judd: which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1950) removing the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of James A. Bell; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (8. 1951) granting an increase of pension to James 
Gannon; 

A bill (S. 1952) granting an increase of pension to John 
Monahan; 

A bill (S. 1953) granting a pension to Susan Fenno; 

A bill (S. 1954) granting an increase of pension to Benton D. 
Bitner; 

A bill (S. 1955) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 8. 
Alexander; 

A bill (S. 1956) granting an increase of pension to Seth L. 
Craig; and 

A bill (8. 1957) granting an increase of pension to Owen D. 
Lovejoy. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1958) for the opening 
of a street in Mount Pleasant, D. C.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 1959) granting a pension 
to Mary Remington; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 1960) author- 


| izing and directing the Secretary of War to construct a bridge 
| across the Spokane River, and forother purposes; which was read 


| twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
| read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
| lic Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 1961) to increase the limit of cost for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building at Tacoma, Wash.; 

A bill (S. 1962) to increase the limit of cost for the purchase of 
| a site and theerection of a public building at Seattle, Wash.; and 

A bill (S. 1963) to increase the limit of cost for the purchase of 
' @ site and the erection of a public building at Spokane, Wash. 
Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 1964) pro- 
| viding for the continuance of the investigation relative to the 
strength and durability of American timbers, and making an ap- 
propriation therefor; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 1965) for the establishment 
of lights at the mouths of Warroad and Rainy rivers, Lake of the 
Woods, Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 
| He also introduced a bill (S. 1966) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George H. Potts; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce: 
en bill (S. 1967) for the improvement of the harbor at Milford, 

mn. ; 

A bill (S. 1968) for the maintenance and improvement of the 
Connecticut River below Hartford; 

A bill (S. 1969) for the improvement of the Housatonic River; 

A bill (S. 1970) for the improvement of the New Haven (Conn.) 
Harbor breakwater; and 

A bill (S. 1971) for the improvement of harbor of refuge at 
| Duck Island Harbor, Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bili (S. 1972) for the 
relief of the heirs of Eneas Munson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1978) for the relief of the estate of 
Eliza A. White; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE (for Mr. Quay) introduced a bill (S. 1974) 
| amending the act of Congress approved January 26, 1895, entitled 

**An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to correct errors 
where double allotments of land have erroneously been made to 
an Indian, to correct errors in patents, and for other purposes; ”’ 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 1975) for the relief of 
James E. Byram; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1976) for the relief of the estate of 
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Henry C. Nields, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 1977) for the relief of E. A. Cham- | Lyles; and 


berlin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 


panying paper, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and | 


ost-Roads. 4 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

: in = (S. 1978) granting an increase of pension to Washington 
. OOK; 

A bill (8S. 1979) granting a pension to Theophlius Snyder; 

A bill (S. 1980) granting a pension to William W. Hershberger; 

A bill (S. 1981) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth V. 
Reynolds (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1982) granting a pension to James 8S. Alexander (with 
an accompanying paper). 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 1983) for the relief of 
George Pettengill, lieutenant, United States Navy; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1984) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Levi Roberts; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1985) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jonathan Hites; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 1986) granting pensions 
to certain enlisted men, soldiers, and officers who served in the 
war of the rebellion; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 1987) granting an increase 
of pension to Lewis H. Rankin; which was read twice by its title, 
aes with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 1988) for the relief of 
Peter F. Kendall; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on pensions: 

A bill (S. 1989) granting an increase of pension to John McCabe; 

A bill (S. 1990) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
Howland: 

A bill (S. 1991) granting an increase of pension to Melvin A. 
Tenney; 

A bill (S. 1992) granting an increase of pension to Charles Car- 


isle; . 

A bill (S. 1993) granting an increase of pension to Antionette 
I, Sawyer: 

A bill (S. 1994) granting an increase of pension to Isabella 
Chivington; and 

A bill (S. 1995) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo W. 
Smith. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1996) granting an increase of pension to William R. 
Williams; 

A bill (S. 1997) granting an increase of pension to Francis Irvin 
Edgerton; and 

A bill (S. 1998) granting an increase of pension to George G. 
Hughes. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 1999) for the relief of the 
estate of Susanna Fleming; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2000) for the relief of JamesR. D. 
Morrison: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 

A bill (S. 2001) granting a pension to John Murphy; 

A bill (S. 2002) granting an increase of pension to Wilfred C. 
McCardell; 

A bill (S. 2003) granting a pension to John Martin; 

A bill (S. 2004) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Dittman; } 

A bill (S. 2005) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Boulden (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2006) granting a pension to Mary Trimble Gunn; 

A bill (S. 2007) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Bowman; 

A bill (8. 2008) granting an increase of pension to John Ott; 

A bill (S. 2009) granting a pension to Richard Dunn; 

A bill (S. 2010) granting a pension to Lewis Davenport; 


A bill (S. 2011) granting a pension to Maggie E. Bamford; 
A bill (8. 2012) granting an increase of pension to Jeanie G, 


A bill (S. 2018) granting a pension to Edgar A. Norris. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 2014) granting increase of pensions to soldiers and 
widows of the Indian wars under the acts of July 27, 1892, and 
actapproved July 27, 1902; 

A An (S. 2015) granting an increase of pension to James V. 
Pope: and 

A bill (8. 2016) granting an increase of pension to Clark Mitchell 
(with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2017) to amend section 
2425, Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2018) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Baker City, in the State of Oregon; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2019) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to place on the retired list Joseph B. McCoy, a retired pri- 
vate soldier, United States Army, with foreign service, full pay 
and allowances as such; which was read twice by its title, and, 
‘with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2020) for the relief of Custis Parke 
Upshur; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also intrcduced a bill (8. 2021) for the relief of John Wesley 
Hoyt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2022) to afford protection 
to exhibitors of foreign literary, artistic, or musical works at the 
Louisiana Purchase Exposition; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2023) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Elijah Shatto, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2024) for the relief of Cass County, 
Mo.; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion and affidavit of George A. Dunn, county clerk of Cass 
County, Mo. I move that the bill and accompanying paper be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2025) for the relief of 
the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Harri- 
sonville, Mo.; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the petition 
of R. T. Raily and the other trustees of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South, of Harrisonville, Mo., accompanied by the affidavit 
of A. H. Deane. I move that the bill and accompanying paper be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2026) for the relief of the 
— of M. W. Garrison, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the affida- 
vit of Ethelbert Barrett, public administrator, and the affidavits 
of William F. Pulliam, E. L. Tuggle, and Jackson C. Jones. I 
move that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2027) for the relief of the 
heirs of Robert A. Brown, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the affi- 
davit of William G. Brown and the other heirs of the estate of 
Robert A. Brown, deceased, and the affidavits of William F. 
Pulliam and E. L. Tuggle. I move that the bill and accompany- 
ing papers be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2028) for the relief of 
the — of Tillard Ragan, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To nosing the bill I present the affi- 
davit of Mrs. Lee Cropper and the other heirs of Tillard Ragan, 
Cocgenet. scornepaaaeN py a S, William F. Pulliam _ 
A. H. Deane. I move that the bill and accompanyi 
referred to the Committee on Claims. oe 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2029) granting an increase 
of pension to Peter P. Dobozy; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompan bill, I present the peti- 


e 
tion and affidavit of Peter P. Dobos, late lieutenant-colonel 
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Fourth United States Artillery, accompanied by the affidavits of 
Dr. Robert S. Spears, Dr. H. C. Shuttee, Dr. W. T. Edwards, and 
David W. Reese and George H. Carter, and also a —— of the 


military record of the claimant. I move that the bill and accom- 
panying papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2030) granting an increase 
of pension to Elias L. Fidler; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill, I present the peti- 
tion of Elias L. Fidler for an increase of pension, together with a 
copy of his military record and the affidavits of Jesse Trapp, 
R. W. Steckman, and L. W. Brannon, and the certificate of Dr. 
Charles R. Buren. I move that the bill and accompanying papers 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2031) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry W. Gay; which was read twice by its title, 
oe with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 20382) granting a pension to Sarah 
E. Presson Flagg; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. PENROSE submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, in view of 
the charges of corruption, extravagance, and violations of law in the admin- 
istration of the affairs of the Post-Office Department, is hereby authorized 
and instructed to request the Postmaster-General to send to the committee 
all papers connected with the recent investigation of his Department and if 
necessary to make further inquiry into the administration of the said De- 

a to make report thereon to Congress upon completion of said 

nvestigation. 

Said committee shall have power to send for persons, books, and papers, 
examine witnesses under oath, employ a ae. and sit 4 subcom- 
mittee or otherwise during the sessions of the Senate or during the periods 
of its adjournment at such times and placesas the committee may deter- 
mine, and the actual and nec expenses of said investigation shall be 

id out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved by 

e chairman of the committee. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK OF COMMITTEE, 


Mr. PENROSE submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be authorized 
to employ an additional clerk at a compensation of $1,800 per annum, to 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise provided by 

w. 

REIMBURSEMENT TO SENATOR MORGAN. 


Mr. BLACKBURN submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the sum of $100 be paid to John T. Morgan, from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate, to reimburse him for that sum paid by him for 


the translation from the Spanish language of various documents for the use 
of the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 


AMERICAN SHIPPING IN FOREIGN TRADE, 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Com- 
merce 500 copies of Senate Document No. 10, Fifty-eighth Congress, first ses- 
sion. 

EMPLOYMENT OF ASSISTANT CLERK. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution: which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine 
be, and is hereby, authorized to employ an assistant clerk, who ll be an 
expert typewriter, at an annual salary at the rate of $1,440, to be = from 
the contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise provided for by , 


ISTHMIAN CANAL. 
Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 


Whereas the expenditures of the Isthmian Canal Commission up to the 
date of their final report to the President are stated as follows, in a letter 
from the Secretary of State dated the 9th of January, 1908: 

[Senate Document No. 88, Fifty-seventh Congress, second session. ] 
EXPENDITURES OF THE ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION, 

Letter from the Secretary of State to Hon. Jonn T. MORGAN, transmittinga 
statement of the expenditures of the Isthmian Canal Commission. Janu- 
uary 15, 1908. Referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, January 9, 1903. 

Sir: Referring to my letter to you of the 17th ultimo, inclosing a state- 
ment of expenses of the Isthmian Canal Commission in compliance with your 
telegram of the 16th December, I now have the honor to inclose herewith the 
other statement called for by Fl rsonal letter to me of the 15th Decem- 
ber; also a copy of the letter of the 5th instant, transmitting the same, from 
the Treasury, which has just been receiv by me. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


Hon. Jonn T. MORGAN, 
United States Senate, 


Joun Hay. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, January 5, 1908. 

Str: Referring to my communication addressed to you on December 17, 
1902, transmit a communication addressed to this office by the Auditor 
for the State and other Departments, together with a statement of the ex- 
penditures made as shown in the accounts of the Isthmian Canal Commission 
now on file in this Department, I inclose herewith two statements which have 
been prepared by the Auditor for the State and other Departments showing 
the Cengenaniten and amount allowed for compensation and traveling ex- 
penses of each commissioner and each engineer of the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission, Ly ge with others employed by said Commission, not laborers, 
from June 10, 1899, to February 28, 1902. 

The statements inclosed herewith I am convinced contain all the informa- 
tion uested in the letter of Senator MORGAN addressed to you on Decem- 
ber 15, 1902, the preparation of which were made special by me, and I trust 
contain all the information that may be desired by you. 


Respectfull 
cs ™ L. M. SHaw, Secretary. 
The SECRETARY OF STATE. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, December 17, 1902. 

Srr: I have the honor to inclose herewith the statement of expenditures 
of the Isthmian Canal Commission, called for by your telegram to me of the 
16th instant, received at 12.30 yesterday, together with a copy of the letter of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the same. 

Your request for the information desi received the immediate atten- 
tion of this De ment, also that of the Auditor for the State and other De- 
partments at the Treasury. 

You will please observe that the Secretary of the Treasury says that the 
other statement called for by ross letter is being prepared, but it will be 
several days before it is completed. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
JOHN Hay. 

Hon. Joun T. MORGAN, 

United States Senate. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, December 17, 1902. 

Srr: I have to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of the 16th 
instant, transmitting a copy of a communication from Senator MORGAN, 
dated December 15, 1902, also a copy of a telegram from him, dated Decem- 
ber 16, 1902, requesting a statement of the amount of compensation and trav- 
elinz expenses allowed to each member and engineer of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission and their expenses while traveling on work of the Commission. 

In reply thereto I have to inclose herewith a communication addressed to 
this office by the Auditor for the State and other Departments, together 
with a statement of the expenditures made, as shown in the accounts of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission now on file in this Department. 

An itemized statement of the compensation allowed each miner of the 
Commission and the amount expended for travel of each member and engi- 
neer of the Commission is now being ee, but it will be several days 
before it will be possible to complete the same. When completed the same 
will be sent to you. 

Respectfully, 
L. M. SHAW, Secretary. 

The SECRETARY OF STATE. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR THE STATE 
AND OTHER DEPARTMENTS, 
Washington, December 16, 1902. 

Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your reference of to- 
day of a communication addressed to you by the Hon. John Hay, Secretary 
of State, inclosing a letter from the Hon. JoHN T. MORGAN, of the United 
States Senate, dated December 15, 1902. The Secretary of State requests you 
to cause this office to prepare a statement, with as little delay as possible, of 
the expenditures of the Isth :.ian Canal Commission under the act of March 
3, 1899. The Secretary of State further states: 

“Since the receipt of the Senator’s letter this morning the following tele- 
gram has just been received from him: 

= “UNITED STATES SENATE, December 16, 1902. 

“IT will be content for the present to get a statement of the monthly allow- 
ance of Isthmian Canal Commission per capita. I have not been able to get 
any authentic statement on this subject. 

“JoHN T. MORGAN. 

“Hon. JoHN Hay, 

* Secretary of State.” 

The Secretary of State concludes his letter as follows: 

“As the latter ape is urgent, it is presumed that the latter statement 
will be prepared without delay.” 

In reply to your reference I have the honor to make the following report: 


From an examination of the accounts of the Isthmian Canal Commission, 
as settled by this office, it appears that each member of the Commission was 
allowed a compensation of $1,000 per month, inclusive of the regular pay and 
allowances tosuch members of the Commission as were in the service of the 
United States Army, and their actual and necessary traveling expenses 
while engaged in travel on work of the Commission. The authority for this 


allowance is based on an extract included in a letter of the Secretary of 
State dated June 21, 1899, addressed to the Isthmian Canal Commission: 


“By direction of the President the compensation of the members of the 
Commission is fixed at $1,000 per month and the usual traveling expenses as 
now authorized by law. If, however, their work shall be completed in less 


than ten months, they shall receive $10,000 each as compensation for the pe- 
riod of their employment.” 

The law providing for the compensation of the members of the Commis- 
sion as fixed by the President was construed by the Comptroller of the 
Treasury ina decision dated August 3, 189, addressed to Lieut. Commander 
S. A. Staunton, the disbursing agent of the Isthmian Canal Commission. 
The Comptroller of the Treasury concludes his decision as follows: 

“As I did not wish to make any construction which would fail to carry out 
the President’s wishes in the matter, I wrote to the Secretary of State for 
such information as would enable me to answer this question. His reply 
leaves no doubt that it was the intention of the President to allow to them 
the difference between their regular pay and allowances and $1,000 per month, 
thus putting all the members of the Commission on an equal footing as to 
compensation. You are therefore authorized to pay to Colonels Hains and 
Ernst the difference between their regular pay and allowances and $1,000 a 
month. (See 10 Compts. M.S.,340.)” 

The above, it is thought, answers the telegram of Senator MorGAn, except 
as to the amount expended by each officer and engineer for travel. Toob- 
tain this information will require a careful examination and tabulation of 
the amounts contained in the abstracts, pay rolls, and vouchers filed with 
the accounts of the Commission. A statement inciuding this information is 
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now being prepared, but it will be several days before it will be possible to 
complete the same. A partial report, however, | is inclosed herewith. 


ully, 


Eaxer G. Timms, Auditor. 
The SHCRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Statement of the expenditures of the “Jothmian Canal Commission wnder acts 
approved March 8, 1899, and March 8, 1901. 
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No. Se ae a 
pensation traveling expenses members isthmian Com- 
mission from June 10, 1899, to February #8, 1902. : 








i 
700.00 215.53 015. 

653.33 | *1os0.00 | “aa omecen 

26,387.07 | 1,062.27 | 28,340.34 

16,881.16 | 1,055.40 | 17,996.56 

26,358.74 479.05 | 26,832.79 

26, 320. 40 802.37 | 27,122.77 

26,387.06 | 2,143.82 | 28,530.88 

24,420.40 | 2,015.46 | 26,435.86 

36,179.64 | 1,636.11 815. 75 

aThe emount allowed herein is in addition tothe amount.allowed them for 

pay and allowances under the law as officers of the United States Army. 


a 


No. 2.—Statement showing the compensation and the amount allowed for com 
pensation and travelin, ug expenses of the engineers and others, not taborera, 
employed by the Isthivian Canal Commission, from June 10, 1899, to February 
28, 1902. 





































Travel- 
: Salary | ingex- 
Name. Position aiewet. ae 
lowed, 
Adrience, Thomas F.___| Assistant engineer_.....- $462. 90 tole 
Adams, Sidney F .......) Rodman ..........---... 800.00 | $85.00 
Adama,J. Lee, jr ....... Tneuieten ee B04. 64 75.40 
Po SE is Fe ae 1,201.55 | 87.38 
Alexander, Bmil._.....- Drill runner. ........... 505. 48 3. 64 
Alford, William V.....- Boring parties. _.......... 1,587.04) 253. 61 
Do..........---------| Levelman, chief of party - 183.23 | 168.52 
Anderson, Gus__...._... NT iain on agatnanonid $6.62 |. ___.. 
Anderson, J. W _........ Assistant engineer _____._ 1,285.25 | 63.69 
Anderson, Robert H....| Rodman -................. 1,819.85 }........ 
Aguiro,A.A _......_.....| Drafteman ............. ae 
Appleby, J.F ........--.- Hydrographer ..........-. 863.95 | 222.% 
| Archambauld, T.J.H --| Drill runner _------ >"> 2,302.42 | 21.45 
Atiee,John _............] Assistant engineer -_..... 670. 86 |. = 
Austin, A George ___...| Rodman.....__.._____.__- 751.46 85. 28 
Ahbrling, Alfred ........ Assistant engineer... 248.38 |__.__. vas 
Byrnes, Edward T.-..... OS Selena ee eee 1,076.82 |........ 
Becker, Chas ........-. Pierce foreman _......... 692. 86 4.00 
Bock, Oscar F'........... Boring parties _......___. 483.81 |... _._. 
Branagan,J.J .........- Assistant commissary, 1,434.07 | 105.27 
oring 
Bartolet, H. E.--. Assistant engineer. _....- 75.00 861.20 28. 48 
Besse, Walter M _. .-..do 75.00 | 1,487.90 96. 97 
| Boone, David L . _.| Rodman - 75.00 091.94 85.00 
| Beatty, P.A............4....- do. 80.00 | 1,597.33 ee 
Bingham ,Clande D--...-/_---- do 30.00 965.80 |... 
Butler, Michnel.....___- 150.00} 885.00 |" 
Bell, Lake L ...........-. Boring 75.00 243.81 94.88 
Begien, R.M _........... Assistant ess eshte 100.00 | 2,438.71 | 179. 45 
Bancroft, N.A ........-- Os nkns cones nou 60.00 68.97 |...... ob 
Baker, Sheldon K....... DrereagGOn . 20 cane cnee, 100. 00 ST Tchasn oe 
Browa,8................ Ser Na ee) 50.00 I Bie 
Bermstein, Moriz....... Assistant engineer -...... 125.00 | 3,356.82 | 94.00 
INTE aha, annette a... RE 607.10 $3.98 
Brocka, J.D............- Diamond setter ......_.._ 150.00 | 1,783.75 |........ 
Daren, ©.3.... ........ Peescoweee 100. 00 | 1,048.39 |... 
Boitz, "Thomas F-_._.... Hydrographer .........__ 85.00 | 1,420.90 435 
Boddy,James .........- Diamond setter .......... 150. 00 206. |. _...... 
Barker, J. M ............} Detll summer... 125.00 | 1,024.19 48. 51 
Bernstein, Ta RES ee aaa 75.00 959.19 | 178.24 
Bannister,W.C __..._.- Drill runner _......._._.- 50.00 436.66 |_.._.... 
Butler, Charles 8 _._..__ Commi dntnottivniinade faa 350.60 75.00 
I Bs BOO ck cinccal MU on cacigvecececnced 75.00 | 1,209.68}... 
Che vplin, Percy P.......| Assistant mechanic...___ 50.00 150.00 }_....... 
Gal Ge <2. cs Se 75.00 | 1,200.08 |__._._. 
Glaurel,C..........--.-. Assistant hydrographer 100. 60 420.00 80.00 
Campbell, J.R........../ Diamond setter __........ 150.00 | 1,284.33 6.72 
Collins, Horace Pa 125.00 § ) er a 
Cook, Mortimer M_____. Pierce man_...........__- 60.00 IG Racists 
ok Sa 75.00 | 1,090.16; 178.10 
Carlson, Albert V _..._. Drill runner .............] 125.00} 1,040.61 | 135.65 
Gonger,A.A.......... __| Instrument man _.__..___ 150.00 | 1,050.00 |__..___- 
SPEED. cusveccemens Assistant engineer._..._. 100. 00 | 1,848.71 | 117.15 
Colin, Paul....... Pierce man............... 60.00 668.71 88. 45 
k, _} Se 125.00 108. 87 8.00 
Coroalies, M.A 100. 00 226.81 j.:...... 
Oook.James § _ 75.00 804.64 75.60 
Castello,J.C_.. 40.00 eee 42.055... 
Coates, A.I. P.. 75.00 524. 22 78.40 
Du Bois, L. E....- 75.00 829. 66 87.18 
Dose, H. F_......._. od 200.00 | 4,405.86 | 224.54 
es ee eS SS, Cl” Py 50.00 240.00 |... sn 
Does eree-——-—-; alee akan eS) #2 i----- 
ere oo cccncu mn drographer. . / 7 aoe 
Duff, Joseph ........... Peeves wee .............- 0.00) 656.18 |_..... S 
Dill, i. CECE. cccccces | ET 75.00 | 1,180.65 |....... 4 
Dement. WW <a eh a DP aks ennadna cad 75.00 Senate Lickedeee 
Davis, Mary De cnistieidiniee T iccieictcreninis 75.00 95.00 j....... 
Delamater, H. Bruce ...| Rodman --....-........... 7.00) 809.64) 24.30 
Durham, W___....-- Assistant engineer.------} 100.00 | | 800.00 |... 
GEE» vnbendwdiceeedtmeeint tasibieiadite Letatte ths anil 125.00 | 1, 302. 42 0.44 
Ss SS aese: Ghiet. Seep et ----| 900.00 | 6,303.85 |1, 108.43 
Davis, __-sssees.-.| Assistant hydrographer.| 100.00) 445.00 / 
Dempsy,John J .......| Rodmamn.................. 75.0 814.80 81.50 
RPE S  Ra 100.00) 519.2) 8.0 
Dillard,John L ........- Assistant engineer. -...... 125.00 | 1,283.20 95.15 
Ehrgood,T.E........-..| Boring parties 277-77] 60.00 | "156.45 |_....... 
Evans, B. t = pagernens Drill runner ............. 50.00 | 886.66 |...._... 
Bdwards, Daniel R .....'..... SPR wiliekvtrntlcibsesen 125. 00 169.75 85.00 
Edwards, W.H.,jr -...- Boring parties ........... 75. 00 S00. GL 1. ic 
TIDY sn iccuniieteeenernenninincean ee 75.00 407.14 86. 90 
Evans, Joseph D........| Assistant e 125.00 | 1,435.48 | 114.27 
Ehile, sii Chief of 200.00 | 5,068.57 93.95 
Ford, W oa 125.00 | 2,233.87 | 180.80 
Fischer, E 80.00 665. PO 85. 00 
Fisher, H. FP / : 125.00 | 1,000.35 |... 
Charles H.._. 80.00 | 1,175.37 |... a 
Fendall 5 peorees | eee 60.00 | 2,076.78 | 17815 
Owen _..._.| Drill runner -..... 100.00} 225.16 | 112.06 
Fowler rence A ....| Transit man ...... FEE Etitiersinseieaitinne 
Frech, John L .......-__| Rodman ......--2--. 75.00 | 804.64 | 75.00 
Grogan, Jobn_____-.--.- Se SUNMCE ........-n<..- 100.00 645.16 11.71 
Goerke, James F .......| Assistant engineer....... 100. 00 $30.65 |........ 
Grisw Jesse A ......| Stemographer............ 85.00 360.37 }..... ite 
roover, Thomas A _._. faerore 100. 00 SJE A éseneamn 
a Ne OS "an 00 | "U0. 

10, wel y . coccsces 
Gorman,J.P ...........| Drill rummer -............ 125.00 | 1,024.19 2 
Gilman, Walter _.-..--. 125.00} ~ 91.67 |........ 
Gordon, G Bicsisund Re eterecamivamd 125. 00 644. 30 88.80 
a > eae Rodman --.. 75.00; 657.14 76.30 
Ga t, Charles E.....! Diamond setter . 150.00] 967.74 | 27.88 








| 
; 
| 
) 
| 
| 
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Position. 








Hydrographer ........... 
Assistant engineer....... 
tt cesalanent 1 codieinscianieieetnastetabhanen 
Diamond setter .......... 
Assistant hydrographer. 
I aha indie sinceereel 
Assistant hydrographer. 
Diamond setter .......... 
SE, SD oo cetliememae 
Hunter, coe see STII -enda-ccnatenianinenseey 
Hudson, John R., jr-..-..|-..-.. it i medasemededganat 
Howe, re ad Assistant engineer ...... 
Hawes, G. Percy, jr...-| Transit man -..........-- 
Howard, Herbert C ....| Commissary -............. 
Ps Ik Wrenn cotccace Instrument man--........ 
Harty, Cornelius ._....- Boring ep aatpngiienscand 
Hall, iiiandtebaemssl is sack aibiinn ghooe 
Hollowbuch, F ......... ci ntinnanimenininnn 
Harrison, B. P........-- Assistant engineer. ...... 
Harrison, C. L.........- Chief engineer -.........- 
Hoff: R linnngyetnhad a ciserts cnaeitininnetes 
8 ao Redman. 2. -ccceccevere 
Harris, Stephen .......-. Es sentcorntnsenccs 
Hyer, L. H .............| Assistant engineer ...... 
Hardin, O. B._.......... SRR n.c0s deageuntinn 
Hayt, Stephen T., jr... Instrument man --...---- 
BNI, Bs Di usretue none Assistant engineer ....... 
Hood, J. Nelson .......- DR cs cncadangenb onde 
Harris, Stanford H ....| Hydrographer ..........-. 
I  aretessttinientceiteel Sa te 
Hughes, Arthur L ...... Disbursing officer ........ 
SL Sous venyewee | Assistant hydrographer - 
Ingersoll, Charles A....| Level man-..............- 
Imperatori, C.J........-. Physician. .....cccc<cos--- 
FS SEES Drill ranner...........-.- 
GID a chimioosecuiel | Hydrographer .......-.-.-- 
Jones, J. Oscar .........- Computer .........-..---- 
kere Boring parties -.-........- 
Kirk, ican benanne Assistant engineer....... 
Kline, Victor W ........|....-. TP adipntienasiitaoédebeda: 
SE, Ta ckethcoqwcunt Drill runner. .....<««.-.-- 
King. tehidewinceneinn cn cnccupdehees 
1D nibnlicegacerncevese Assistant engineer......-. 
Kenney, William....... PRES TRI. o ncaccncnctec« 
SE, Mind ctetcinennnnaes SR ctnduenee ieee on 
Keene, John R ........./..--- Ci égiiadasatnegeinntses 
Klossowski, T. J........ PORE ccccnccousauncs 
ap, Frank C ....... Pierce man.............-- 
Kerfoot, E. J -.........- pS ae 
Lampher, E. E .........|..--- pS ERS 
ee Ae Pp ee ee Assistant engineer ...... 
Luna, Joseph C......... ins s4dsqneeceeee 
Lockwood, W. D....... Assistant engineer....... 
Lotter, H. li heal Instrument man ......... 
Lynn, James E ......... Drill runner ..........<<- 
Lynn, John ............. pe 
Lannan, L. EB ........... Assistant engineer....... 
Lucas, Alexander L....| Chief of party ...........- 
Leinenger, H. V ........ DRL EON o.nneccusseaine 
Lewis, John E..... sesloseinedl HEE I essa cndrmasistetaptenee 
Labelle, H. F ........... Assistant engineer ......- 
Lichtenberg, G. A...... | Draftsman -...........-.- 
Laforge, Frederick ——| ene pares aonb mance 
cKay, —— ...-..-..--- nt hydrographer - 
DRE UE. 0 aceeecsmenne ne a! 
DAMME a Ea MD concent csnceoseee 
Maldiner, Fred ........- | Foreman borings .......-. 
Meisner Naan DOPE TUNA oo ccns cnkcccs 
Malott, W.E......---.-.| Pierce man ......-.-..--- 
Mandell, A.H-.......... | Physician ................ 
Maxwell, James R EP Ohief engineer. -.........-. 
Merriman, Thaddeus...) Assistant engineer ....... 
PE CEE iinicccnn asec ai ca twttne cdaous 
Mammaek,O.G___.-_.-- eo cela innint 
Matthews, Robert _..... } RS 
Miller, A. McLeod ...... NINES on Sz 
Magruder, G. C. W-....- Hydrographer ..........- 
Morrin, B. H ......0<.-- oO RT a Se 
McCarthy, C. H ........ Boring parties ..........-. 
Manter, &. B .........<- Assistant engineer....... 
Miller, J. Imbrie -...... Chief of surveyors....... 
Magee, Guy, jr ........-. Assistant engineer. ...... 
Moxley, Melliville R ....| Rodman .................. 
os ge, 3 . > auaneacses|a oe wccerevecencenencess 
orison, Ee a SRR . ccccceccencce= 
MeoCann, T. H .......... Drill FERRE .....ccccese- 
McDowell, Andrew 8 ..| Rodman .................- 
Michell,G. B...........- Assistant engineer....... 
Medill, IN édtisves SNS iciecetiithaededl 
id... ec ceedenwesqnl eebweune 
Nevins, John J ........- Cg REESE 
Negrete, William -.....|....-d0_.-.....-..----------- 
woay. William R ______ Transit Man.....c<.<<<<- 
ee | Peed eet 
icho ee et of party-...........- 
han, T 


O’Callaghan, T ......... ae 
Se ignatius ..- Superintendent of bor- 
gs. 


Pain, A. Sicilian NII an ceceerttenceennaiitien 
Plimley, F. A......----. Diamond setter .........- 
Powell, Thomas J...... Rodman ...... seiseaionadaibiate 


Payeiaian ....consssvecens 





per 
month. allowed 
= 00 | $160.00 
50.00 | 2,806. 85 
100.00 469. 36 
100.00 | 1,176. 67 
150.00 | 2,211.29 
75.00 | 1,502.25 
75. 00 304. 64 
100. 00 100. 00 
150. 00 870.00 
150. 00 295. 00 
75. 00 501. 49 
75. 00 928.06 
125.00 | 1,981.59 
125. 00 507. T4 
75. 00 999. 99 
150.00 | 1,800.00 
100.00 690. 32 
75.00 877.56 
GG Secdacdinnne 
100.00 | 1,277.48 
500.00 | 1,500.00 
125.00 875. 00 
75.00 757.14 
100.00 681. 45 
100. 00 877.52 
125.00 | 2,287.81 
150.00 581. 48 
175.00 | 4,015.00 
60.00 | 1,512.26 
75.00 | 1,804.08 
125.00 754.98 
160.00 | 2,192.25 
75.00 876.00 
100.00 360. 60 
75.00 255. 98 
100.00 717.14 
8.00 | 2,075. 82 
100.00 300. 00 
75.00 442.74 
100.00 217.75 
125.00 | 1,715.38 
80.00 | 1,216.20 
100. 00 200. 00 
100.00 | 2,187.10 
60.00 296.13 
75.00 | 1,869.19 
75.00 214.51 
125.00 174.11 
60.00 546. 45 
75.00 | 1,287.22 
75.00 423.39 
125.00 | 1,314. 92 
@ 100.00 734.00 
126.00 | 2,674.19 
150.00 | 1,950.00 
100. 00 932. 26 
150.00 | 1,067.71 
125.00 | 2,640.32 
200.00 | 1,301.85 
100. 00 86. 67 
80.00 838. 70 
125. 00 778.51 
125.00 508. 37 
75. 00 483. 87 
60.00 60. 00 
75.00 | 1,188.23 
75.00 592. 85 
100.00 787.07 
100.00 157.10 
60.00 560.13 
75.00 994. 64 
500.00 | 1,392. 47 
150.00 | 1,971.77 
75.00 748.49 
75.00 99.19 
70.00 245. 48 
80.00 970. 38 
75.00 | 1,449.08 
75.00 927.26 
75. 00 483. 87 
100.00 | 1,501.88 
65, 000.00 | 8,554. 87 
100.00 | 1,836.89 
75. 00 290. 67 
TEE Dicancdonnn 
125.00 | 1,225.81 
100.00 | 1,664.17 
75. 00 573.36 
100. 00 | 3,484. 67 
75.00 421.77 
75. 00 560. 08 
100.00 115. 50 
60.00 235. 71 
60.00 809. 
125. 00 784.01 
100.00 | 1, 232. 26 
200.00 | 5,260.48 
¢1.60 83.20 
150.00 | 4,490.00 
80.00 735.00 
100. 00 | 1,198.55 
75.00 189. 52 
150. 00 610. 00 
75. 00 171.77 
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No. 2.—Statement showing compensation, traveling expenses, etc.—Continued. 





Salary Salary | ing ex- 














Name. Position. per penses 
nant allowed. “~s 

lowed 

Philip, Gaston P........ Level man, transit man.| $90.00 | $854.39 | $79.00 
Paige, ae ao PRUNE, fatinn sno ceupcen 50.00 | 1,546.13 93. 50 
eee. Beep cciee dines! Assistant engineer ....... 100. 00 | 2,410. 48 94. 50 
Peewee le, dicmdintine 125.00 375.00 j_....... 
Pease,George H-.....-- Boring parties ...........| 100.00) 727.82 | 87.91 
at hla ddudunco<csn Principal assistant engi- 400.00 | 3,483.87 | 161.43 

neer. | 

Rust, E. J. Lee .........- Ee ea re cins 60.00 | 1,687.42 | 178.15 
Randall, Lewis G--......|._..- I alee hl tin eens 60.00 | 1,702. 68 92.50 
Roberts, Wellington....} Transit man -...........-. 125. 00 502. 82 o Sele 
Reed, Mary L..........- Stenographer ...........- 4212.00 ET ina cie 
Ross, A. Percy .........- le 75. 00 | 1,204. 65 85. 00 
Reed, BE. Wilder F __.... Hydrographer .........-- 75.00 | ‘982.14 4.00 
ce Assistant engineer. ...... | 100.00 | 2,200.00 97.50 
Redfern, 8. ..........- isbursing clerk........- } 175.00 | 4,800.00 j....._.- 
Schlecht, W. W .......-.- Hydrographer -.......... | 100.00 | 2,648.47 | 214.40 
Sticker; J. O...........- Assistant engineer....... [ Wee! We 4....... 
ER Ti ds cei ctes! Instrument man -...-...-- 150.00 | 2,458.28) 111.95 
Stevens, A. R._-........ a aaa 125. 00 680.88 }........ 
Seddicum, W.Cameron; Rodman -............----- 7.00 | 270.45; 96.00 
Stringham, Joseph 8...) Instrument man ---.-..--- 125. 00 200.89 j........ 
PE OS e cokibeateuns Assistant engineer---....-. 100.00 | 2,232.98 8.00 
Slocum, John M_......- Drill ranner.............- 100. 0G 841.94 1.82 
sane, BD 0 dagedsciee RN ed ase 100.00 | 2,667.00 }....__.. 
Stuart, Francis Lee ....| Chief of party-.-.......-.-- 250.00 | 1,594.35 | 287.36 
Stevens, A. R.......-... Draftsman ............--- | 125.001 °125.00 }.....1.. 
Syne, George F_.._....- PED dbburccscsqewesed 7. 00 POR Tees ake 
Stanton, John P._..___- Diamond setter .........- 160. GO 967.74 15. 78 
Segalhaum,H.A ....... ee eS 80.00 | 1,914. 68 91.07 

ea Be deseccecccen 80.00 | 1,208.71} 107.7 
eS) SS Sa “I See 75.00 331.97 78.80 
Stewart, imerson H ...|____- ° SALTS eee 75.00 504. 85 86. 65 
Stockton, Charles -..... Assistant engineer --.....-. 125.00 530. 32 85.00 
Staunton,S.A.......... Disbursing officer ....... €5.00 | 1,825.00 | 109.00 
Spindle,G. P............ Chief of party -.....----- 250.00 | 1,452.35 |...... . 
Saati WR. a ocnss ccend = ene Tee | 80.00 | 229.68 | 170.00 
Sommer, Eugene A..._. Assistant engineer -...... | 125.00 | 2,683.87 75.80 
Spiers, FE. H ............. Transit man -_...........- 125.60 | 1,101.07 84.30 
Stoddard, Grace M--_.-. Stenographer ...........- | 85. 00 GG Coasadnne 
Stothoff, H. B...........) Pierce man -.-......-...--.-.- 60.00  } )} ee 
Sle OP ccnlie bxaaud Assistant engineer -...... 150.00 | 3,662.90 |... ... “ 
Taylor,H.N............ Physician. .._............- 75.00 | '304.64 |) 75.60 
Tibbitts,James H __...- Disbursing officer -._....- 200.00 | 2,870.12{ 61.43 
Sengp el. .......<....- SE idnanscammpecton 2100.00 969.00 23.91 
Tierny, Patrick. _......_. Diamond setter ..........| 150.00 | 3,415.00 92.85 
Thornely, W.C __....... SE Gi ntaccbeccouguwes 75.00 340. 96 75. 60 

UMON Os I Os occ cc ncalecces A IE TEES 75.00 360.19 75. 

Torrington, F.R........|___.- ae idainoee { 80.00} 407.19 }__..__- 
Trundeil, H.H.........- Ghief of party ......------ 250.00 | 7,896.77 | 676.23 
Thompson, Peter -_-.... Drill runner ...........---| 135.00 427.50 6.85 
een Wie ....2.65.- PP Battle agence acccce 80.00 121. 94 .00 
IDS cst mn dsc saicdbanend Sai dinkiiiaecccous 80.00 412.19 |....... “ 
Uhbthoff, B.C............ Pierce man --..-..........-.. 75.00 ae. a . 
Wirtz, Matthew ........ Diamond setter...........| 150.00 | 1,106.00 Boor, - 
Weymonth, FP. E_....... Assistant engineer ....... 125.00 | 2,802.42; 101.80 
Whitman, Arthur B__..}__... | SCS TN 125.00 | 1,485.03} 93.80 
Whistler, John T.......]..... [EDs pitted dvcvcsenceewnd 175.00 | 4,999.20 | 186.44 
We cdiccccdnnn DOSE PRMMGR «4.2 sce wcwcsn ss 125.00 629.08 49.19 
Walter, John P.........| Rodman .........-........ 7.00} 943.55 | 170.00 
Walker, 8. Wi........... ‘Tramsit mG. .........2.-- 125. 00 516. 81 75.00 
Wright.J.0., fr ........ oO Saas 7.00 | 270.45 75.00 
Wansleben, W.A-_...... Drafteman...............- 125.00 | 486.61 |... ..... 
Wagoner, W.E ......... Eid wits cinaneen 60.00 | 160.00 }.......- 
Wheeler, R.C...........| Assistant engineer -...... | 125.00 | 1,276.99 85. 00 

Wyekoff, Ernest ....... NS SE EEE 7.00 | 483.79 |....... 
White, Henry G ........ Assistant engineer....... 125.00 | 645.16 8.00 
IT GG os Siicid emeeiin Instrument man ......... | 150.00 SID Bib <se0 
Wood, Hargraves ...... Transit man. ............. 125.00 266. 67 75. 60 
Wilson, George. .......- Diamond setter .........-. 150.00 | 1,572.58 |........ 
Wickes, George L ...... EIN Seiishe cocniacsnce 75.00} 115.00 |_....... 
PTE ncccdnmumnnne Transit man-.....-......-. 150. 00 Tea esere 
Wilson, Sherwood...... Assistant hydrographer. 125.00 767. 7. 113. 80 
RENE Oia OR NR ey See | 200.00 | 2,376.00 |........ 
Wansleben, W. A......- Drafteman ..........:..- 125. 50  ? | ee 
I Wis EF Gecded ence Assistant disbursing offi- |..........].........- 73. 28 

cer, 
@ Silver. bPer annum. ¢Per day. aPer week. ePer diem. 


And whereas said Commission agreed upon but did not report to the Presi- 
dent the aro of government for an isthmian canal, with estimates 
for the salaries and compensation of the officers and employees in said plan 
provided for; and for the animals, vessels, and other conveniences and prop- 
erties for the necessary equipment of said plan of government, as follows: 


I. NICARAGUA CANAL. 


Supreme control to rest in a board of five members, located in Washing- 
ton. The duties of the board will be: 

1. To make regulations for the government of the canal, including the 
tariff of charges, navigation rules, police and sanitary rules, and, in short, 
all rules required for the oqoreties and maintenance of the canal. 

2. To make or pare all appointments the salary of which equals or exe 
ceeds $1) per month. 

8. To jnake or approve all contracts. : 
pe - — all mgney accounts before transmitting them to the Treasury 

r be 
‘he annual expenses of the board may be placed at $100,000. 

Organization on the Isthmus.—The general control to be vested in a govenor, 
having his headquarters atG wn, where the general offices will be located, 

The administration will be divided aecne six departments, viz: 

A. _—— department, charged with all the maintenance and improve- 
ment of canal, including the repair shops and storehouses and the repairs 
of —_— buildings; also with the location and sale or rental of lands. 

. Transit department, charged with the navigation of the canal, the 
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assessment of dues, the service of the ports, including light-houses, and the 
operation of telegranvh and telephone lines. 

C. Medical department, charged with the hospital and other medical serv- 
ice, including port, quarantine, and sanitary inspection service. 

D. Finance department, charged with the collection of dues, payment of 
salaries, and management of the funds. 

E. Law department, charged with the supervision of such minor courts as 
may be established and with all legal matters. 

F. Police department, charged with the preservation of order and with the 
management of the armed force required for that pu . 

The governor.—The governor will issue orders to the heads of departments, 
will make reports to the board of control, and conduct all cor ndence 
with that board, and will make frequent inspection of all parts of the canal. 
Attached to his office will be a secretary, two clerks, two messengers, and one 
small inspection steamer, the latter to be available for other officials when 
not required by the governor. 


Annual expense of governor's office. 





Salaries: 
cesta data aac tal cite itaceristenn ills dslireciesih tactile $15,000 
I i ag a i a eae 5,000 
a ac aha al ae a a ln , 000 
ina ns nin enthiss enadene he mintieoes mp nitieeenieiamamedal 
I i anire pisinciiwaniceniiy naieaiowaktnndsndinéis tsicidieasinemmaunilals 15,000 
SED chtiingucennccciicnuccppainnecbiehsaded btminainsbsncheddiaunainian 
OD vcchtiinocmns nccnciniiduianegiininaaiieateamtonmmetiaa 39, 300 


A. Engineer artment.—At the head of this department will be a chief 
engineer, at $7,500. In his immediate office will be one draftsman, at $1,500; 
one chief clerk, at $2,000; one clerk, at $1,500; one stenographer, at $1,500, an 
one seenrnae, at $400. The chief engineer will have an inspection steamer, 
at $15,000. 

here will bea general shop at Greytown, under the charge of a master 
mechanic, at $3,000, who will employ two foremen mechanics, at $2,000; ten 
mechauics, at $1,500; ten helpers, nt $0 one master laborer, at ; five la- 
borers, at $360, and one clerk, at $1,200. The master mechanic will aiso have 
neral charge of the branch shops, to be located at Boca San Carlos, Fort 
Ean Carlos, and Brito. In each of these shops there will be employed one 
foreman mechanic, at $2,000; three mechanics, at $1,500; three helpers, at ; 
one master laborer,at $900; four laborers, at ),and one clerk, at $1,200. The 
shops should be ee self-supporting. If charged entirely against the 
canal this salary should be sufficient to cover such materials as the canal 
may use in the shops. 
here will be a general storehouse at Greytown and a branch storehouse 
at each of the other points where shopsare to be located. The general store- 
house will be under charge of a general storekeeper, at $2,400, who will em- 
loy four clerks, at $1,500, and ten laborers, at $360. At each branch storehouse 
here will be a storekeeper, at $2,000, one clerk, at $1,500, and four laborers, 


st ). 
or perpen of maintenance the canal will be divided into three divisions— 
the Atiantic division, extending from the Caribbean to and includi the 
dam; the middle division, extending from the dam to deep water in Lake 
Nicaragua, and the Pacific division, extending from Lake Nicaragua to the 
Pacific. Each division will be under the immediate charge of an assistant 
a at $3,000, with one Graftsman, at $1,500, and one stenographer, at 

1,500. The h uarters of the respective divisions will be at Boca San 

rlos, Fort San Carlos, and Brito. 

In the Atlantic division there will be maintained one seagoing dredge 
which will be mainly employed at Greytown Harbor, at an annual cost of 
$65,000; one ordinary ge, at $65,000; one pile driver, at $5,000; two steam 
tugs, at $14,000; six dump scows, at $1,000, and six flat scows, at $300 each, 
these figures including pay roll and maintenance of plant. The plant will be 
under charge of an overseer, at $2,400; three master laborers, at $900, and, 
say, sixty la rose, ot $360 each. - 

The Middle and ific divisions will each have the same plant and force, 
except the seagoing dredge and one less master laborer and twenty less 
laborers. The Senaning éootge provided for Greytown willalso perform the 
necessary dredging at Brito. 

It is not expected that this force will provide for the depreciation of the 
metal and masonry structures. For the metal structures, which include 
lock gates, sluices, and operating machinery, the annual depreciation is esti- 
mated to be 7} per cent of the cost; for the masonry structures one-half of 1 
per’cent of the cost. 

The land office will have one clerk, at $1,800. 


Annual expense of the engineer department. 


Salaries: : 
PE A Ritts 6.6nthd otic vabnnbins Hénmnnantiedenshie epedpannte $7,500 
Assistant engineers, 3, at $3,000 ......-..... 2.22 nnn ee eee ene 9,000 
i (i 3 2:5 iid ns coakadubandnagnbesiantibiehediaunee 6,000 
ted nic ceemobamasnotnentninsbheiennumeend 8,000 
Foremen mechanics, 5, at $2,000. ..... ...... nc cccnc cece nsec ccccce 10,000 
a i art g nese Sndionh chinese adsnaonimndanel 28, 500 
I, Sh CE icine cher eednnonase pious amines ccasinuiiinemieeth 6,840 
an I es sceneries meenss emmnmundite eatin’ whnlipaingee 9,900 
i nei cmsicdemeleceumes 64,440 
I iid nn cnniiinniapehecctalth nadsinsteabiiaadewnd 2,400 
DUO AUEIE, BE BRED wcncncascnsescenine cntsosunsnascctansnitnesh 6,000 
RINNE. i SI ii tisinnn.cnttenipapnnemenmiammndianmengtnn Savini 7,200 
Clerks— 
i CERI, canine cece nctnmnentniwtme dunswnnctbmiedeeniiee 2,000 
0D i stdtwbcnnce scm sadsewesuase peseeGetnvensbewensais 1,800 
ic cnetusnanianainid dtetinninsatenqulianinshanieigiits 12; 000 
sith chs cecal eandalai ah dietanniee 4,800 
I AA A inctitinnens sapedindinininnskantndiatiindbinndn 6,000 
Ee atindnne .cninsnchmenceiienitebannnbnntinnentiemninnn 400 
Plant: 
RE SII anima nnenceenseso sania eumetevenseenmuennmens 15,000 
Tt Pir << ind. woncapeepanetibitiieicnesihvtedwenaunabenane 260, 000 
2 it Sa oatneeeege ane ewunesuagonsreneednnnnnt 15,000 
i SnD « ncnrenmagnntnnyttia Srembeaseerenapecenanettaneneee 84,000 
Scows— 
ae. . LOD .novecocccconccceccccrcceenncce cocceseccecnce ae 
ighteen, at GIy . .. 0. 2.200 nn nnn cone nnn conn ence ce cece nee 
Bupplies pte s licd kad hemannmcenmiaetianiatnnntimr angers meus pucwcantiitett 100,000 
Depreciation of metal structures (7; per cent on $6,062,000) .......... 454, 650 
Depreciation of masonry (one-half of 1 per cent on $33,276,400) ...... 165, 882 
TOP .. cnccctnctshdcwnenccccoscnanesn senna sesecsts pineacevous pense 1,305, 712 


B. Transit department.—At the head of this department will be a general 
superintendent, at $7,500. In his immediate office there will be one chief 
clerk, at $2,000: two clerks, at $1,500; two clerks, at $1,200; one Sree. 
at ; one chief telegrapher, at $1,800, and one messenger, at . There 

be two assistant superintendents, at $3,000—one for the di m east of 
the lake, the other for the Pacific division. 


At each of the ports, Greytown 


terre SSS SS 


and Brito, there will be a captain of the port, at $2,400; a surveyor, at $1,800, 
and thirty pilots, at $2,000. At Brito there will be three light keepers, at 

at Greytown and each of the lake ports there will be two light keepers, a’ 
= At each of the four ports there will be four sailors, at $300, for tending 
puoys and range marks. The light keepers and sailors will report to the as- 
sistant superintendent of the section. Each captain of the ea will have 
one steam pilot boat, at $14,000; six steam tugs, at $14,000, and two naphtha 
launches, at $2,500. 

It is expected that the railroad will be maintained from Greytown to the 
San Juan Riverdam and from the lake to Brito. The total mileage, inciudi 
sidings, tracks to quarries, etc., will be about 80 miles. Anallowance of $1, 
per mile, or $80,000, is made for maintenance. It is expected that receipts 
will cover transportation expenses. The superintendent of the railroad will 
report to the general superintendent. 

nder the chief telegrapher will be, say, twelve linemen, at $720, and the 
following force of telegraphers: Four at Greytown, two at each lock, two at 
the dam, and four at Brito, making twenty-eight in all, at $900. 

Each assistant superintendent will have one stenographer at $1,500, one 
clerk at $1,500, one messenger at $400, and one naphtha launch at $2,500. 

At each lock there will one lock master at $1,800, and one assistant lock 
master at $1,200, one machinist at $1,500, two assistant machinists at $1, 
three lock foremen at $480, six gatemen at $360 each, twelve linemen at 
each, and three watchmen at ) each. 

At the dam and its wasteway there will be one sluice master at $1,200, six 
sluicemen at $360, and one watchman at $300. 


Annual expenses of the transit department. 





Salaries: 
nn OI ae oe pelea ebenciouiel $7,500 
Assistant superintendents, 2, at $3,000 ...........................--.- 6, 000 
Captains of the port, 2, at $8,400. 2.22... cc cccn cccccecccccccccccccccces 4, 800 
ip. CCID... ccanieanepenbansbedatakhdbbabosnenoedhinnsbedtal 8, 600 
SURE MUIUIIIL..... croanncskecnesicihendiadaiisiiihiinannessedeutnediond 120, 000 
REY GEN EE stdend dnsoned coceataumneseumueiabniiae PERE APR 2 . 2,000 
»Clerks— 

Dt, DLE. 2. | cocmesnndeeanins dibs rconansawedinbliadl 6,000 
I a i rn ahi da ene dell ee ae ta cae 2,400 
PRO: DEE ee <b ants dnckiisthatenctaceconennctentnanl 4,500 
Cr ONE 2. nineteen ebbene-enmeabtebalnan 1, 800 
IE, GE, BB ncccenpccstnbhisintdtbietercoviptinasestiias 25, 200 
Deen: PR. cssccnasndeicitenaicdchemeocassanmende din , 640 
De Pn i TEE, ...n wesihipsnnheiitientdudaeocactiptibinngnentil 8,100 
I inc diac AE AIL IE cans eeacimebannmatnoad 5, 760 
a IR IEE on nn no ornvihdbnatidittion enondnesbbiindaaka 16, 200 
Assistant lock masters, 9, at $1,200. .... 22.20. nce cccccc cccccc ccccsece 10, 800 
PRRCMIRENE, 9; OSE, GUD... 0 c0020n ponds sssdinsoancscccroeneccopeonsoube 18, 500 
Assistant machinists, 18, at $1,200... 2... cnccccccccccccccccccccccccce 21,600 
ne SI SCN I a. 1 le cineaienenannepliieeben 12, 960 
CTL A ne nice dlibiiadbeoncemnibeoudedeelll 19, 440 
IG ER Ila a shinee trinsic, Otinmiaihn bad etiopeunepedinieal 82, 400 
Dad coll natn See cummed idheeennennebeicdailas 1,200 
NE EES RRR SE ee a | 2,160 
pe SEI I ee eT | 11, 200 

BE ED civnccatinbbdinniusd cnbidndatniecnceenbanensidnn 8, 

Plant: 

eee: see Gente: 2 O60 OEE TED... ..ncccnsddcieintemenwipescesens e«ee 28,000 
Steam | PRED». aeniecouhieninntiienapdainehenemneaadialin 168,000 
ONE DARE: 6, BR GAO oon cec cwtnnnntisdiarencccenvecentnddat 15, 000 
General ay lt SR ccncenesgutindndnmitticnanncccnnsbaneemiiined 16, 000 
nn DODD cs oan aveuecenncculendoonihtitdsinedecaniepes oudenmhinin 18, 500 

ARR EE a , 
ORE bi case dan itsticedos tebe nuenmnteses CRAbRaNa nancies wembbeihiliiin 666, 660 


C. Medical department.—At the head of this Soper tment will be a chief 
surgeon, at $6,000. In his immediate office there will be one medical inspector, 
at $3,000; one clerk, at $1,800; one clerk, at $1,500, and_one messenger, at ‘ 
There will be quarantine stations at Greytown and Brito, at each of which 
will be one quarantine officer, at $2,400, and one naphtha launch, at $2,500. A 
general hospital will be established at some point near the lake, with a staff con- 
sisting of one surgeon, at $3,600; four assistant s at $2,000: two stew- 
ards, at $900; twenty nurses, at $500; four cooks, at sot and ten laborers, at $360. 

There will be four eenqeney hospitals, located, respectively, at Greytown, 
Boca San Carlos, Fort San Carlos, and Brito. Each will be in charge of one 
assistant surgeon, at $2,000, and will have one steward, at $900; four nurses, at 
$500 each; one cook, at $500, and two laborers, at $360. 


Annuai expense of the medical depariment, 


Salaries: 

Cikel GREGOR. . <6sccocenccnbcn cccosewnusernecsunsecsnaccéusbosgeesoeep $6,000 
EOE SNE a. 5.0ti5 sin ong soe Cunainpeeqedsenneqneeedhvesndeboenen’ | ED 
Quarantine officers, 2, at $23,400. .........ccncensecccccns cecccccncccese 4,800 
ee oon epee cone naspeceenencwerese cocces cosusesecenees 8, 600 
Aneta Ser Gach, 8, 06 GAGES .cccinccnccns omeces éacces céntenbieeesin 16,000 
RIE GG ED vciincteccunkbiicccudckibeeensepadwensccncbode cadeld 5, 400 
Nurses, 36, at QOU0. ........ ccc ccc ence ceccenacecccncsccoccescosccccece \ 
Clerks— 

NB cpa ccna sn cnctihinvbcsuesiabietbdanéoténmucssuiinaie 1,800 
CO BN hires enn occ ntcd begecneqnapedbenbnanneesdpmibessouctin ’ 
RRR, Ga BG BNO hn nny cctsncanepecmmnminnnsthtutness ciswinsébeed 400 
Cosme, G:C oi nsec cos neccscenertoquatetcassoneccens cutpebounhes 4,000 
isneren Oh GID 6 nnn 5k vk cnt cote deem nwpnatanqpance cesnncéndipobiien 6, 480 

Maphthe lnunchen, B, Ot FRI. ...cncccnctcwcwecsecsece. - ccs conensn . 
Supplies. - -..... 2.0. 2. -eeeccnn meee noncwe cone eneecenecnes cnceeenencee b 
DGG... cnn stant ten siesn dd ht Gea tape tbeese ap tune ene encin eine clceie 125, 980 


D. Finance department.—At the head of this department will bea treasurer, 
at $6,000. In his immediate office will be one teller, at $2,400; one paymaster, 
at $2,400; one chief clerk, at $2,000; two clerks, at $1,500; two clerks, at $1,200, 
and one messenger, at $400. There will be at each of the ports—Greytown 
and Brito—one collector, at $2,400; one clerk, at $1,500, and one messenger, at 
$400. 


Annual expense of the finance department. 


Salaries: 
ENDED «600 svcdine sccammaptngutd teak bninenesewonsansanneehéiant $6,000 
COD, 22.00 CIE tisecnbcnsieeebhedeGunecdse aogeisinibtlabaied 4,800 
SEIT ilies cip, cnctaidhuntdll naiheebeiorghdaiinan niaaaa atin die aactiginiemeiblinkcass 2,400 
INGE , ccddiullinahchatmagiontnensd tp ceibtéabunaceccenucssepesn 2,400 
EOE ian nedbnesnnanetsbits icibdalin sienncwanaudaipaiil 2,000 
Clerks— 
OE ee ae eae PGi 0c ntdironat adnan 6,000 
ED EDS. nce ceuinmene anpesedabs datihenahaenenapeneaiben , 400 
Messengers, B; OF QD ....2c cnngpadiebctvbiccbicécbe ccoucncconcces suns - 1,200 
CREO Snbnc accisdtanccmanc sinsenstitcbieiid innantimebacennnaibins 
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E. Law department — At the head of this Gopartusens will be a solicitor, at 
$6,000: in his ediate office there will be a chief clerk, at $2,000; two clerks, 
at $1,500 each, and one messenger, at $400. re 
at each of the four points—Greytown, Boca San Carlos, Fort San Carlos, and 
Brito—who may be canal officials, recei $500 extra pay for the perform- 
ance of this duty. Each will have one clerk, at $1,20. 

Annual expense of the law department. 





Salaries: 
RR «ci padaten weumheteniiabtptwbutbbeveneshesencesoquerensesuat $6,000 
ola os a senmnaiisiendiindiidiaeinniehen sauces teeth 2,000 
Clerks: 
ING) SE Ee on nncste cenenn nantes enqeuh cowmansenacseenseucsnewenens 8,000 
nieve ccanp snetisbepecerebquscdnting Shamimeniasonaniine 4, 800 
aaa 2 
ustices of the peace, four &f Q500. .....0..ccccc cccceccccccoccccccceccce . 
Office supplies Ct) ania line Bee eanie te hasan eeediainidemaaeiontae 600 
TL hanawunibene cadhgnétaiaindhanaieiedm anuncedtncphnnnitiaieliin 18,700 


F. Police department.—At the head of this department will be a marshal, at 
me Sie Seamnedins te office there will be one clerk, at $1,500, and one mes- 
senger, a 


ere will be four posts—Greytown, Boca San Carlos, Fort San Carlos, 
and Brito. At each will be stationed one captain, at $2,000; two lieutenants, 
at $1,500; twelye peildiers at $1,200, and ninety privates, at $1,080. ht 


7 


canoes, with four dilers each, will be maintained at Greytown and 

same at Boca San Carlos. Four canoes and ten saddle horses will be main- 
tained at Fort San Carlosand twenty saddle horses will be maintained at 
Brito. The maintenance of a canoe and wages of crew will cost $1,300 per 








year. One saddle horse will cost $250 per year. 
Salaries: Annual cost of police department. 
Sc canseincihin nel gihadedesn Sidqdadiauniiindennepupuninaningnes $6,000 
Si disibin tithe natntdinaahdichontéheuiiineas’ weeetd perdiinbienediarsdne 1,500 
RIND 0: nites cle niedipgucienen bebieptaebinnng vedabtiminmanaedan 400 
I i a tenivipesiaminnaiiteiibeedinn 8, 000 
EE cs adel aensoced damebanecioninns 12,000 
ec. canlblaatietanuiebosgeidabaaesnbon 57,600 
Privates, 360 at $1,080 ._.._._._.......---«..-+ses- ie eden 888,800 
Canoes and crews, 20 at $1,300. ..... seiletanesicaminlaetn ten Ml as a 26, 000 
es oi Lune aed wine mentemdeneaiannecuton 7,500 
SIE ICIS Ga ieudinstvopien abbas o.padeig secialiindoddmasniannGicenee 500 
FI ia bicinindtestpniiaie date aitraciauisodlesidiga hind acaditinmadicaleimiieawhdttiebrtini asses 508,300 
General summary of annual expense of maintenance and operation. 
Supreme control in United States....................--....--..----.-- $100, 000 
a a os cee noes eteglibeaaaen 39, 300 
NN EEL TIE SEES IL EOD LOR  D. 1, 305, 712 
a i a somal enialieinaicineis 666, 660 
etnias ais cncadcddedennttnld kdodasoeccncanmbedbaees 125, 980 
sn ac cnt mam winked Mail Rammentnatmmeidnice thins buns 27,700 
oi allan din cttnn whohiinabsiadennbaawdasddincaichinatoues 18, 700 
sins Sold ech ie d nach coduees oveusbouesaesihonthesnne 508, 300 
it vie tnsneides ddbtavedenccastiesébcsenascogeeedssotinete 558, 470 
ts RL Giiptivccuvescidlinimaaiinguidttebiinbwtingiatnesaaen 8, 350, 822 
Or, say, $3,350,000. 


Il. PANAMA CANAL. 


Supreme control to rest in a board of not less than five members, located 
at Washington. The duties of this board will be: 

1. To make regulations for the government of the canal, including the tariff 
of char navigation rules, police and sanitary rules, and, in short, all rules 

ired for the operation and maintenance of the canal. 

3 To make or approve all appointments to office of which the salary equals 
or exceeds $100 per month. 

8. To make or approve all contracts. 

De To — all money accounts before transmitting them to the Treasury 
rtment. 
he expenses of this board may be placed at $100,000. 

Organization at the Isthmus.—The general control of all the affairs of the 
canal to be vested in a governor having his headquarters at Colon, where are 
to be located the general offices. 

The administration to be divided among six departments, viz: 

A. Engineer department, charged with all the works for the maintenance 
and improvement of the canal, and with the repetr shops and storehouses; 
also the repair of the public buildings, and with the location and sale or 
rental of lands. 

B. Transit department, char with the navigation of the canal, the 
assessment of dues, the service of the ports, including light-houses, the opera- 
tion of the Panama Railroad, and of telegraph and telephone lines. 

©. Medical department, charged with the hospital and other medical serv- 
ice, including port quarantine, and the sanitary inspection service. 

D. Finance department, charged with the collection of dues, payment of 
salaries, and management of the funds. 

E. Law department, cha with the supervision of such minor courts as 
be established, and with all legal matters. 

. Police department, eeaped with the preservation of order, and with 
the management of the armed force requi for that purpose. 

The governor.—To issue orders to the heads of departments and receive 
reports from them; to make reports to the home government and con- 
duct all correspondence with that government; to make frequent ons 
of all parts of the canal. His salary will be $15,000. Attached to his office 
will be one secretary, at $5,000; two clerks, at $1,500 each; two messengers, at 
$400 each, and one small inspection steamer, at $15,000, the latter to be avail- 
able for other officials when not required by the governor. Supplies for this 





offi 
— Recapitulation for governor's office. 

I ccrddcecned naseudhdubuqnondecsccncicasseaneseecspascocceccespacas $15, 000 
poreery. TET bes seabed eGncbn qhnadutmitiienteyddadaweeteneceeccesas 5, 000 
ES on ona kcscdscugibespeata aduageatedonsbwesaosutuses 8,000 
Ore SII G0 GOOD CIGED 6 cc coe cccdcntvcccnccccecandecccccesneencee 800 
i a nia due eububhedesiseeabenees sugiasan 15,000 
ee iin tnndc Scncecctnsrtadcnantheecosvendesuqneaseonaste 500 

ih itng nan dadecnebcsambeseqnesadynesetwocsengpenee 89, 300 


A. Engineer rtment.—At the head of this department will be a chief 
engineer, at $7,500. Attached to his office will be an assistant engineer, at 
$3,000; two draftsmen, at $1,500 each; one chief clerk, at $2,000; one stenogra- 
pher, at $1,500; one clerk, at $1,500, and one messenger, at - 

The general shops will be located at Colon. They will be under charge of 
one master mechanic, at $3,000; who will are say, two foremen mechanics, 
at $2,000 each; ten mechanics, at $1,500 each, with ten helpers, at $360 each; 
one clerk, at 200; one master laborer at si00, and five laborers, at | ne each. 

Subsidiary ops will be located at Matachin and at La Boca. ther 
they will employ two foremen at $2,000 each; six mechanics, at 


$1,500 each, with six hel: ,.at $360 each, and two clerks, at $1,200 each; two 
master laborers, at $900 each, and eight laborers, at $360 a The shops 


should be tially self-supporting. If charged entire) inst the canal, 
this salary list should be sufficient to cover such wmaterinioes the canal may 
use in the 


oO} 

The general storehouses will be located at Colon. They will be under the 
charge of one chief storekeeper, at $2,400, who will employ four clerks, at 
$1, each, and, say, ten laborers, at $360 each. Subsidiary storehouses will 
be located at Matachin and at La Boca and together will employ two store- 

rs, at $2,000 each; twoclerks, at $1,500 each, and eight laborers, at $360each. 
‘or pu of maintenance and repair the canal will be divided into two 
sections, the Atlantic eas Pacific sections, the first extending from Colon to 
and including the Ob gates, the second extending from the Obispo gates 
tu Panama Bay. In section will be maintained one dredge, at $65,000; one 
pile driver, at $5,000; two steam t at $14,000 each; six dump scows, at $1,000 
each, and six flat scows, at $600 each. The principal employees in each besides 


kee 







the crews of the dredges, t and pile driver will be one overseer, at $2,400, 
and two master laborer, at each; and, say, forty laborers, at $360each. The 
building supplies needed for this force, in addition to what they can obtain 
themselves, will consist mainly of lumber and cement, for which allow $50,000. 
The land office will be in charge of one land clerk, at $1,800. 
Recapitulation for engineer department. 
Chief DR iiithatnde diated qmeddaenttihedned ediewsudewnan tines 7,500 
es nind die oeenneitayinebene 8,000 
GINO 6 onc owincan sectadaatwnresaceces ovesanebeses 3, 000 
ae = one Raia Mila siactsi ertitenieide isthe biesihsovdiiealdiaiiiahinikatlacaets mintintineabibietits 2,000 
IED Ghdimidininecdnbndaccasecoasascccedsenscenccececenesuscase 1,500 
a a sl iim ncesl daubesengu enon 1,500 
i ieinnc edebeosaddctcestnnesad buccenneetbaciecesee 400 
EAA ALA 8,000 
Two foreman of mechanics, at $2,000 each ......................-.--..-. 4,000 
Deen es eadineedennnee decdececneocense 15, 000 
Ten helpers, “ ERLE, itn ididatmhunbbimestcecedcacausbetit 3, 600 
One clerk and a walmaiinivenn 1,200 
a ee 2 2 nininisinslideducccauenesacdadan 900 
I we memamneepien 1,300 
Two fovemen of epee, on SNEED Sicdesusdasindkentectnidegiinenicr ckcecs si-ghiciiniin tidesche 4, 000 
EEE ES EE ne 9,000 
Six helpers, at ei nind a tilncuinenid dideSulreutbiiagenstewiisdell 2,160 
en an tecnica canesinneseoeoss , 400 
Two master laborers, at $900 each 1,800 
Eight laborers, at $360 each ......- 2, 880 
One chief storekeeper ........... 2,400 
Four clerks, at $1,500 each... 6,000 
Two laborers, at $360 each -... 720 
Two rr at $2,000 each 4,000 
SE ioc cnnndnawdsedbenensasoos cacencocue 8,000 
ee een 2,880 
Two dred a os painonmmetnnnene aalghde 130, 000 
Se oc enicccowudenss sees eenccewnesesoccone 10, 000 
nb weadiaiivoonwens ancanbeand 12,000 
Twelve scows, at te lla eclial adtiraciindnmomitn mamnsutiistmadeats 8, 600 
Pour stemm tags, Bt SIA GUO GROD . oon onc ccc ccc cece cece c cen ccc ec cecee 56, 000 
a ins cnn cuca dncuns ecccasadeueseroncs 4, 800 
Four master laborers, at $900 each ...................----.--------.-.... , 600 
PEE BOMORGND, CE Go0e GRO. onc. cn ccee ccc sscces cccese cee ne<- ea cnes 28, 800 
hl ath te ici tinashidaes edaversenanccsencesocccutassee 50,000 
i a a ch nda deans emedonss see 1, 800 
Depreciation of masonry (one-half of 1 per cent on $29,543, 880)_....... 147,719 
Depreciation of lock gates, operating machinery, etc. (7} per cent on 
3. SU Asidhdinntdddcniddabenbidminitidksindaddendinanancesscs nations 259, 653 
adil aid ictal ante ainndeinduetinaidsiowsenucnasne shan 797,612 


B. Transit department.—At the head of this department will be a general 
superintendent, at $7,500 perannum. Attached to his office will be an as- 
sistant superintendent, at $3,000; one chief clerk, at $2,000; one stenographer, 
at $1,500; two clerks, at $1,500 each; two clerks, at $1,200 each; one surveyor, 
at $1,800; one captain of the port, at $2,400; one chief telegrapher, at $1,800; 
one messenger, at $400; office supplies, -- 

The superintendent of the Panama Railroad will also be attached to this 
office. An allowance of $1,000 per mile, or $45,000, is made for maintenance. 
It is expected that receipts will cover transportation expenses. Under the 
captain of the port will be twenty pilots, at $2,000 each; two light keepers, 
at $900 each; and foursailors for tending buoys and range marks, at $360 each. 
He will be provided with one steam pilot boat, at $14,000; four steam tugs, at 

14,000 each; and twonaphtha launches, at$2,500each. Thesurveyor will assist 
coon of the port and remeasure vessels when necessary. Under the 
chief telegrapher will be a smali force of linemen (say eight), at $720 each, 
and fourteen operators (four at Colon, two at Bohio, two at Pedro, two at 
Miraflores, and four at Panama), at $900 each. At Panama there will also be 
a captain of the port, at $2,400; a surveyor, at $1,800; two light keepers, at 
$900 each; two clerks, at $1,500 each; four sailors, for tending buoys and 
range marks, at $360 each; one steam pilot boat, at $14,000; four steam tugs, 
at $14,000 each, and two naphtha launches, at $2,500 each. 
pilots at Panama will be those already counted atColon. At each lock 
there will be one lock master, at $1,800; one assistant lock master, at $1,200; 
one machinist, at $1,500; two assistant machinists, at $1,200 each; three lock 
foremen, at $480 each; six gatemen, at $360 each; twelve linemen, at $300 each; 
three watchmen, at $300 each, and general supplies may be placed at $3,000 
and lights at $1,500. 
Recapitulation for transit department. 





General superintendent-.................-.....-. $7,500 
Assistant superintendent 3.000 
— os iia etelanna oargetenrndibiives 2,000 
teno; dia dnth thine need alenns Goedes cath adutcctoavesecccce 1,500 
Two cia, OU cn tdacdndeedsac descess es ‘edna . 8,000 
a oonichibuswaudeneacnecesce 2,400 
a a. ani cnaunaduuccesessencteue 2,400 
ty oo ERE oT Sa aS cpeaaaistemaidaibadinse sthnadiredens 1,800 
a lo a seccnnechamena, Be” 
BROOM OR ao son nc wn n enn cn nano ns nn sn ee eo nen enenns cceeen ee cne 400 
ad coemenncenceccescouns 40, 000 
Two light keepers at Colon, at $900 each ............- ee 1,800 
Four sailors at Colon end of ED I, oo. ctcc cccncnccndccck 1, 440 
One pilot boat at Colon..................... a liiietdiidhbesitaschasonis'cimnoes sn takaaaie 14,000 
Four steam tugs at Colon, at $14,000 each._........ 2.22.22. 56, 000 
Two naphtha launches at Colon, at $2.500 each ............2 2... 5, 000 
Eight telegraph linemen, at $720 each --..............-...--2.--- eee 5, 760 
Fourteen telegraph operators, at $900 each.......... 2.2... 220- 22 ee 12, 600 
Captain of the port at Panama --....... itachi aiene anndlindeaciaisiie 2. 400 
TRS ASST ik ea aa 1,800 
Two clerks at Panama, at $1,500 each...._........... 2. 3, 000 
Two light-keepers at Panama, at $000 each ................---. 1,800 
Four sailors at Panama end, at $3860 each...................--- ae 1,440 
One pilot boat at Panama ........... Reniiiiniebnticmnwednahtineannes o-- 14,000 
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Four steam tugs at Panama, at $14,000 each___..-.......---. 2 $56,000 





Two naphtha launches at Panama, at $2,500 each..._.. -- 56,000 
Three lock masters, at $1,800 each ____.............. 5, 400 
Three assistant lock masters, at $1,200 each._____ 8,600 
Three machinists, at $1,500 each -.................-....... 4,500 
Six assistant machinists, at $1,200 each.._....... 2.22 7,200 
Be imw Dock: Saree, Ge Ge Oe ove ciene cccwccceccnndctcuccotucccoce 4,220 
Sern: SUN Te nn con nce susie eeeaet 6,480 
Thirty-six linemen, at SCE nih a ccisccd s:indecemintevteninnes Deiied Aleman aka 10, 800 
a RE ELE LA SEE LDL ADS EEL , 700 
NR I 9,000 
I RI ues deat aa umieaiaiaweiiied , 500 
ONS ERENT REGIE ERE TTS 45,000 

IN scenic ne a a uiee 851,340 


C. Medical department.—At eo head of this department will be a chief sur- 
geon, at $6,000 perannum. Attached to his office will be one medical inspector, 
at $5,000, and one clerk, at $1,800; one clerk, at $1,500, and one messenger, at 
#0), At Colon and Panama will be quarantine stations, at each of which will 
92 one quarantine officer, at $2,400 per annum, and one naphtha launch, at 
=. umergency hospitals and dispensaries will be established at Colon, 
yhio, and Pedro Miguel, each in charge of one assistant surgeon, at $2,000; 
one steward, at $900, and four nurses, at $500 each, with one cook, at $500, and 
two laborers, at $360. At Panama will be the general hospital, in charge of one 
surgeon, at $3,600; four assistant surgeons, at $2,000 each; twostewa at $900 
each, and twenty nurses, at $500 each: four cooks, at $500 each, and ten labor- 
ers, at $360 each. Hospital supplies, including surgical and medical stores, 


' food, and office supplies, may put down at $35,000. 


Recapituiation for medical department. 


TUNING. cnaice co cine certs btealieteien silt taiistiname ttn hlnstetigeeg. acces hoses $6,000 
NOIRE... nicasnincetiicn inhihsbsnlelinah iets aeiehedeainaeneiiien beaten baad ne a otadeeniotee 3,000 
Se aaa, Cee ee OUND, en os onan nds dccdcnencesasbstnerdscnceske 8, 300 
In mINUINI I og lee drell 400 
eo TS AAA ee, 4,800 
Sr ey IR CMD. .-- = 5c cunakebeseeesaeeenebocsenian * 
a IT SI GT i en wintnwinniieenm 6,000 
SS dé coc sets recn need eeries eaten euniton imeaie oie 2, 700 
I a a einnmaranaebaaiee awa 6,000 
Three cooks, at $500 _.__..- PEERS ESET: bitdctdesaa een oun eese eee 1,500 
I a i a a Ti ais 2,160 
RI Rac os oars So Se  cpaaa de wieedmemebigteodmin ban 8, 600 
ee 1 OD. ioe ss od dShunes oeeees caehunonnene 8,009 
Two stewards, at $900 ____- i age a en ek ce et ee ee ae 1,809 
I ee 10, 000 
I oo 2 1s 2 bs bape ainceiome suede accede 2,000 
ee eee oe ae as onion Sib moaned Sa boene mech aainnnemmndomiinmaanadl 85, 000 
TINS 5 3e5, ni lamers hae hidden Uabsppaieedunemerenier werd nitieraaiin 3, 600 
ON i cl a a a Dies: aivnahi 104, 860 


D. Finance department.—At the head of this department will be a treas- 
urer, at $6,000. ttached to his office will be two collectors, at $2,400 each; 
one teller, at $2,400; one paymaster. at $2,400; one chief clerk, at $2,000; four 
clerks, at $1,500; two clerks, at $1,200; two messengers, at $400. Office sup- 
plies may be placed at $500. 

Recapitulation of finance department. 





III nti icpcimemaneidintiitionssink ietie A AC 
Te eee eae eae 
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IN, SITE si Lassa icone dieesentinmbepplgneieny aemeatudigitets ciiianeinmdiens- dnl aieipeineiel 2,000 
Sh sls a een ialiseiniaenGeeae naan bade aiemiaie® 6, 600 
PTO GROE ER, BG EL B00 ....--0 cocsnc oo cene nanieiiitlipislikh taktiepainaiempieeciginina deemed 2,400 
a I tiara tennis dg gtimaanchaimisteid modemmalantinin auth #0) 
EE | snare cxbunn ie denh bondinensand pehens paepehatneiewantines tod 590 

IIIT sistas Saver hl tain eeeaniiincaee nal cih deta ania dade cettbdeatienieanee 27,300 


E. Law department.—At the head of this department will be a solicitor, at 
$6,000. Attached to his office will be a chief clerk, at $2,000; two clerks, at 
$1,500 each, and one messenger, at $400. Under him will be a justice of the 

ce at Colon and one at ma, who may be canal officials, and to whom 
*) extra pay may be given. Each will have one clerk, at $1,200. Office 
supplies, $500. 
Recapitulation of law department. 





ne a7 al a asa dad ethene en adcmiiasons mal $5,000 
SITIO 0 cassie uso debmmegiieind dimer aniediedn patiumiiih inte mins makes 2,000 
steadier pein Hie wth ata iinet tified ine ema 8,000 
I seine nnesenagepnesncanest sigacleo~ dpln-sasasichaswasaranleill detislalisaiicpetbia shen inant 400 
Pare SED GE SD DERGD, BS GotO~nn nn me cecencensesoccocccesvwcscaccece 1,000 
sn cake mtibane tind coomabnenaiineenas éiminpedmamnn 2, 400 
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Eo ccindec-etenio nerdy peniiemiintndine canton petition wanbipeminitieniiimms 15, 800 


F. Police department.—At the head of this de ent will bea marshal, 
at 36,000. Attached to his office will be one clerk, at $1,500, and one messer- 
ger, at $400. Posts will be established at Colon and at Panama, each to con- 
sist of one captain, at $2,000; two lieutenants, at $1,500; twelve sergeants, at 
$1,200, and ninety privates, at $1,030 each. Ateach post will ve maintained 
twenty saddle horses, at $250 each. 

Recapitulation for police department. 






IID 9. inisinenteatitenmindihiiansinmhiansibegieteihiiinieaithe mnaneuwigntti $6,000 
IER cienindiniitwetnan epuvhhbootes ountctns neanebiebgnnemenmnanan pital 1,500 
NED 5. ni tnmipatihedsseadanwocescavess meckae <pennh pepeeneenesene 400 
on nso abtnbecbccnvecce sensei wencaedagenl 4,000 
i Cn nates consnwobsens sccasbnosuns ostunbancngonmad, , Mae 
Twenty-four sergeants, at $1,200. ...... ..............................---. 96,800 
One hundred and eighty privates, at $1,080 -.............--...--....--.- 194, 400 
Forty saddie horses, at III alate cla etary > ale ctey sipeestaen uitebentiondaalinigin ea 10,000 
NE icin wiitnns conc tesnsbonvetnsasescoce cecce nevece cokbspepns shone 251, 100 
General summary. 

General expenses in the United States --.........---.---.....--.--.--.. $100,000 
PED. cainencankennegpncregnsoes possess had psa emmemgnnivd 39, 300 
PEDO? GHRRTOGRGING ccs wots cssenas cansceswens neveseccccesccceosen - SEE 
SS SEDER one cndnnectnswenenn occcsteoneesesss -buncd senechncnn SED 
eee rt eee 
PEROS Gener tment. ..wccc cso ccwess concer cencense-scorcnwsveccoece .-- 27,900 
a 15, 300 
Police department wn weee scence cocccecnecseteseeeescses one ceccconssauces 251, 100 
1, 686, 812 

Add 20 per cent ..... 2... - 2202222 - 22-2 -- enn n-ne oe nn een enn enee 337, 362 
Total anew wee ee SOE OEE EEE FEES BORE FEET ES SE EEEE SE OEEES SERRE EO OEE 2,024,174 


Or, say, $2,000,000. 
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The CHATRMAN. Have a examined the statement that made before? 
Colonel Ernst. Yes. nere is no essential change that I care to make. I 
simply would invite attention to the fact that on page 98, when I said that I 
thought the a dam was necessary, I was referring to the French 


plan, and that included a dam at Bohio, considerably lower than our dam; I 
subsequently signed a recommendation that that dam be omitted, but it isa 
wholly different sitaation. The Bohio dam is much higher. 

And whereas it appears from the above statement of expenditures and the 
sums appropriated for canal surveys that there is a sum remaining unex- 
pended of the appropriation for the isthmian canal surveys of about $15,000: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interoceanic Canals is instructed to ex- 
amine the foregoing papers, and such other evidence as may be brought be- 
fore it, and report: : , 

1. Whether the plan of government and administration of an isthmian 
canal, set out in the foregoing preamble, is wise, economical, and worthy of 
adoption, and in what respects, if any, it should be amended. And to report 
such a plan for the consideration of the Senate as will in their opinion be 
wise, safe, and economical. 

2. That they will inquire and report whether it is necessary,in order to 
establish the axial line of location for an isthmian canal, either on the Panama 
route or the Nicaragua route, to make a further survey of either of said 
routes, and the approximate cost of such surveys, including the use of any 
— or surveys heretofore made by the Panama Canal Company. 

. That said committee inquire and report whether any expenditures have 
been made for or by the Isthmian Canal Commission since they made their 
final report to the President on the 16th day of November, 1901, and, if such 
expenditures have been made, to ascertain and report the items thereof and 
whenand by whose order or direction the same were made. 

ans said committee is directed to report with convenient diligence, by bill 
or otherwise. 


Mr. MORGAN. Iask that the resolution be printed and that 
it lie over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire that 
= resolution shall go over under the rule or go over subject to 

is call? 

Mr. MORGAN. Perhaps I had better ask that the resolution 
shall go over subject to my call. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection 
to the request of the Senator from Alabama. 

INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RATLROADS. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Whereas it is asserted in public journals representing public opinion and 
exercising leading influence in the great itical parties of the United States 
that the officers, managers, and agents of the transcontinental railroad com- 
panies, including the Canadian Pacific Railroad Company and other railroad 
companies, acting in concert or combination, or with a common purpose, or 
singly, have opposed, unlawfully, the public policy and laws of the United 
States in respect of the ratification by Colombia of the treaty known as the 
Hay-Herran treaty, and that such railroad companies in like manner are 
obstructing the full and complete execution of the duty and policy of the 
United States as declared in the act of Congress approved June 28, 1902, en- 
titled “An act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the At- 
lantic and Pacific oceans;’’ and 

Whereas some of these railroad companies owe special duties of obedience 
to the laws and public policy of the United States in virtue of acts of Congress, 
and all of them that hold charters under the Federa! laws and the State laws 
of the United States owe the duties of allegiance to the United States: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Railroads is authorized and re- 
quired, with due diligence, to make careful inquiry into the facts on which 
such charges are made, which show whether or not they support or sustain 
os salie, and to report the testimony, with the findings of the committee, to 

e Senate. 

And said committee shall have full power to send for persons or papers, 
and to summon witnesses to testify before them, and to administer oaths, by 
any member of said committee, and to take down the testimony. 

And to this end said committee shall have authority to employ stenogra- 
phers, to be paid for their services the allowance regulated by law, and also 
to pay witnesses for mileage and attendance in like manner. 

he committee, if the committee so order, may hold their sessions at any 
place in the United States. The necessary expenses attending the perform- 
ance of these duties shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate 
on proper vouchers approved by the chairman of the Committee on Pacific 
ilroads. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask that the resolution be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. LODGE. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over 
under the rule. 

TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to have the unfinished business laid 
before the Senate. 

Mr. PENROSE. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a con- 
vention between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, 
signed on the 11th day of December, in the year 1902. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have had this measure laid before the Senate 
for the purpose of giving any Senators an opportunity to discuss it 
to-day if they should desire to do so. If no Senator desires to dis- 
cuss it now, it may go over as the unfinished business. 

I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on 
Friday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ed to the con- |. 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and eight min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 
1 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Friday, 
December 4, 1908, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 1, 1908. 
SECRETARY OF HAWAII. 

A. L. C. Atkinson, of Hawaii, to be secretary of Hawaii, vice 

George R. Carter, appointed governor. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John P. Dickinson, of Colorado, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Hugo, Colo., his term having expired January 24, 1903. 
appointment. ) 

TRANSFER IN THE ARMY. 

Second Lieut. Donald W. Strong, Artillery Corps, to be second 

lieutenant of infantry, with rank from October 10, 1903, 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Midshipman Luke E. Wright, jr., to be an ensign in the Navy 
from the 15th day 
grade on that date. 

POSTMASTER. 


George H. Myhan to be postmaster at South Haven, in the | 


county of Van Buren and State of Michigan, in place of Charles 
Delamere, deceased. 


— 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 1, 1903. | 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 
Midshipman George B. Landenberger to be an ensign in the 
Navy from the 15th day of April, 1903. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 
John C. Pollock, of Kansas, to be United States district judge 
for the district of Kansas. 
POSTMASTERS, 
CONNBCTICUT. 
James F'. Holden to be postmaster at Forestville, in the county 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 
IOWA. 
A. M. Henderson to be postmaster at Story City, in the county 
of Story and State of Iowa. 
KANSAS. 
Albert M. Wasser to be postmaster at Girard, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Kansas. 
KENTUCKY. 
Charles E. Mann to be postmaster at Pembroke, in the county 
of Christian and State of Kentucky. 
MICHIGAN. 
George H. Myhan to be postmaster at South Haven, in the county 
of Van Buren and State of Michigan. 
MONTANA. 
Daniel H. Ross to be postmaster at Missoula, in the county of 
Missoula and State of Montana. 


NEBRASKA. 


Daniel L. Crellin to be postmaster at Plainview, in the county | 


of Pierce and State of Nebraska. 

Edward McLernon to be postmaster at Sidney, in the county of 
Cheyenne and State of Nebraska. 

Melancthon Scott to be postmaster at South Auburn, in the 
county of Nemaha and State of Nebraska. 

Thomas T. Varney to be postmaster at Ansley, in the county 
of Custer and State of Nebraska. 

Thomas B. Walker to be postmaster at Atkinson, in the county 
of Holt and State of Nebraska. 

Seth W. Wilson té be postmaster at Wood River, in the county 
of Hall and State of Nebraska. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

George A. Young to be postmaster at Concord, in the county 

of Merrimack and State of New Hampshire. 
NEW JERSEY. 


Lewis A. Waters to be postmaster at Madison, in the county of | 


Morris and State of New Jersey. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 

Edgar C.. Bennette to be postmaster at Richwood, in the county 
of Nicholas and State of West Virginia. 

Madison E. Callihan to be postmaster at Thurmond,in the 
county of Fayette and State of West Virginia. 

Thad T. Huffman to be postmaster at Keyser, in the county of 
Mineral and State of West Virginia. 


(Re- | 
| 


of April, 1903, to fill a vacancy existing in that | 


| ayes seemed to have it. 
| 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuESDAY, December 1, 1908. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, November 27, was 
read and approved. 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington desires to 
take the oath of office. 
Mr. Cushman appeared at the bar of the House, and took the 
oath of office. 
COMMITTEE ON RULES. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
| Ordered, That leave is hereby given to the Committee on Rules to have mat- 
| ter pertaining to the business of that committee printed on order of the 
| chairman. 
| The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
| tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
| The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to, 


THE LOUISIANA PURCHASE. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
' sent for the consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution which 
| the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (fhe Senate concurring), That the 
invitation extended to the Congress of the United States by the Louisiana 
Historical Society and by the governor of the State of Louisiana to attend 
the ceremonies in commemoration of the one hundredth anniversary of the 
transfer of the territory of Louisiana and all sovereignty over said territory 
by France to the United States, to be held at New Orleans, December 18, 19, 
and 20, 1903, be, and it is hereby, accepted. 

That the President pro tempore of the Senate and the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to ap- 
point a committee, consisting of three Senators and five Representatives, to 
attend the ceremonies and to represent the Congress of the United States on 
the occasion of the celebration of the centennial anniversary referred to. 

Resolved further, That the expenses of the members of the said joint com- 
mittee of the Senate and House of Representatives authorized to attend and 
attending and representing the Congress of the United States at the city of 
New Orleans on the occasion named, not exceeding in the aggregate $2,500, to 
be paid as follows: One-half thereof out of the contingent fund of the House, 
| and one-half thereof out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. - Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I ask unanimous consent that I 
may have twenty minutes to explain the resolution. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that when the House adjourn to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Friday next. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, pending that, I 
wish to submit a request for unanimous consent that we have 
debate to the extent of thirty minutes on each side. 

Mr. PAYNE. Can not the gentleman get along with a little 
less than that? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I think it would be very dif- 
ficult to restrict myself to less than that to begin with. 

Mr. PAYNE. If it amuses the gentleman, I shall not object to 
it. I ask unanimous consent that we have thirty minutes’ debate 

on each side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, at the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Mississippi, asks unanimous con- 
sent that there be thirty minutes’ talk on aside. [Langhter.] Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. The gentleman from New York moves that when 
the House adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Friday next. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 72. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has thirty 
minutes and the gentleman from Mississippi has thirty minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. As the motion seems to be adopted, I think I 
will reserve my time for the present. [Laughter. | 

Mr. HULL. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HULL. My understanding was that the consent for debate 
was on the motion to adjourn until Friday. As that motion is 
carried, what is there before the House? 


The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent was given that there 


should be an hour’s talk, [Laughter. ] 





Sean nner cities hd 


old 





to adjourn until Friday? 

The SPEAKER. It was just talk. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, in the House of 
Representatives unanimous consent is almost as powerful as in the 
Senate of the United States. I yield such time as he may desire 
to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ArMonpD]. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, if I do not get through at 
the end of ten minutes, I would ask the Chair to use his gavel. 

Mr. Speaker, the usual course, as suggested by the gentleman 
from Iowa | Mr. Huu], would be, first, debate upon the proposi- 
tion and then a vote: but the Speaker recognizes the fact that 
debate in this hody has ceased to be effective, and very appropri- 


Mr. HULL. On that question? Was not that on the question 
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eight out of seventeen, or only seven, and on the smaller commit- 
tees representation in the same proportion, is yet an open ques- 
I hear that the tempter is trying to call him to the top of 
a high mountain and to show before him the illusory plain of 
peace, pretending to give it to him. provided he * hogs up”’ as 


| many committee places as possible for gentlemen on the other 


ately suggested that instead of debate we merely have some | 


‘*talk’’ for an hour. While that appears to the gentleman from 
Iowa as being contrary to the usual course of procedure, he 
might, on reflection, know that it is quite as effective as the reg- 
ular way. 

We understand on this side, though our information is not of- 
ficial—we can not learn anything official in this House until the 


that the management of the House is greatly agitated now over | 


a most important question—has labored upon it long, and does 
not know yet how to solve it. That question is how to adjourn, 
or, in other words, how to let go of the extra session. We had 
supposed, until this question arose, that the extra session would 


“let go’’ itself—that it would wind up without any particular | 


exercise of ingenuity on the part of those responsible for it. 
Meanwhile, however, we have the spectacle, and the country 

has the spectacle, of the Alphonse Senate saying to the Gaston 

House, ‘‘ After you. my dear Gaston;’’ and the Gaston House, not 


to be outdone in politeness by the Alphonse Senate, saying. ** After | 


you, my dear Alphonse; you say first when we shall adjourn.” 
{Laughter.| And meanwhile, Leon, standing off at a safe dis- 
tance, not with a great deal of enjoyment, and perhaps not with 
a large degree of sincerity, but with a good d 
saying, *‘ Magnificent! How magnanimous! How strenuous!”’ 
[Langhter.] But aside he is giving expression to the wish very 
deep down in his heart, ‘“‘I wish I had four years of my own in 
that dear White House at Washington, D. C.”’ [Laughter.] 

This spectacle is somewhat edifying to the country and some- 
what amusing to the House. However, it has to be, because no 
more important matter, according to the conception of those in 
control, is to be disposed of. 

There is another matter of considerable im 
stand, that is agitating the management, and that is the make-up 
of the committees. Now,I am under the impression—I may be 
wrong about it—that you gentlemen on the other side have not 
been treating the Speaker just right. You ought to go to him 
and tell him what you want. [Laughter.] 
him know what is your choice as to committee assignments and 
committee chairmanships. When you go, take a good supply of 
soft pine along: strive to do something pleasant to him; litter up 
his floor with shavings; make him feel at home and ina good 
humor. If he tells you he *‘ will do the best he can for you,”’ do 
not be put off with that, because, in that case, the best he can do 
is not going to be much. Hold him down to something definite. 
Find out what is really the very best that he can do, or the very 
best he will do. Take somesmoking material with you. ‘Smoke 
him out’? when he tells you he will do the best he can. Take 
something that is good and strong. Like most people who use the 
weed, he believes that he isa judge of good tobacco; butas a mat- 
ter of fact I think, provided it burns readily and gives off a dense 


cloud of deep, black, strong smoke, anything will answer the | 


purpose. Take it and use it liberally when you call on him. 

Now, there has been a suggestion that a time may come when 
the Speaker will be difficult to find, when he will retire, probably, 
to the bottom of a well, and have the curb and the windlass and 
the rope all removed. If that does happen—I do not know but 
that he will go there for reflection, to determine the make-up of 
the committees—if that does happen, be assured that the curb has 
been removed and the windlass and the rope taken away by some 
of the gentlemen who know that they shall be chairmen of good 
committees. But do not be bothered by that. Get another rope 
and slide down to where the old gentlemanis. [Laughter.] Find 
out what he is going todo. Do not leave him to wrestle with that 
question alone. Do not leave him without a suggestion or a hint 
as to what ought to be done. 

And then, I am told, there is another matter that is agitating 
the Speaker somewhat, and that is whether he shall give us of 
the minority the full representation to which we are entitled on 
these committees or give us something less. I understand he has 
unanimously reached the conclusion that it would be an outrage 
upon us to give to us only six out of seventeen, only three out of 
nine, only five or six out of fifteen,on a committee. I understand 
he has reached that conclusion; but whether he will give us, say, 


| side and gives us as few as possible. 


This would certainly be a delusion, and I take it that our Speaker, 
being a man not easily caught with ordinary, shadowy delusions, 
will not fall; but if he does he will find that this tempting plain 
of peace spread out before him will probably have some rough 
places in it, and that occasionally things are liable to happen that 
will be suggestive of the fact that over upon this side we are not 
entirely reconciled to getting a great deal less than what belongs 


| to us. 


Now, do what you can upon the other side to enlighten and to 
help him out, and upon this side, brethren, pray forhim. [Laugh- 
ter.] And let us hope that this politeness, so edifying. between 
the two Houses may continue to the end, and that when the gavel 


| finally falls, just before 12 o’clock upon next Monday, we shall 
time when things are to transpire—we understand unofficially | 


see the Senatorial Alphonse bowing to the House Gaston, and 
behold the House Gaston doubling himself up before the Senatorial 


| Alphonse; and that if we do not see, we can easily imagine, the 
| the Presidential Leon lending his approval, mixed with his doubts 





of show of it, is | 


and apprehensions as to what may happen. 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

ere The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I am afraid I 
shall have to begin by apologizing to the House for an awfully 
sore throat, but I can not refrain from saying a few things about 
the fact that again three days of precious and expensive time 
have passed, and the Republican Senate, which has postponed a 
vote upon a very important bill because it wanted debate, has 
spent that time in doing nothing, not even debating; and the 
House, which might be doing something of some sort, has spent 
that time in imitating the example of the Senate. This reminds 
me of the fact that there are some in“ant industries no longer 


[Langhter and ap- 


| needing, even from a Republican standpoint, the shelter of pro- 


tectionism, which industries might ibly be referred to now, 
not because anything is to be immediately gained of a practical 
character by anything that I may now say, but because I want 


| to plant good seed in Republican minds—seed of possible reform 


| of the tariff, even from a protectionist standpoint. 
rtance, I under- | 


I believe even a protectionist admits that an industry which 
has ceased to be an infant to such an extent that it carries its 


| great arms all over the world and plants its feet in every country 
| of the world, doing business everywhere, is not an industry that 
| any more needs paternalism. I believe that even from a Repub- 


You ought to let | 
| sell in competition with the 
| home of that pauper labor 





lican standpoint it will be admitted that when an industry can 

uper labor of the world in the very 
e very highest tax that ought to be 
put upon the American consumer upon importations of articles 
of that sort from foreign countries to our shores, if any importa- 
tion takes place, should be a revenue duty. 

In the Washington Post yesterday I saw an article headed 
“Vast steel exports—Significance of the reduction of railway 
freight rates on iron and steel manufactures intended for exporta- 
tion.” 

I want to read a part of this article to the House and comment 
upon it. The other day I picked up another copy of this same 
paper, in which I found a statement that four of the great rail- 
roads of this country had entered into an agreement to reduce 
freight charges 33} per cent upon iron and steel and products of 


iron and steel intended for export; and I found another matter of 


fact just about that time, that in order to recoup for the advan- 
tage which was being given to the great steel trust upon reduc- 
tions of freight rates upon steel and iron and products of steel and 
iron intended for export freight rates had been raised 2 per cent 
upon all articles intended for interstate commerce from Chicago 
to the seaboard. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is not only the duty of government to see to 
it that government itself has no favorites in industry, in interest, 
or in locality, but it is the duty of government to see to it that 
no government-created person, like a railway corporation, shall 
indulge in favoritisms of that sort, discriminating against one 
class of industry or one class of shippers in favor of another; and 
yet this is going on. Is it going on for the purpose of building 
up an export market for a surplus of steel and iron? Not a par- 
ticle, because before the rebate took place these same manufac- 
turing companies were shipping, as I will show you in a moment, 
to all parts of the world. 

Now, can we not agree this morning—can you gentlemen over 
there not agree—that just as soon as possible you will go before 
the Waysand Means Committee and ask that there be a reduction of 


at least 50 and probably 75 per cent upon the steel and iron schedule, 
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or those parts of it, at any rate, which are being shipped abroad 
to all the world? Is not the fact patent that you do not need protec- 
tion to get the home market as a shelter against the so-called 
auper labor of the world—by the way, a very cheap labor per 
ig but a very expensive labor per finished article—is it not 
patent to you gentlemen that that protection is not needed when 
your sevahe are selling abroad in the home of the pauper labor? 

Yet the Washington Post, quoting from official documents 
which I believe are ne true, publishes the editorial which I 
will put in the Recorp. It shows that Europe is our best cus- 
tomer; that in 1900 Europe took from the United States a larger 
total of iron and steel than any other of the grand divisions of the 
globe, the total amount of iron and steel on to Europe in that 
year being forty-five and three-quarter million dollars, in round 
numbers. 

That same year North America took forty-two million and some 
odd hundred thousand from us; South America, seven and one- 
third millions in round numbers; Asia, eleven and one-quarter 
millions; Oceania, twelve and three-quarter millions; and Africa 
two and one-third millions, in round numbers. What did they 
consist of? Why, they consisted of nearly all the products of 
iron and steel—locomotives, sewing machines, steel rails, type- 
writers, nails, barbed wire, etc. Sewing machines amounted to 
two and one-quarter millions in 1899, and have grown in export to 
four millions in 1892. Typewriters, which were only separately 
slated in 1897, amounted to less than a million and a half then, 
and in 1902 to three millions, an increase of 100 per cent. All of 
this I will insert in the Recor, because I do not desire to weary 
the House by reading it. 

But I do want the country to understand, and I want the Re- 
publican membership of this House to understand, that under 
the guise of aso-called sacred duty of ‘‘ standing pat’’ on Dingley 
tariff rates you are deliberately affording to the great steel trust 
a shelter under which it can extort from the American consumer, 
although with its American labor, high priced per diem, it has 

roven its ability to compete with the foreign labor of the world 
S the foreign markets of the world, and in every quarter of the 
world—Asia, Europe, Africa, Oceania, and the domains of North 
America and South America. If the people of the United States 
are so devoutly attached to the mere name of Republicanism, or 
can frighten themselves to the point of insanity with some bogie 
man of the past so far that they will not listen to plain facts like 
these, then I am mistaken about the American people. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

My friends, here is an infant industry that has grown to be a 


Colossus that bestrides this narrow world, and we pigmies of | 


American consumers peep from between its huge legs to find our- 
selves resting places from extortion. Shakespeare did not express 
the conclusion correctly—we worship it. There are people who 
would rise if you undertook to reduce the tariff on these steel and 
iron goods 50 per cent. Mind you, I do not say that from your 
standpoint you ought to put them on the free list, but you ought 
at least to reduce them. From our standpoint we ought to reduce 
them to the competitive point where there is a possibility that 
inflowing importations can be put in competition to keep down 
the extortionate prices at home, when by combination extortionate 
prices might be agreed upon, at least to the level of the price 
charged abroad. 

But men will come in, when you propose to reduce it at all, and 
tell you that you are going to “slay ’’ this “‘ great American in- 
dustry.’ It does not make any difference with our at indus- 
try whether it slays the American consumer or throttles the 
American enterprise of shipbuilding, by combinations with rail- 
roads whereby foreign shipbuilders get a rebate _ freight 
charged for shipbuilding material for exportation. thereby kill- 
ing the American merchant marine by preventing the natural re- 
sources of the country, undiscriminated against, and the wealth 
of the country from building up naturally and healthfully our 
merchant marine. 

My friends, we have had a recent object lesson to encourage 

ou. You will remember that in 1894 the great State of West 
Virginia went Republican because the duty on coal was reduced. 

The outrageous suffering caused in the anthracite coal region 
forced the Republican party last Congress to put coal on the free 
list until January next. That coal industry, that infant industry 
that was going to be destroyed even by a reduction, is still sur- 
viving. and the only effect of putting coal on the free list thus far 
has been to increase to some extent the importations of foreign 
coal of an inferior quality and to prevent the bituminous and 
anthracite coal combinations from carrying the price of our coal 
up to the extortionate figure at which they put it last winter. At 
the same time they have supplied the American market with 
American céal at a price giving a profit to the American miner 
and laborer and leaving to the capital invested in it a fine profit. 

During this time this great industry, about which West Virginia 
went Republican because the duty was reduced by the Wilson 





E 


bill, has flourished without any duty. Let us furnish the coun- 
try another object lesson—this time with coal and steel as a sub- 
ject. You ask why we as Democrats are interested in that. I 
tell you frankly that every object lesson furnished to the country 
which disproves the Republican contention that a reduction of 
the duties anywhere along the line of the Dingley bill means pov- 
erty, starvation, and all that is invaluable to us and the country. 
The Democracy stands for the greatest good to the greatest num- 
ber, including the consumers of this country. [Applause on the 
Democratic — 

The difference between us on this side of the Chamber and you 
on that side of the Chamber is that you legislate for classes, and 
they are classes which can cooperate with one another, and there- 
fore become important political forces, while we stand for every- 
body, including the humblest American consumer. We stand 
for the farmers of the West, and we say to you gentlemen from 
Kansas and from Iowa and Minnesota and the great West 

Mr. CURTIS. You robbed the farmers of the West in 1894. 
as WILLIAMS of Mississippi (continuing). We stood here 

en— 

Mr. CURTIS. During the life of the Wilson bill there was a 
loss of ten millions to the farming interests of the country by 
reason of that bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi (continuing). We stood fora 
reduction of the tariff on agricultural implements and barbed 
wire and nails which alone would have saved those farmers 50 
per cent. Let us say to the Avery plow people, for example, that 
they can not sell to the farmer of Mississippi or Kansas at one figure 
and to the farmer of South America and the farmer of the Argen- 
tine Republic and of South Africa, that is reached by steaming 
past the south door of Great Britain, at a less figure. Let both 
parties stand up now and face the situation as it stands. 

Now, I want to say to you from this side of the House that 
whenever you have a good thing over there in the interest of 
the people we will help you put it through. Whenever you want 
to reduce the duty on agricultural implements, we will help you 
put it through. Whenever you want to reduce the duty upon 





| sewing machines for the poor sweat-room workers in New York 


and Chicago, we will help you to put it through. We will help 
you todo anything that is right. We are anxious to help you. 
We seem to be much more anxious to help you than you are to 
— _ or the country. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? I want to in- 
sert with my remarks the article to which I referred, and also an 
article from the Boston Herald upon effect of the free-coal legis- 
lation of last Congress. 


[Washington Post, November 30.]} 


VAST STEEL EXPORTS—SHOW A DECREASE IN PAST TWO YEARS, HOW- 
EVER—DUE TO HOME CONSUMPTION—SIGNIFICANCE OF THE REDUCTION 
OF RAILWAY FREIGHT RATES ON IRON AND STEEL MANUFACTURES IN- 
TENDED FOR EXPORTATION—ELECTRICAL MACHINERY THE CHIEF ITEM 
IN THE LIST OF MANUFACTURED ARTICLES. 


The announcement that a reduction of freight rates on iron and steel 
manufactures for exportation is being made by the railroads forthe purpose 
of encouraging exports of American iron and steel manufactures lends inter- 
est to some figures compiled by the Department of Commerce and Labor, 
through its Bureau of Statistics, regarding the commerce of the United 
States in iron and steel manufactures. These tables show that manufactures 
of iron and steel form the largest single item of our exports of manufactured 
articles,and have shown a more remarkable avowth in exportation than 
perhaps any other great article in the large number which form the classifi- 
cation ‘* Manufactures.” 

Beginning with $52,144 in 1800, the growth was extremely slow during the 
first half of the century, being only $1,953,702 in 1850. In 1860 the total was 

870,114; in 1870, $13,483,163; in 1880, $14,716,524; in 1890, $25,542,208, and in 1900, 

121,913,548, the increase in the closing decade of the century being nearly 

our times as much asin the ninety years preceding. 
In 1901 the total was $117,319,320; in 1902, $98,552,562, and in 1908, $96,642,467. 
That the decrease in exportations since 1900 is chiefly due to increased home 
demand is indicated by the fact that the domestic production of pig iron, the 
basis of iron and steel manufactures, has increased from 13,789,242 tons in 1900, 
the year of the greatest exports, to 17,821,307 tons in 1902, an increase of about 
30 per cent during the period in which the reduction of exportsoccurred. A 
further evidence of the large home demand for iron and steel is found in the 
fact that during this recent period, in which the production of pig iron was 
greatly increased and the exports of manufactures of iron and steel decreased, 
the importation of iron and steel grew from $20,478,728 in 1900 to $51,617,312 in 


EUROPE THE BEST CUSTOMER. 
Europe took in 1900 from the United States a larger total than any other 
of the grand divisions, the total value of iron and steel exports to Europe in 
that year being $45,784,554. In that year North America took $42,378,119 in 
value in our iron and steel manufactures; South America took $7,357,417; 
Asia, $11,225,144; Oceania, $12,569,947; and Africa, $2,304,498. The reduction in 
192 and 1903, as compared with 1990, was chiefly in exports to Europe, which 
fell from $45,000,000 in 1900 to $31,127,601 in 1902, and about the same figure in 
1908. Meantime North America increased slightly her takings of our iron 
and steel, the figures for 1902 being $43,647,867, against $42,378,119 in 1900. 
Machinery forms by far the most important feature in the exports of iron 
and steel manufactures. Electrical. machinery, which was only separately 
classified by the Bureau in 1898, amounted in that year to $2,000,000, and in 
1902 to nearly $5,500,000. Tae machines, which amounted to $2,250,000 in 
1889, were over $4,000,000 in 1902. Typewriters, which were only separately 
stated in 1897, amounted in that year to less than $1,500,000, and in 1902 to 
500,000. Locomotive engines increased from $1,750,000 in 1902 to over 
$5,500,000 in 1900, but, owing to the very great demand of the home market 
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upon the manufacturers of the United States, fell to $3,250,000 in 1902. Adding 
only those items of machinery included under iron and steel manufactures 
it may be said that the exportations from the United States of machinery as 
a@ group amounts to about $75,000,000 annually. 


[Boston Herald, November 12.] 
FREE COAL. 


The statements which were recently printed, made by the coal dealers of 
Boston, bearing on an extension of the free entrance into this country of for- 


eign-mined bituminous coal, were interesting and instructive as far as they 
went; but, as is often the case, these comments only covered the immediate 
and obvious features in the question. These coal dealers stated that while 


during the coal famine of last fall and winter there were importations 
into Boston of foreign bituminous coal, these gradually diminished, until dur- 
ing the last six months they have entirely ceased, so far as concerns the in- 
coming of trans-Atlantic fuel, while the shipments of Canadian coal to Boston 
do not show any large increase over the importations that were made in the 
summer and fall of last year or the year before. 

The coal dealers affirm that foreign competition in bituminous coal has in 
no way troubled them, as our domestic coal is looked upon by those who use 
it as a superior class of fuel, and unless there is a scarcity of it, or the price is 
exceptionally high, it will be purchased by those who have been accustomed 
to use it in preference to foreign coal. These dealers say that, as the rebat- 
ing duty has not under ordinary trade conditions stimulated ports, there 
is no special reason why it should be continued, assuming that it is contrary 
to the general trade policy of the United States to permit of free importa- 
tions of a competitive commodity. 

In referring tothe desirability of continuing the rebate that is now made, 
and that, in the absence of Congressional action, expires by limitationin the 
month of January of next year, we have cailed attention to onecircumstance 
which, for reasons best known to themselves, the bituminous coal dealers in 


Boston, in their interviews with our reporters, appear to have entirely ig- | 


nored. It has seemed to us ali along that it was highly questionable, under 
normal trade conditions, whether we should importcoal from Nova Scotia in 
large quantities. It may be that, asa fuel, it is not equal to the coal which 
comes to us from Maryland and West Virginia; at all events, our manufac- 
turers and those who are large consumers of this grade of fuel have become 
so accustomed to the use of domestic bituminous coal that they would prefer 
to pay a somewhat higher price for it than forany imported coal. Buta limit 
could be placed to this willingness, and the existence of this favorable dis- 
py en furnishes all of the protection that our bituminous coal producers 
shouid receive. 

At the present time, as the result of corporate alliances and combinations, 
the bituminous coal production eastof the Allegheny Mountains is practi- 
cally under one control, and those en this authority have it entirely 
in their hands to set the price which manufacturers and others in New Eng- 
land must pay for their fuel. That they are quite willing to take advantage 
of such opportunities recent experiences have re hiweoey The t 
coal strike of last year was not in the bituminous coal d, but the of 
bituminous coal was advanced to a great height because the competition of 
anthracite was in a large degree removed. 

By havingit possible to import foreign coal at any time without payment 
of duty a regulating feature will be introduced into the New pa coal 
market that will have the effect of preventing the excesses which the coal 
monopoly might otherwise readily indulge in, for so long as it was realized 
that foreign bituminous coal could be imported those representing the At- 
lantic seaboard bituminous coal combination would not put the price of their 
fuel at a point which would encourage this outside competition. The busi- 
ness is, under existing conditions, an exceedingly profitable one to those 
engaged in it, and while entirely willing that they should make a large profit, 
it is necessary for our own industrial well-being that they should not be per- 
mitted to make an extravagant profit. 

In addition to this there is the further argument to be made that while 
we can readily supply ourselves on the Atlantic seaboard with a high grade 
of bituminous coal of domestic production, this does not hold true of those 
living on the Pacific slope. The coal mined in the State of Washington is of 
a decidedly inferior quality, while, on the other hand, the bituminous coal 
produced in British Columbia is of an exceptionally nary. The manu- 
i ctnsers and others of the Pacific have benefi materially by the 
rebate system now in force, and there is no —< reason why they should be 
one to pay a useless and burdensome duty. 

ere is every reason why we should seek to ees free pemeres > 
this commodity with the Dominion of Canada. In the fiscal year—that 
is, the year ending June 30, 1908—we purchased coal in Canada to the value 
of a little under $5,000,000, this representing, due chiefly to the advance in 
rice, an importation having a value about $900,000 greater than similar 
mports of the preceding year. But in the same year we sold to Canada our 
coal to the value of over $16,000,000—that is, of this, $6,600,000 represented our 
sales of anthracite and $9,700,000 our sales of bituminous coal. The increase 
in this respect over the year previous was even greater than the enlargement 
of Canadian sales in this country. 

Canada is by long odds our est foreign haser of coal, as will be 
seen when it is said that the total exports of coal from the United States had 
a value in the fiscal year of 1908 of $01 206 4a. Hence quite three-fourths of 
these exports represent sales made in Canada. We have made a temporary 
rebate in our duty, while on bituminous coal . continues to charge a 
duty. It would be of greatadvantage to the bituminous coal producers of 
western Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, and Dlinois if this Canadian duty were 
repealed, and an Se were given to them of ob free access to 
the central areasof the Dominion north of the Great Lakes, districts in which 
= people are at present almost entirely dependent upon them for their sup- 

yo uel. 

. The government at Ottawa has commonly raised or lowered its duty as 
we have raised or lowered ours, and, undoubtedly, if the coal duty as defi: 
in the tariff of 1897 had been popeaies , action of Con last winter, the 
Canadians would have repealed their duty upon American bituminous coal. 
But the responsible ministers of the Dominion consider that our action was 
simply a spasmodic effort to tide over what was a local complication, and 
that it would be wanting in dignity if official notice were en of it b 
nada. If we can now make permanent our temporary action, there is 
— for thinking that action along the same lines will be taken by the 
minion. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman 
from Mississippi has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I now yield five minutes to 

(Mr. Garngs]. [Applause. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire in the few 
moments I Have to address myself to Republicans, who have 
two policies just now, to wit, “stand _ on the tariff and 
stand still on’ trusts. ‘The first one has reannounced by a 


gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] a few days ago, while 
the second is proven by the standstill record of the Republican 
Administration and party. The gentleman from New York 
made the remarkable statement—a frank confession—last week 
that ‘the Republican ve is a little too wise to revise the 
tariff, paralyzing business of the country more or less, on the eve 
of a Presidential election.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The tleman from Tennes- 
see will excuse me just a moment. I said that coal was put upon 
the free list in 1894. I meant to say it was reduced in duty, and 
that West Virginia went Republican merely because the duty on 
the coal was reduced. 

Mr. MANN. Many of these corrections might be made by the 
gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is it possible that after the Repub- 
lican party has been in power for about forty years, eight years 
excepted, they are yet unable to modify a tariff law that has proven 
a burden to the po. a menace to their trade at home and 
abroad, without paralyzing the business of the people? It must 
be hothouse business, gentlemen, that the Republican protection 
produces. Is it possible, gentlemen, that to reform a Republican 
tariff is to paralyze business—the legitimate business of this coun- 
try? Don’t you mean that to reform the tariff will reduce it and 
paralyze the lawless trusts, which you dare not do? 

Did not the Democrats in 1846 reform a protective tariff with- 
out such results, and did not Mr. Blaine say that that tariff was 
so satisfactory that ‘all parties’’ acquiesced in that—a revenue 
tariff—and did not the great ‘‘ tariff carpenter’’ from Iowa, Sena- 
tor ALLISON, say of that tariff that it was “as perfect a tariff as 
any we ever had, as regards all the great interests of the country,”’ 
and did not Mr. Garfield say that it produced an era of ‘‘ gen- 
eral prosperity?’ 

Is it possible that this great Republican majority, a great Ways 
and Means Committee with a still greater chairman, with a dis- 
tinguished reformer as Speaker of this House, can not possibly 
remedy now a tariff iniquity until after the election is over next 
year without destroying the business of the country? This isa 
confession of incompetence or a fear that the protected interest 
will turn the Republicans out of power in the next Presidential 
election, a fear which we know will continue, and thus prevent 
any tariff reform. Did we not hear last spring a leading Repub- 
lican Senator in the Ohio convention say, ‘‘ Stand pat om keep on 
standing pat?’ 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] a few days ago 
said that as soon as a certain soreness was relieved, caused b 
the Alaskan boundary decision, Canada might propose a reci- 
procity arrangement, but I read from to-day’s paper a press 
dispatch from Toronto which quotes the prime minister of On- 
tario as saying in substance that such a treaty would be a most 
* entangling alliance,” and that we had annulled one and a new 
one would meet the same fate; and more, said he: *‘ We can get 
allwe want from the United States without a treaty. If the 
United States wants Canadian product they could take off the 
duty.”” Germany yesterday barred the products of the American 
Tobacco Company, and are *‘ much excited over American trusts,”’ 
says the Washington Times of yesterday. And so retaliation in 
commerce goes on because of your “‘ stand pat’’ policy. 

I was in London last summer and witnessed the efforts of Mr. 
Chamberlain, who, with his followers, is demanding retaliation 
against the United States because of your ‘stand pat’’ and 
*‘unreasonable”’ tariff exclusion laws. This same Mr. Chamber- 
lain, if you please, so happily spoken of by my friend from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] a few days ago, pronouncing him one of the 
ablest of English statesmen. at did Mr. Chamberlain say 
about your tariff laws? I quote his words, ‘‘That the United 
States made everything and excluded everything;’’ and he and 
his distinguished followers are exerting their mightiest efforts to 
levy a retaliatory tariff on all manufactured imports and farm 
products, except corn and cornmeal, sent from the United States 
to Great Britain, thus penalizing the farmers of this country, 
whom we should most ae that you may protect the trusts. 
I returned home and took down the Statistical Abstract, prepared 
by Mr. O. P. Austin, to see how well founded Mr. Chamberlain 
was in his criticism of your “‘ unreasonable tariff,’ as he calls it. 
What did I find in point? That im 1901 of Great Britain’s im- 

rts the United States furnished 27 per cent, and that of Great 

ritain’s exports she sent us only 6,5, per cent, much less than 
under the emus oe tariff laws. amma 

Are you surpri t e poses to re re We, as 
Mr. Chamberlain says, to ound -oranytiing there that we make, 


selling it cheaper in many instances to them than to our own 
people, I may add, and there undersell his own countrymen, close 
up their manufactories, and drive their employees out of work, 
and expect them to submit? Is a 27 per cent to 6 per cent a fair 
exchange? No, they say; and they 

levy a tax on the farm products of 


, and may succeed, to 
country and destroy 
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thereby the greatest open market that our farmers have in the 
foreign ccs tie free ports of Great Britain. Are you going 
to stand pat and do that? That is whatyou say youwilldo. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

{Here the hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HEMENWAY] as much time as he desires. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I have failed to discover in 
the discussion indulged in by gentlemen on the other side just 
what it is they desire. Aday or two ago the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Dz ARMOND] wanted the House to adjourn. I do 
nat understand from his remarks to-day whether he is still of that 
opinion or not. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WImLLIAMs] 
complained that the House was wasting its time. The gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES] complains that we are about to take 
away from the laborers of foreign countries their employment. 

Now, sir, this, House met for a purpose, and let us see what that 
purpose was. © President convened Congress in extra session, 
and here is what he said: 

I have convened the Congress that it mer consider the legislation neces- 
sary to put into operation the commercial treaty with Cuba which was 

fied & the Senate at its last session and subsequently by the Cuban 
Government. 

Congress met for that specified purpose. In less than ten days 
the House performed, and d the necessary legislation and sent 
it to the Senate. Now the House is patiently waiting for the 
Senate to perform, and the Speaker is here, with the House in 
session, so that if the Senate does pass the necessary legislation 
during this extra session, he may sign the bill and let it go to the 
President of the United States. We have performed the duty for 
which we were called together, and we are here waiting for the 
other branch of Congress to perform, and when they do, we shall 
be here, with the Speaker ready, as I say, to sign the bill. 

Now, what is the further complaint of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? Why, he complains that we have exported from the 
United States in the last year some $85,000,000 worth of iron and 
steel products. He says that this is the result of class legislation. 
If it is the result of class legislation, what class has it favored? 
Why, sir, 60 per cent of the $85,000,000 worth of goods exported— 
I might say 75. per cent of the $85,000,000 worth—went to whom? 
It went to the laboring people of the United States, and if it is 
the result of class legislation, then the Republican party legislated 
into the pockets of the laboring people of the United States some 
$65,000,000 of that $85,000,000. Does the gentleman complain 
about that kind of “ class legislation?’’ 

He is weeping about the ‘poor farmers” of the country. I 
nenpee to represent an agricultural district, and in one little 
bank down in Posey County, Ind.—a town with only 500 peo- 
ple—the farmers have $200,000 on deposit. 

In another little town, only 6 miles distant, they have $150,000 
of deposits. There was never a time in the history of the country 
when the farmers madeso much money and saved so much money 
as they have in the last three or four years. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] And go down to the country that the gentle- 
man represents, and how are your cotton-raising people getting 
along? Why, they are getting more money for their cotton than 
they ever got before in the history of the world. Are you com- 
plaining about that? I think when the speech of the gentleman 
goes out to the farmers of the country they will say: ‘‘ Thank you, 
Mr. WILL1AMs, we do not want any of your aid. Wehadit back 
in the days of 1892, 1893, 1894, and along there, and we got enough 
of it. God save us from any more of that kind of help!”’ [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. | 

Now, let the House stay here. We are ready to perform our 
duty. We have performed our duty. We are here waiting for 
the discussion upon the other side to end. I have no doubt that 
the le of the country are being enlightened by the discussion 
of the Cuban bill upon the other side. Let them have the full 
benefit of it. And when the discussion is ended, and by unani- 
mous consent the Senate concludes to vote upon this bill, let us 
be here, ready to do our part and see that there is no delay in the 

of this legislation. [Applause on the Republican side. } 


Mr. PAYNE. r. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HepBurn] such time as he desires. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the burden of discontent, as 
expressed on the other side of the House, seems to be because the 
Republican party do not propose now to reform the tariff. Those 
gentlemen are very solicitous about the duty of the Republican 
party in connection with the reformation of the tariff. I have 
never yet heard any gentleman on that side — an adequate rea- 
son for the reformation of the tariff. Whyshould we reform the 
tariff? What is the pu of the tariff? ; 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir. 

Mr. BAKER. No, I thought not. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, who was the gentleman that 
ee me? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. [still adhere to my notion. [Laughter on 
the Republican a 

A protective tariff has for its object the employment of labor, 
the creation of wealth, the betterment of society, the uplift of our 
people. Now, Mr. Speaker, if these are some of the objects of a 
tariff, why should we be so solicitous about reforming the one 
that we have? Can the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wit- 
LIAMS] name a day in the history of this country when the labor 
of the country was so universally employed? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; you can not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This day last year. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Youcan not nameadate. To-day every man 
in the United States who wants to work finds employment in the 
great labor fields of the United States, and at a compensating 
wage. When has there been a time that the finances of the coun- 
try were in as good a condition as now—when there was the same 
abundance of money, when it was worth a hundred cents of the 
— dollar, every part of it, in every part of the world? When 

as there been a time when the distribution of wealth was as 
great as it is now, and when the humblest, and the poorest had so 
large a share of the accumulations of each year as now? There 
never has been a time. 

I live in a county of 24,000 people, afarming community. There 
is not a protected industry in thatcounty. On the Ist day of last 
October there were $2,580,000 of deposits in the little banks of 
that county. soe on the Republican side.] Ninety-five 
per cent of those deposits belonged to farmers, and they amounted 
to more than a hundred dollars for every man, woman, and child 
in the county. Where can you find anything like that anywhere 
in the world outside of the influence of our protective tariff—this 
tariff that you propose to reform, you of all people that have ever 
tinkered with the tariff! There is infinite shamelessness on the 
part of the Democracy when they insolently assume, in the light 
of history, to improve tariffs for the benefit of the country. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. } ’ 

Go back, after the country had experimented with your methods 
of tariff for nearly seventy-two years, and compare conditions 
then with now. The proportion of labor that was employed, the 
pores of money that was in the country then as compared 
with now, the value of the money, the extent of trade, the 
amount of money in the hands of the people, the manner in which 
the farmers were benefited by the economic legislation of the 
time—compare those conditions with now. Ah, compare prices. 
The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs| is exercised be- 
cause of the shelter that is given by the protective tariff to the 
steel trust. Why, steel is worth $24a ton now. When you had 
your way about it, when the Democracy gave us our tariffs, when 
steel was introduced into this country under the Walker tariff, 
what did we pay for it? One hundred and sixty-five dollars per 
ton in New York for steel rails. 

That was the price until encouragement to manufacture was 
given by the Republican party. 

Mr. TLLIAMS of Mississippi. 
question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Has not that same compara- 
tive reduction in the price of steel raiis taken place in Great 
Britain and everywhere else in the world? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Surely. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
But itis the competition of the United States and the superior 
methods of the United States and the greater intelligence ofthe 
workmen of the United States, stimulated by Republican tariff, 
that has brought this reduction in price. [Loud applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, Iam sick and tired of this caviling, this miser- 
able complaint about the operation of the tariff, in view of the 
spectacle, the magnificent spectacle, that this country presents 
to-day, after six and a half years of the Dingley tariff bill. Men 
ought to be ashamed, I insist, of caviling and carping in the way 
they doin view of such splendid results. We do not ask that you 
should take our word. Look for yourselves; see the conditions 
that exist; see how the people of ail the earth are sending their 
wealth to us in order to compensate for the great exports that we 
are able to make, and we do make, only because our industries have 
been stimulated by the protection of the tariff laws. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman says that the tariff is a shelter for 
the monopolists in the sale of productions. Does he not know 
that last year we imported $51,000,000 worth of iron and steel, 
notwithstanding the wonderful growth of iron production in the 
United States? A little while ago—ten years ago—we used to 
pride ourselves upon the fact that we produced 11,000,000 tons of 
pig iron. It used to be said that the production of iron indicated 


Can I ask the gentleman a 
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the statns of the nation in its civilization and that those nations 
that were capable of the greatest production stood highest in 
the plane of civilization. We boastfully used to say, ‘* Look— 
11,000,000 tons!’’ Last year we produced 44,000,000 tons of pig 
iron, and this year it is estimated that the magnificent results in 
the production of iron will reach the stupendous sum of 48,000,000 
tons, a result, I say, direct and clear of the protection that we have 
had the wisdom to give to our labor in this direction. [Loud ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

But. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee, after having 
been abroad [laughter], been across the water, seems to think 
that we were grieved because he went across the water. [Re- 
newed laughter.] He tells us we received only a beggarly 6 per 
cent of exports. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We sent Great Britain 27 per cent 
of her imports and she sent us 6.6 per cent of her exports in 1901. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh. yes; 27 and 6, and the gentleman com- 
plains. Does he not know that the 27 per cent we sent is the 
product of our labor, that our workmen are paid for that; and 
does he not know that all that we received is the product of Eng- 
lish labor, and that Englishmen got the wage for the creation of 
that? Does he think it wise to promote the industries of Great 
Britain, to foster the labor of Great Britain at the expense of the 
labor of his own country? Is that Democratic wisdom? — [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] If that is the policy of the Demo- 
cratic party (and of course we know it to be), we can easily see 
why it is that the farmers of Kansas and the farmers of lowa 
spurn, as they do and as they have done and as they will continue 
to do, the gentle assurances of the gentleman from Mississippi 
that ‘‘ We are your friends.”’ 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). ‘‘That we propose to care for 
ou.”’ Ah, gentlemen, there are people in the United States who 
ave memories long enough to enable them to know how you 

have cared for the people. There are people who have memories 
long enough to know how you have adhered to your motto “ of 
the greatest good to the greatest number.’’ The people do know 
it. [Loud applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question before he takes his seat? 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR]. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. HEPBURN. ‘The gentleman from Iowa”’ would always 
be glad to yield to the gentleman from Tennessee if he had any- 
thing te yield. [Laughter.] . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend in the time 
that is allotted to me, or in so much as I may use, to mar the 
beauty and symmetry and irresistible logic of the speech of the 
gentleman from Iowa. I rather sympathize with the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLiaMs], who did not seem to know 
that his speech was loaded when he fired it off. [Laughter on the 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, Iam one of those who do not consider that the 
time heretofore occupied and now being occupied by the House 
of Representatives and incidentally by the Senate is wasted time. 

I want to call the attention of the House to the speech made by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dr ArRMonp], an amiable, 

leasant, witty, humorous speech. Any condition that would pro- 
ene that speech is a salubrious, happy condition for our country. 
{Laughter.] Think of it! He spoke quite a number of minutes 
and never said a caustic or bitter thing. [Laughter on the Re- 
publican side.] He introduced an illustration about Gaston and 
Alphonse, and it indicated to me that the gentleman occasionally 
reads Republican papers, for I saw the same thing applied to this 
deadlock between the two Houses in the Star a few evenings be- 
fore. I commend to the gentleman that admirable paper. I am 
giad that be has taken refuge in the hour of his affliction by read- 
ing a paper of such great wisdom and humor as the Evening Star. 
lam delighted at the speech of the gentleman from Missouri, 
but I do not know what he is worrying about. He spoke of the 
great expense that we are putting the country to. I do not know 
to what he refers. Weare not charging the people any additional 
salary, I hope, for what little we are doing in this House; we are 
not getting any more than our regular pay, and these young gen- 
tlemen around here holding offices in the House are all of them, 
I believe, on an annual salary, or something equivalent to it, and 





campaign if they can find a candidate who will stand and bear 
it—some one without a record in conflict with the one to be 
chosen. [Laughter on the Republican side.] They are going to 
present the issue of a reduction of the tariff, and they are going 
to propose to reduce it themselves. That will be for us. 
{[Laughter.] That is the only thing the Democratic party of this 
country will never be allowed to do during the lifetime of any 
living man. That one thing they will never get the chance to 
do. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think it is well enough to make a state- 
ment of the situation here between the two Houses, and I think I 
can do it without trespassing on the rule of noncriticism of the 
coordinate branch of the legislative department of our Govern- 
ment. These lectures that are being delivered here from time to 
time, these ‘‘talks,’’ these mental and logical and oratorical 
gymnastics, would better be delivered to the Senate. The House 
is all right. We stand on pretty solid ground. Let ussee. The 
President of the United States called Congress together for a 
special purpose made known to Congress in the message. Was 
it wise in him to do that? That is one of the things you on the 
other side are looking forward to with great glee, thinking that 
you will be able to show to the country that it was not wise. 

Let us see. The House of Representatives took the bill intro- 
duced by the gentleman from New. York and by a practically 
unanimous report from the Ways and Means Committee brought 
it in here, and after two or three days of pyrotechnic delay we 
passed it by almost a unanimous vote. It had a good effect on 
the country and it had a good effect on the Republican organiza- 
tion of this House. We said, in effect, to the people of the coun- 
try by the speedy manner in which we did the work that there 
was a necessity for that special session. 

The bill went to the Senate, and now I will talk about that 
which appears in the Recorp. I donot know anything else about 
it than that. In the Recorp it appears that the Senate referred 
the bill to the proper committee, or to a proper committee, and 
that committee reported it back, so far as appears, by a unani- 
mous report—Democrats and Republicans joining in it in favor 
of the bill. That is all we know officially. We assume, and I 
think the country will assume, that the Senate did not want to 
adjourn; that they wanted to stay here for some purpose, and so 
they did not offer any resolution to adjourn. It would have been 
almost an insult for the House to have offered one. 

What right had we to assume that the Senate of the United 
States would stop, would balk and refuse to go on? They never 
had done such a thing before, and they haven’t done so now. 
There is some wise—it may be inscrutable—reason, but it is a wise 
one, for it comes from the greatest parliamentary body on earth. 
[Laughter.] So, now, we are waiting for what? For the Senate 
to say to us that they are through with that bill for the present 
and want toadjourn. We can not slap the Senate in the face by 
adopting a resolution that we want to adjourn when they are here 
under the same call that we are, and have not done what we have 
done—discharged their duty. I assume that they are waiting to 
consider more fully the character of that legislation. They know 
but little about it. It just came from the Hence they have had 
it but a few days. 

It is true that unofficially we know that they balked on the 
whole business. They ceased to go on, but why or for what rea- 
son we know not officially, and when they will take up the matter 
again we do not know, but we will not assume until they say so 
that they have given up the whole job. They will no doubt get 
underway again, and will be ready at some future time—no doubt 
some time during the present week—to pass upon that bill, unless 
they send us word that they want to adjourn. 

And in the meanwhile how are we getting along in the matter 
of time? It is said in the newspapers that the Speaker will “* per- 
petrate ’’ the organization of the House ina few days; and on that 
score I might suggest to my friend from Missouri that it might be 
well to invoke the prayers of this side ofthe House for the safety 
and well-being of the gentleman from Mississippi, charged some- 
what with the duty of oe favors on that side of the 
House. I donot think that the Republican side of this House 
could do a better thing than to pray that he may regain the equa- 
nimity of temper that he has usually shown; that his appetite may 
be restored; that he may sleep at night, and that he may rise up 
on the morning of next Friday like a giant refreshed from sleep. 
[Laughter. ] 

So we are ready, at the drop of the hat, as you might say, on 
the first day of the regular session to proceed with business. The 
committees will have been appointed, everything will be in good 
shape, growling time will last from Friday until ee h- 
ter], and then everything will be salubrious and peaceful. The 


I think we are doing pretty well sitting here and observing the | House will be in better readiness than it has been on any other 
emotions of the Democratic party. [Laughter on the Republican-| opening day since I had the honor to be a Member. 


side. ] 


Mr. Speaker, I believe the House of Representatives stands 


It now seems to be pretty well settled as to what issues the | higher in the estimation of the people to-day than it ever did in 
Democratic party will present to the country during the next ' the history of this country, and I rejoice that we are going forward 
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to assure our Democratic friends that we have use and occupation | H. L. Snapp, administrator of estate of Jacob H. Snapp, against 
for them for every purpose in the world known to legislative ac- | The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
tion except to ‘‘ reform ”’ the Dingley tariff law. Weexcuse them | to be printed. 


upon that point. [Laughter.] A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. To save time, let us have a | Robert C. Hess, executor of estate of John Hess, against The 

division on that question. United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
The question being taken, there were—ayes 79, noes 67, be printed. 

So the motion was agreed to. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. a copy = a — ree her es my s Indian Affairs, a rec- 

, ommendation for legislation relative to the Uintah Reservation 

jena fea game ca of result, leave of absence was of Utah—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 


: : be printed. 
‘iaeenel ieeinane the remainder of this session, on account of A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 


. : : mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of R. 
saneans Wemiaes. the remainder of this session, on account of G. J ohnson, administrator of estate of Washington Stone, against 
To Mr. CocuRAN, for the remainder of this session, on account The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 


hoes : to be printed. 
0 le : 
ee er, for the remainder of this session. on ac- A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
count of important business. z mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
To Mr. Bowers, for the remainder of this session, on account of John W. Barclay, administrator of estate of Solomon. Barclay, 
important business. q against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 


Th It ton ¢ : . | ordered to be printed. — 
and ccomdinanreae: ae - Reseina oss tee tomes ie A letter from _ aeuet clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
accordance with i : : : : mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
ee its previous order, adjourned until Friday next, Patrick Crickard, administrator of estate of Henry Currence, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. ordered to be printed. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as | mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
follows: John W. George, administrator of estate of John Wineow, against 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of | to be printed. 5 
Caroline Swan, Mary E. Pritchard, Seymour Swan, and Carrie A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting a state- 
R. Moody, sole heirs of Travers Swan, against The United States— | ment of expenditures in that Department for the year ended June 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 30, 1903—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 

A letter from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a | Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 
copy oa findings ce by > a in _ case of J. D. Bill- 
myer, administrator of estat> o argaret J. Cross, against The . 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be CHANGE OF REF ERENCE. 
printed. Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of | thereupon referred as follows: 

Louisa O. Wynne, Susan W. Wynne, and Mary M. Wynne, ex- | _ A bill (H. R. 4974) granting a pension to Margaret Hertel— 
ecutors of estate of Alfred R. Wynne, against The United States— | Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. Committee on Pensions. _ s 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-| A bill (H. R. 5009) granting an increase of pension to Luke P. 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of | Allphin—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
W. T. Dodd, administrator of estate of Nancy Shadrick, against | to the Committee on Pensions. F P 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered | A bill (H. R. 5160) granting a pension to Charles W. Atkin- 
to be printed. son—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | the Committee on Pensions. ; 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of |__A bill (H. R. 1295) granting an increase of pension to Victor 
George W. Ball, administrator of estate of Mary Ball, against The | Vifquain—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to | Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 
be printed. A bill (H.R. 2161) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | A. Smith—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of | the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

F. W. Dove, administrator of estate of Christian Bashor, against |__A bill (H.R. 3620) granting an increase of pension to Victor 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered | Vifquain—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
to be printed. Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A eo from > parent —_ i _ es of ee. ae 
mitting a copy of the findings y the court in the case o 7 T y : aT@ 
Charles B. Tam Metre. administrator of estate of Thomas T. Van PUBLIO BILLS, RESOLU S20NS; AN ” MEMORIALS. 
Metre, against The United States—to the Committee on War| Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. of the following titles were introduced and severally reférred as 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | follows: : 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of | _ By Mr. BYRD: A bill (H.R.5206) making an appropriation 
William N. ycConnell against The United States—to the Com- | for the improvement of Chickasahay River—to the Committee on 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. | Rivers and Harbors. j : saa 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | Also, a bill (H. R.5207) making an appropriation for the im- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of | provement of the navigation of Pearl River—to the Committee 
John B. Bosley, administrator of estate of Ailsey Bosley, against | on Rivers and Harbors. 

The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered Also, a bill (EH. R. 5208) providing for a survey of Pearl River 
to be printed. from Edinburg to Lake Burnside—to the Committee on Rivers 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | and Harbors. 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of | By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 5209) to erect a 
The trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church at Char- public building at Watertown, Wis.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lotte, Tenn., against The United States—to the Committee on | lic Buildings and Grounds. 

War Claims, and ordered to be printed. By Mr. McCLEARY of. Minnesota: A bill (d. R. 5210) to ex- 
. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | tend the United States pension laws te the participants in the bat- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of | tles of New Ulm and Fort Ridgely, Minn., in the Sioux war of 
B. W. Hewitt, administrator of estate of Doctor V. Burrow, | 1862—to the Committee on Pensions. 

against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 5211) to extend the provisions 
and ordered to be printed. and benefits of an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of bona fide 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | settlers in forest reserves, and for other purposes’’—to the Com- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of ‘ mittee on the Public Lands, 
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By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 5212) providing for the hold- 
ing of an additional court in the northern district of West Vir- 
ginia at Martinsburg. W. Va.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5218) authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of War to construct a bridge across 
the Spokane River, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 5214) to promote the circula- 
tion of reading matter among the blind—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 5215) to provide for the an- 
nual pro rata distribution of the annuities of the Sauk and Fox 
Indians of the Mississippi between the two branches of the tribe, 
and to adjust the existing claims between said branches as to said 
annuities—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. VREELAND (by request): A bill (H. R. 5216) to author- 
ize the Absentee Wyandotte Indians to select certain lands, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 5217) to waive the age limit 
of applicants for appointment to the Pay Corps of the United 
States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 5218) fixing certain rates 
of pension under section 2 of the act of June 27, 1890, as amended 
by the act of May 9, 1900—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 5219) for the establishment 
of a light-house and a fog signal at Isle au Haut, Me.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 5220) to reserve 640 acres 
of land in the State of North Dakota, embracing the White Stone 
Hills battlefield and burial ground, as a memorial park, and to 
— and improve the same—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5221) to prohibit 
the coming into and to regulate the residence within the United 
States, its Territories, and all territory under its jurisdiction, and 
the District of Columbia, of Japanese and persons of Japanese 
descent—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 5222) for the improvement of 
upper Red River between Fulton, Ark., and Denison, Tex.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 5223) for the im- 

rovement of upper Red River between Fulton, Ark., and Denison, 
Seaccaie the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 5224) prohibiting the rejection 
of pensions on account of the existence of disability prior to enlist- 
ment—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: A bill (H. R. 5225) to increase the limit 
of cost for the purchase of site and the erection of a public build- 
ing at Lawrence, Kans.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 5226) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at San Angelo, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 5227) for the erection of 
@ monument to the memory of Maj. Gen. Henry Knox at Thomas- 
ton, Me.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 5228) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Macon, in 
soe we of Missouri—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 5229) to prescribe the pleading, 
practice, and proof in prosecuting pension claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5230) increasing the rate of pension for per- 
sons eligible under section 2 of the act of June 27, 1890, who re- 
quire constant aid and attendance—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5231) granting pensions to certain irregular 
soldiers and nonenlisted men who served in the war of the rebel- 
lion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (BK. R. 5232) to facilitate the payment of pensions— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5233) to pension the National Guards of 
East Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5234) to granta pension to all Union soldiers 
and sailors in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5235) to do justice to all Union soldiers and 
sailors who were confined in rebel prisons—to the Committee on 
invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5236) to restore widows to the pension rolls 
in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5237) to amend section 4716 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5238) extending the time ioe Pereing 
claims for additional bounties—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. SHEPPARD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 18) author- 
ee Pre Secretary of State to ascertain cost and submit plan of 
marking the grave of John Paul Jones, founder of the American 
Navy—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 7:)) author- 
izing the enlargement and improvement of dams anc locks 1, 3, 
4,5, and 7 in the Monongahela River, Pennsylvania—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 5239) granting an increase of 
pension to George Carvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5240) granting an increase of pension to 
Brice 8S. Ramsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5241) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Diehl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5242) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. W. Book—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5243) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Qualk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

» Also, a bill (H. R. 5244) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Cage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5245) granting an increase of pension to 
W. A. Helt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5246) granting an increase of pension to 
S. B. Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 5247) granting a 
pension to Lora Milliken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 5248) for the relief of 
pa of Nash L. Cox, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 5249) granting an increase of 
pensionto William W. West—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5250) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
G. Cunningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5251) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Millett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 5252) granting a pension 
to William H. Deesler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5253) granting a pension to Anderson B, 
Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5254) granting a pension to Francis Dorr 
Lukens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5255) granting a pension to Emmett Gil- 
looly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5256) granting a pension to Andrew Gar- 
rett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5267) granting an increase of pension to John 
Durner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5258) granting an increase of pension to 
Ethan A. Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5259) granting an increase of pension to 
W. J. Lockhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5260) granting an honorable discharge to 
Jesse Dotts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 5261) granting a pension to 
Julia M. Oakley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5262) granting a pension to Irving Holcomb— 
to the Committee on Invalid Persions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 5263) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Lorance—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5264) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Shook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 5265) granting a pension to 
Sara A. Haskell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5266) nting a pension to Mabel R. Allen— 
to: the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5267) for the relief of Gustavus Cooley—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BYRD: A bill (H. R. 5268) to indemnify G. W. Hardy, 
of Scott County, Miss., for homestead land, by granting other 
land in lien thereof—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 5269) granting a pension to 
Alba B. Bean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5270) granting a pension to Susan Jane 
Brewer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5271) ting a pension to William Den- 


ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5272) granting a pension to Charles Bauer- 
master—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5273) granting a pension to Martha A. 
Cheyne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5274) granting a pension to Henry L. Flint— 
to the Cominittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5275) granting a pension to David P. Mering— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5276) granting a pension to Theodore Harris— 









Also, a bill (H. R. 5310) granting an increase of pension to Jon- 
athan Snively—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 5811) granting an increase of 

nsion to Perley B. Dickerson—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 5312) for the relief of John L. Smithmeyer and 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5277) granting a pension to Robert B. Deem— ! Paul J. Pelz—to the Committee on Claims. 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 5313) for the relicf of Daniel 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5278) granting a pension to Matthias Reed— | McDowell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 5314) grantingan increase of pension to John 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5279) granting an increase of pension to Gran- | Woods—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ville H. Bishop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 5315) for the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5280) to restore to the pension roll Lycurgus | relief of William C. Staples—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Q. Parkhurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 5316) for the relief of Colninbia 


Also, a bill (H.R. 5281) to correct the military record of and | Hospital and Dr. A. E. Boozer—to the Committee on War Claims. 
grant an honorable discharge to Isaac H. Fitzmorris—to the Com- By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 5317) granting a pension 
mittee on Military Affairs. to Mary J. Wheaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 5282) for the relief of C. L. Reid, Also, a bill (H. R. 5318) granting an increase of pension to 
Shap. G. Wright, and others, trustees of the Methodist Church | George F. Knowlton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


at Warrenton, Mo.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. Also, a bill (H. R. 5319) for the relief of James H. De Coster— 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 5283) granting an increase of pension to Pat- | to the Committee on Claims. 
rick McGarry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 5320) for the relief of John H. Rollins, late 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5284) granting a pension to John Maupin— | a private in Company F, First District of Columbia Volunteer 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Cavalry, and in Company D, First Maine Volunteer Cavalry—to 
‘ Also, a bill (H. R, 5285) granting a pension to Amos Strauser— | the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 5821) to correct the naval record of William 


By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 5286) granting | Perkins—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
an increase of pension to Obadiah J. Merrill—to the Committee Also, a bill (H. R. 5322) tocorrect the military record of David 


on Invalid Pensions. Hurlburt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, dabill (H. R. 5287) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Also, a bill (H. R. 5323) to correct the military record of Rufus 
Emerett Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. W. Herrick—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 5288) for the relief of Also, a bill (H. R. 53824) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the legal representatives of Reuben Opp—to the Committee on | the military record of Jacob Worrin Morgan—to the Committee 
War Claims. on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 5289) granting an in- Also, a bill (H. R. 5325) to remove the charge of desertion from 
crease of pension to Frances F. Hopkins—to the Committee on | the military record of Augustin H. Finn—to the Committee on 


Pensions. Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5290) granting an increase of pension to John | Also, a bill (H. R. 5326) to remove the charge of desertion from 
A. Tucker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the military record of Charles F. Allen—to the Committee on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5291) granting an increase of pension to | Military Affairs. 

M. A. Knight—to the Committee on Pensions. By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 5327) granting an 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 5292) for the relief of Wildey | increase of pension to William M. Morrison—to the Committee 
Lodge, No. 27, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Charles | on Invalid Pensions. 

Town, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 5328) to remove the charge of 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5293) granting an increase of pension to Mary | desertion from the military record of John H. Lash—to the Com- 
C. Hanen, widow of Jeremiah L. Hanen—to the Committee on | mittee on Military Affairs. 

Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 5329) for the relief of the heirs of Elijah 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 5294) for the relief of Edward | Shatto, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

H. Delahay—to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 5330) granting an increase of pension to 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 5295) for the relief of Edward | Robert D. Gardner, of Queen City, Mo.—to the Committee on In- 
N. Moore—to the Committee on Military Affairs. valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 5296) granting an Also, a bill (H. R. 5331) granting a pension to Jesse Bacus, of 
increase of pension to H. M, Price—to the Committee on Invalid ;} Unionville, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Pensions. By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 5332) for the relief of Wil- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5297) granting an increase of pension to | loughby L. Wilson, administrator of W. L. Wilson, deceased—to 
H. L. Maxfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 5298) By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 5333) granting an increase 
granting a pension to William E. Coffin—to the Committee on In- | of pension to Thomas Lovell—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
valid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 5334) granting an increase of pension to 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 5299) granting an increase of | George H. Fay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

nsion to Mrs, Sarah E. Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid By Mr. METCALF: A bill (H. R. 5335) to provide an Ameri- 





ensions. can register for the British ship Pyrenees—to the Committee on 
By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 5300) to restore to the pen- | the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
sion roll Sarah J. Ayers—to the Committee on Invalid’ Pensions. By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 5386) for the relief of William 


By Mr. HEMENWAY (by request): A bill (H. R. 5301) grant- | Francis—to the Committee on War Claims. 
ing a pension to Amanda Marsee—to the Committee on Invalid Also, a bill (H. R. 5337) granting an increase of pension to 
Pensions. James J. Lowéen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 5302) granting an increase By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5338) 
of pension to James M. Brewer—to the Committee on Invalid | granting an increase of pension to Joseph 8S. Wright—to the Coin- 


Pensions. mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 5303) to pension Ralph E. Also, a bill (H. R. 5339) granting an increase of pension to 
Summers—to the Committee on Pensions. Christian H. Goebel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5304) granting a pension to H. P. Brookhart— Also, a bill (H. R. 5340) to remove the charge of desertion from 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the record of Walter E. Duncan—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 5305) granting an increase | Affairs. 
of pension to John F. Early—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 5341) granting a pension to 


sions. Jennie Petteys—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5306) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 5342) granting a pension to Jane E. Sutfin— 
Cyrus Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5807) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 5343) to provide for the sale 
Armour W. Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. of lot 4, square 1113, in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 5308) granting an increase of | Committee on the District of Columbia. 

nsion to Joseph R. Shannon—to the Committee on Invalid Also, a bill (H. R. 5344) granting an increase of pension to 
Pensions. Jacob L. Tabler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 5309) granting an increase of pen- Also, a bill (H. R. 5345) granting an increase of pension to John 
sion to John McConnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ' M. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5346) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Koch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bijl (H.R. 5347) granting a pension to Martha J. Speel- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5348) for the relief of Franklin Buchanan 
Sullivan—to the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 5349) granting an increase of 
pension to Lewis H.Mark—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5350) removing the charge of desertion from 
= naval record of Sebastian Kerber—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 5351) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet M. Sinclair and Virginia E. Sinclair—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5352) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of the town of Culpeper, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 5353) for the 
relief of the estate of William Brown Millican, deceased, late of 
East Feliciana Parish, La—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5354) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph A. 
Landry, deceased, late of the parish of Ascension, State of Louisi- 
ana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 5355) granting an increase 
* pension to Frederick W. Byfield—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5356) granting an increase of pension to Nel- 
son Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5357) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Blanton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5358) granting an increase of pension to Ab- 
solom J. Mathews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5359) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
¥F. Casey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5360) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Coats—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5361) granting an increase of pension to Lu- 
cilius C. Moss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 5362) granting an increase of pension to Dina | 
Hoge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5363) granting an increase of pension to | 
Henry L. Karns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5364) granting an increase of pension to | 
George F. Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5365) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip H. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5366) granting an increase of pension to 
Clinton Fizer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5367) granting an increase of pension to | 
Franklin Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5368) granting a pension to Mary Adam—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5869) granting a pension to Susan Lasley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5370) for the relief of Michael A. Dace—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5371) for the relief of John L. Seargeant—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 5372) granting a pension to | 
Mariah Kuechler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 5378) granting an increase of pension to 
Motem M. Pitts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5874) granting an increase of pension to Cas- | 
sius M. Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5875) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam B. Shepard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 5376) to correct the military 
oe of Wiley W. Woolard—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 5377) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry B. Shell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also..a bill (H. R. 5878) for the relief of I. R. Harkrader—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5879) for the relief of G. W. Dunford and | 
James Blair, sureties of S. C. Bralley, late postmaster at Redbluff, 
Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5380) granting an 
increase of pension to Eliza Ferguson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 5381) for the relief of 
the heirs of Simeon Hart—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 5382) granting a 
pension to Margaret A. Kennedy, widow of William J. Simmons— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








| lett—to the Committee on Invalid 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5383) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Shafer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 5884) granting 
an increase of pension to Owen Donohoe, Company F, Sixty-ninth 
New York Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5385) granting an increase of pension to John 
Mulligan, Company M, Fourteenth Regiment United States In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5386) granting an increase of pension to 
James Horan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5887) for the relief of James Welch—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5388) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Gartrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 5389) granting an increase 
of pension to Richard E. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 5390) granting a pension to 
Katharina A. Mueller—to theCommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5391) granting a pension to James Keleher— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 5392) to provide an Ameri- 
can register for the steamer Brooklyn—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. . 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 5393) to remove from the 
military record of Charles L. Robinson the charge of desertion— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5394) granting a 
pension to Richard D. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 5395) granting a pension 
to Mattie Aten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5396) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the name of David S. Cox—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5397) for the relief of J. R. Boggs’s heirs—to 


| the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5398) for the relief of the heirs of Kelles 
Chewning—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5399) granting an increase of pension to John 
S. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5400) granting an increase of pension to 
George J. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 5401) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas C. Meadows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5402) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
O’Brien—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 5403) granting a pension to 


| Frank J. Winninger—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5404) granting a pension to Jefferson White— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5405) granting a pension to Christopher C. 
Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5406) granting a pension to Rachel Tyson— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5407) granting a pension to Andy Thomp- 


| son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5408) granting a pension to Jane Turner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5409) pees a pension to George A. Til- 

-ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5410) granting a pension to Andrew C. Simp- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5411) granting a pension to Frederick Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5412) granting a pension to Dempsey W. 
Siler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5413) granting a pension to Catherine 
Smither—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5414) granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5415) granting a pension to Kittie Short- 
lidge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5416) granting a pension to Nancy A. Robbs— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5417) granting a pension to James Riley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5418) granting a pension to Sarah Ramsey— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5419) granting a pension to John W. Phillips— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5420) granting a pension to Lewis Perkins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5421) granting a pension to Martin Parker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5422) granting a pension to Vinson R. Prior— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5423) granting a pension to Sophia Ownby— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5424) granting a pension to George Owens— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5425) nting a pension to Ezekiel New- 
port—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5426) granting a pension to Johniken L. 
Mynatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5427) granting a pension to Cynthia Myers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5428) granting a pension to Elias Miller—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5429) granting a pension to Samuel McKamey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5430) granting a pension to Thomas Martin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5431) granting a pension to Susan Laugherty— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5432) granting a pension to Easther J. Lee— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5433) granting a pension to Mary King—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5434) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. 
Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5435) granting a pension to Thomas Baker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5436) granting a pension to Hiram Baird—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5437) granting a pension to Andrew Baird— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5488) nting a pension to John W. Ben- 
nett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5439) nting a pension to Mary A. Bird— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5440) granting a pension to John 8. Boling— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5441) granting a pension to William C. 
Blevins—to the Committee om Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5442) granting a pension to Elizabeth Brown— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5448) granting a pension to Daniel Burkett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H.R. 5444) granting a pension to Mary Chambers— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5445) granting a pension to Susan R. Choat— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5446) granting a pension to Simeon Collins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5447) granting a pension to William Cooper— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5448) granting a pension to William Harden 
Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5449) granting a pension to Mary E. Daugb- | 


erty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5450) granting a pension to James Davis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso,a bill (H. R. 5451) granting a pension to James Donahoo— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5452) granting a pension to Sarah Duncan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5453) granting a pension to Lillie P. Hin- 
man—to the Committee on Wensices. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5454) nting a pension to Polly Ann Han- 
sard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5455) nting a pension to Luvania Haw- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5456) granting a pension to Martha M. Hel- 
ton-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5457) granting a pension to Ann E. Heap— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5458) granting a pension to Dicey Jones—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5459) granting a pension to Hugh Kline—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5460) granting an increase of pension to John 
T. Rader—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5464) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Northern—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5465) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Low—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5466) granting an increase of pension to Jor- 
dan A. Lively—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5467) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Layne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5468) granting an increase of pension to Sallie 
H. Kincaid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5469) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5470) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5471) granting an increase of pension to A. 
Marion Gamble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5472) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin R. Hackney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5473) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Fielden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5474) granting an increase of pension to 
James E, Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5475) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
N. Eichammer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5476) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5477) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam P. Douglas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5478) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5479) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5480) for the relief of Kate K. Parsons—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5481) for the relief of Sarah E. Massey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5482) for the relief of John B. Malone—to 
| the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5483) for the relief of P. C. Culvahouse—to 
| the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5484) to restore the pension of David M. 
| Sartain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5485) to restore the pension of Robert W. 
Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5486) to do justice to the survivors of the 
shipwreck of the Sultana—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolution of select and common council of 
Philadelphia relative toa 35-foot channel for the Delaware River, 
| port of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of W. A. 
| Helt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of William 
P. Diehl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany bill (H. R. 1259) granting a pension 
| to Henry H. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the board of 
| trustees of the Sanitary District of Chicago, favoring the con- 

struction of a waterway connecting the Great Lakes at the north 
| with the Mississippi River and the Gulf of Mexico at the south— 
| to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, letter of Aaron Vanderbilt, chairman of committee on the 
merchant marine of the New York Board of Trade and Transpor- 

| tation, relative to our merchant marine—to the Committee on the 
| Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Rochester Chamber of Commerce, rel- 
ative to deep waterways through New York State—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolution of the Interstate Mississippi 
River Improvement and Levee Association, favoring deep water- 

| way connecting the Great Lakes with the Mississippi River and 
the Gulf of Mexico—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of the Methodist Book Concern 
and other publishing houses, against the increase in postal rates 








Also, a bill (H. R. 5461) granting an increase of pension to | on Sunday-school periodicals—to the Committee on the Post-Office 


Preston D. Roady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5462) ting an increase of pension to 
Richard Porterfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5463) ting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Parham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. BURLEIGH: Papers to accompany bill to pension Mrs. 
Frank W. Haskell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CANNON: Resolution of the Milwaukee Chamber of 
' Commerce, favoring enlargement of power of the Interstate 
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Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. . 

Also, petition of E. 8. Roberts and 12 other citizens of Danville, 
Tll.; also of A. L. Rice and 18 other citizens of Danville, Il., pro- 
testing against repeal of the anticanteen law—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Lewis P. Kapp and 12 other citizens of Dan- 
ville, L., protesting against the repeal of the anticanteen law—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of Gran- 
ville H. Bishop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aliso, papers to accompany bill to pension Alba B. Bean—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Resolution of Farragut Post, No. 95,Grand 
Army of the Republic, Gilman, Department of Iowa, urging the 
passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the United National Association of Post- 
Office Clerks, thanking Members of the Fifty-seventh Congress 
for interest displayed in their behalf—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ESCH: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 965, to increase 
pension of Franklin Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Rochester Chamber of Commerce, rela- 
tive to deep waterways through New York State—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Book Concern and other publish- 
ing housesand societies, protesting againstincrease in postal rates 
on Sunday-school periodicals—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the board of trustees of the Sanitary Dis- 
trict of Chicago, favoring the construction of waterway connect- 
ing the Great Lakes with the Mississippi River and the Gulf of 
Mexico—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Papers to accompany bill to pension 
Amanda Marsee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Resolution of Meyerhoff Post, No. 466, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Nodaway, Department of Iowa, 
favoring the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 4945) granting 
increase of pension to Orwell Blake—to the Committee on Invalid 
Persions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Resolution of the Presbyterian and Metho- 
dist Episcopal churches of Bayfield, Wis., protesting against the 
restoration of the canteen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Papers to accompany bill to pension Jesse 
Bucus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase the pension of Robert 
D. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Papers to accompany bill to pension Lieut. 
Orrin L. Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Resolution of the Rochester Chamber of 
Commerce, favoring deep waterways through New York State— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PORTER: Resolution of the board of trustees of the 
Sanitary District of Chicago, favoring waterway connecting the 
Great Lakes with the Mississippi River and the Gulf of Mexico— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Book Concern and other publish- 
ing houses, protesting against an increase of postal rates on Sunday- 
school periodicals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany bill to pension Margaret | 
M. and Virginia E. Sinclair—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of the trustees of | 
the Mothortist Episcopal Church South, of Culpeper, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Resolution of the millers of North Dakota 
and northwestern Minnesota, favoring reciprocity with Canada— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolution of the National Association of 
Agricultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, favoring the 
appointment of a nonpartisan permanent tariff commission—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Resolution of Burnside Post, No. 287, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Rossburg, Department of New 
York, favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Resolution of Charles P. Sprout Post, 
No 76. Grar’ Army of the Republic, Lockport, Department of 
Wew York, arzing the ge of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of illinois: Paper to accompany bill to in- 
crease pension of R. D. Paker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
B10ns, 
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SENATE. 


Fripay, December 4, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. H. M. Buarr, D. D., of Greensboro, N. C. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of Tuesday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Kran, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal wii! stand approved. The Chair hears none, and the Journal 
is approved. 

REPORT OF GOVERNOR OF PORTO RICO, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, on motion of Mr. ForRAKER, was, with the accom- 


‘panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 


Porto Rico, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress the third annual 
report of the governor of Porto Rico, covering the period from July 1, 1902, 
to June 30, 1903, with appendices. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Waitt Hovusr, December 4, 1908. 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE BUILDING. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from Brig. Gen. G. L. Gillespie, Chief of Engineers, 
United States Army, transmitting a report of the operations on 
the new Government Printing Office building for the year ended 
November 30, 1903; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH F. TRAVERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of Joseph F. Travers, guardian of Michael Travers, v. The 
United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Paxton, 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Rantoul, of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Streator, of sundry 
citizens of Kirkwood, of sundry citizens of Minonk, of the con- 
gregation of the Wesleyan Methodist Church of West Bureau, 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Harvey, of the 
congregation of the Congregational Church of Harvey, and of sun- 
dry citizens of Harvey, all in the State of Illinois, praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp 
Smoot, a Senator from-the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Commiitee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the board of trustees of the sani- 
tary district of Chicago, praying that an appropriation be made 
for the construction of a waterway connecting the Great Lakes at 
the north with the Mississippi River and the Gulf of Mexicoat the 
south; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Henry W. Miller, of 
Portland, Oreg., praying that he be granted an increase of pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas Coyle and Bridget 
Coyle, of Cascade Locks, Oreg., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation granting relief for certain injuries received by Bridget 
Coyle and child during the construction of the canal and locks at 
that place; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAILEY presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Corpus Christi, of sundry citizens of Mar- 
shall, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Haskell, 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Canadian, and 
of sundry citizens of Haskell, all in the State of Texas, pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a memorial of the Sunday School Edi- 
tors and Publishers’ Association of America, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to increase the postal rates 
on Sunday-school periodicals; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Wolcott and 
New York City; of the Clio Club, of New York City; of the Portia 
Club, of New York City; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Vestal Center; of the Post Parliament Club, of New 
York City; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of 
Shelter Island; of sundry citizens of Schodack; of the congre, 4- 
tion of the Congregational Church of Wellsville; of sundry citi- 
zens of Waterford: of the Christian Endeavor Society of the 
First Pres rian Church of Mechanicville; of the congregation 


of the North Avenue Presbyterian Church, of New Rochelle; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Hempstead; of the 
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congregation of the Washington Heights Presbyterian Church, of 
New York City; of the Lite Club of Port Jefferson; of sun- 
dry citizens of Hancock and y; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Port Jefferson; of the Travelers-at-Home 
Club, of Saratoga Springs; of sundry citizens of Brooklyn; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Gaines; of the Wo- 
man’s Home and Foreign Missionary Society of the Presbyterian 
Church of Port Jefferson; of the Woman’s Missionary Society of 
Chester; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Brook- 
lyn; of the Woman's Missionary Society of Hastings, and of the 
congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Wells- 
ville, all in the State of New York, praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoor, a Sena- 
tor from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. MILLARD presented petitions of the Woman’s Missionary 
Society of the First Presbyterian Church of Beatrice, of sundry 
citizens of Gage County and Fairbury, of the congregation of the 
First Presbyterian Church of Auburn, of the congregation of 
the United Presbyterian Church of Superior, of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Harvard, of sundry citizens of 
Palmyra, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Lex- 
ington, of the Woman’s Missionary Society of Palmyra, of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Palmyra, of 
the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Tekamah, of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Tekamah, of the con- 
gregation of the First Baptist Church of Tekamah, of the congre- 
gation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Tekamah, of the 
‘Woman's Club of Tekamah, and of sundry citizens of Alliance, 
all in the State of Nebraska, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Kingston, R. I., and a petition of the con- 
gregation of the Second Baptist Church, of Newport, R. I., pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a memorial of the legislature of Minne- 
sota, relative to the 5 per cent of the minimum price of the public 
lands that have been ———— as compensation for military 
services rendered the United States since the admission of Minne- 
sota into the Union; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the Recor, as follows: 


8. F. No.4. A memorial to Congress by the legislature of the State of Minne- 
sota, respecting the 5 per cent of the minimum price of the public lands that 
have been appropriated as compensation for military services rendered 
the United States since the admission of Minnesota into the Union. 


Whereas the enabling act passed by the Congress of the United States and 
ougseves by the President February 26, A. D. 1:57, providing for a convention 
to form a constitution for the State of Minnesota, and for the admission of 
such State into the Union, contained a compact that if the said convention 
which shall form the constitution of said State shall provide, by a clause in 
said constitution, or an ordinance, irrevocable without the consent of the 
United States, that said State shall never interfere with the primary disposal 
of the soil within the same by the United States, or with any regulations 
Congress may find necessary for securing a title in said soil to bona fide pur- 
chasers thereof, and that no tax 1 be imposed on lands belonging to the 
United States, and that in no case shall nonresident proprietors be taxed 
higher than residents, all which said convention which formed the constitu- 
tion did so provide, then that 5 per cent of the net proceeds of sales of all 
public lands within said State, which shall be sold by Congress after the ad- 
mission of the said State into the Union, after deducting all the expenses inci- 
dent to the same, shall be paid to said State for the pur of — pub- 
lic roads and internal improvements as the legislature s direct; an 

Winewees, after the terms of said compact had been complied with by the 
State of Minnesota, Congress di of a large proportion of said public 
lands in making compensation for military service rendered the United 
States to the extent of many millions of ac and has failed and refused to 
state an account in favor of or to Pie the State of Minnesota 5 Fy cent of 
the minimum price of said lands so disposed of after deducting all expenses 
incident to the sale of the same, whereby the United States has become 
indebted to the State of Minnesota to the extent and in the sum of about 


$500,000, and Congress, though solicited, has failed to make the necessary ap- | 


propriations to enable the accounting officers of the Treasury to state and 
pay this account so justly due: Therefore 


Resolved by the legislature of the State of Minnesota, That the Congress of | 
the United States be, anc hereby is, memorialized and requested to take | 


such action as will carry into effect the terms of the compact aforesaid on 
the part of the United States, and to make provision for the payment of 5 
per cent of the minimum price of the public lands that have been so appro- 
— since the admission of Minnesota into the Union, by the way of 
ounty land warrants and in compensation of military service rendered in 


the Army of the United States, in the same manner and to the same extent | 


as if said lands had been disposed of for cash. 
Approved February 15, 1902, 


United States of America, State of Minnesota, Department of State. 


I, P. E, Hanson, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota, do hereby cer- 
tify that I have compared the annexed copy with the original memorial in 
my office of S. F. No. 4, a memorial to Con by the legislature of the 
State of Minnesota respecting the 5 per cent of the minimum price of the 
— lands that have been appropriated as compensation for military serv- 

es rendered the United States since the admission of Minnesota into the 
Union, duly approved February 15, 1902, and that said copy is a true and cor- 
rect transcript of said memorial and of the whole thereof. 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
oon of the State at the capitol, im St. Paul, this 18th day of February, A. D. 


[SEAL] P. E. HANSON, Secretary of State. 


Mr. CLAPP ted petitions of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Minneapolis; of the congregation of the 
Merriam Park Presbyterian Church, of Merriam Park, all in the 
State of Minnesota, and of the Frances E. Willard Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Washington, D. C., praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, 
a Senator from the Stateof Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PLATT cof New York presented petitions of Colonel Ran- 
dall Post, No. 648, of Liverpool; of Post No. 138, of Hudson; of 
Charles P. Sprout Post, No. 76, of Lockport; of William A. Jack- 
son Post, No. 644, of Albany; of Grover Post, No. 98, of Cortland, 
and of Chapin Post, No. 2, of Buffalo, all of the Department of 
New York, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of New 
York, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Erwin; of the Kings County Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Brooklyn; of sundry citizens of Bath; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Mexico; of sun- 
dry citizens of Frankfort; of the congregation of the Presbyterian 
Church of Dundee; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Kanona; of sundry citizens of Syracuse; of the congregation of 
the Westminster Presbyterian Church, of Syracuse; of sundry 
citizens of Hunter; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Houghton; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
4 ‘anicville; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
A wa; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Bed- 
ford Park; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Ma- 
lone; of the congregation of the Ninth Street Presbyterian Church, 
of Troy; of the Epworth League of Kanona; of the congregation 
of the Presbyterian Church of Greenport; of the congregation of 
the North Presbyterian Church, of Geheva; of sundry citizens of 
Mount Vernon; of the congregation of the Washington Heights 
Presbyterian Church, of New York City; of the Woman’s Branch 
| of City Missions of Brooklyn; of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Hancock; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of New Paltz; of sundry citizens of Pittstown; of sundry 
citizens of Huntington: of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Lockport; of the congregation of the University Avenue 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Syracuse; of the Woman’s Home 
and Foreign Missionary Society of Barre, and of the congregation 
of the Baptist Church of Moravia, all in the State of New York, 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. RErep Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were. 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
| Mr. SCOTT presented petitions of the Round Dozen Club, of 
Buckhannon; of the congregation of the Methodist Protestant 
Church of Buckhannon; of sundry citizens of Buckhannon; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Buckhannon, and 
of the Presbyterian, the M«thodist Episcopal. and the Christian 
churches of Cameron, all in the State of West Virginia, praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. ) 

Mr. BALL presented a petition of sundry members of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of Delaware, praying that an appropriation be made 
to complete the inland waterway connecting Assawaman Bay with 
Delaware Bay; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions ef the Woman's Missionary Society 
of Wilmington, of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Newark, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Laurel, of the congregation of the Methodist Protestant Church 
of Laurel, and of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Laurel, all in the State of Delaware, praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. ReEp 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of J. D. Austin Post, No. 427, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, of Riley, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation o” “‘e First 
Presbyterian Church of Garden City, and of sundry citizens of But- 
ier County, in the State of Kansas, praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. Regp Smovo7, a Sena- 
| tor from the State of Utah: which were referred to the Commit- 

tee on Privileges and Elections. 
Mr. KEAN presented petitions of the congregation of the Madi- 
| son Avenue Church, of Elizabeth: of the congregation of the Bap- 
tist Church of New Market; of Thorofare Grange, No. 59, Patrons 
of Husbandry; of the Ladies’ Aid and Home Missionary Society 

















of the First Presbyterian Church of Haddonfield; of the Young 

Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Haddonfield; of sun- 
dry citizens of Marksboro; of the King’s Messengers’ Missionary 
Band of the First Presbyterian Church of Plainfield; of sundry 
citizens of Blairstown; of the congregation of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Succasunna; of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Dunellen; of the congregation of the 
Presbyterian Church of Dunellen; of the congregation of the 
Greystone Presbyterian Church, of Elizabeth; of the congrega- 
tion of the Westminster Presbyterian Church, of Elizabethtown; 
of the Orange Political Study Club, of Orange, and of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Haddonfield, all in the State of 
New Jersey, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No.7, Saw Smiths’ 
National Union, of Millville, N.J., praying for the passage of the 
so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also ,presented a memorial of Local Union No. 230, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Millville, N. J., remonstrating 
against the ratification of the Cuban reciprocity treaty; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented petitions of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Griswold, of the Young People’s 
Society of Christian Endeavor of Griswold, and of the congrega- 
tion of the Baptist Church of Griswold, all in the State of Con- 
necticut, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. ELKINS presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Baptist Church of Buckhannon; of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Protestant, Protestant Episcopal, and the Christian churches 
of Cameron; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church and Union Sunday School of Mount Hope, and of the con- 
gregation of the Presbyterian Church of Buckhannon, all in the 
State of West Virginia, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against the Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. QUARLES presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Melrose, of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Veltan, and of sundry citizens of St. Croix Falls, all 
in the State of Wisconsin, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against the Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission: which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the congregations of the Pres- 
byterian and Methodist Episcopal churches of Bayfield, Wis., 
remonstrating against the restoration of the army canteen; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented petitions of the congregation of 
the Third Presbyterian Churck of Fort Wayne; of the Home 
Mission New Albany Presbytery, of Hanover; of the congregation 
of the United Presbyterian Chur:h of Milroy, and of the congre- 
gation of the Presbyterian Church of Mishawaka, all in the State 
of Indiana, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of Sykeston Prohibi- 
tion Alliance No. 18, and the Christian Endeavor Society of Wells 
County, N. Dak., praying for the e:actment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on Inte: state Commerce. 

_ He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Bathgate, N. Dak., praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMooT, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HANNA presented petitions of the faculty of Muskingum 
College, New Concord; of the First Congregational Church of 
Conneaut; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions of New 
Lyine, Marion. Toledo, Concord, Westview, Clyde, West Toledo, 
North Fairfield, and Conneaut; of the Woman’s Home Missionary 
Society of the Olivet Presbyterian Church and of the Madison 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Columbus; of the Woman’s Home 
Missionary Society of Quincy; of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church, the St. Mary’s Catholic Church, the First Baptist Church, 
and the Christian Church, of Conneaut; of the Baptist Church of 
North Fairfield; of the Baptist Association of Ashtabula; of the 
Congregational Church of Newbury; of the Congregational 
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Church of Medina; of the Congregational Church of North Fair- 
field; of the Friends’ Church of East Goshen; of the Methodist 
Protestant Church of York; of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
North Fairfield; of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Can- 
ton; of the First Presbyterian Church of Wellsville; of the War- 
ren Presbyterian Church, of Gravel Bank; of the Woman’s Mis- 
sionary Society of the Presbyterian Church of Mount Gilead; of 
the United Presbyterian Church of Rix Mills; of the Calvary 
Presbyterian Church, of Canton; of the Presbyterian Church of 
Orville; of the Christian Church of Defiance; of sundry citizens 
of Warren, Bryan, Defiance, and Washington County; of the 
Epworth League of North Fairfield; of the Central Congregational 
Church, of Toledo; of the Central Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Dayton; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions 
of Chesterville, East Live 1, Toledo, Waynesville, Quincy, 
Kingston, Circleville, Claridon, Barnesville. Defiance, ester, 
Pataskala, Ashley, Mount Gilead, Hartford, Prairie Depot, Nor- 
walk, Oberlin, Geneva, and Plain City; of the United Brethren 
Church of Defiance; of the Christian Endeavor Society of the 
United Brethren Church of Defiance; of the Epworth League of 
Huron; of the Church of Christ, of Prairie Depot; of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of New Concord; of the Baptist Association 
of Toledo; of the Baptist Church of Defiance; of the Baptist Youn 
People’s Unions of Defiance and Norwalk; of the Woman’s Relie 
Corps of Defiance; of Bishop Post, No. 22, Grand Army of the 
—— of Defiance; of the sbyterian Sunday School of Nor- 
walk; of the College of Christian Endeavor, of Defiance; of the 
Christian Endeavor Society of the First Congregational Church 
of Norwalk; of the Reformed Presbyterian Church of New Con- 
cord; of the Reformed Presbyterian Church of Cedarville; of 
sundry citizens of Cortland and Toledo, and of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Cleveland, all in the State of 
Ohio, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of Federal Labor Union No. 9985, 
of Uhrichsville; of Allied Metal Mechanics No. 169, of Cleveland; 
of the Granite Cutters’ National Union of Clyde; of Local 
Union No. 117, of Toledo; of Local Union No, 171, United Broth- 
erhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Youngstown; of Iron Mold- 
ers’ Union No. 218, of Cleveland; of Local Branch No. 20, Glass 
Bottle Blowers’ Association, of Zanesville; of Victory Lodge, No. 
48, Iron, Tin, and Steel Workers, of Zanesville; of Local Union 
No. 181, Amalgamated Wood Workers’ International Union, of 
Cleveland; of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Local Union No. 218, of 
Cincinnati; of Retail Clerks’ National Protective Association, 
Local Union No. 100, of Akron; of Plumbers’ Local Union No. 
50, of Toledo; of the Central Labor Union of Fremont; of the 
Painters and Decorators’ District Council of Cincinnati: of Iron 
Molders’ Union No. 283, of Hamilton; of the United Brotherhood 
of Leather Workers of Marietta; of the Trades and Labor 
Assembly of Marietta; of Reed and Rattan Workers’ Local 
Union No. 22, of Cincinnati: of Local Union No. 611, Retail 
Clerks’ International Protective Association, of Cincinnati; of 
Local Union No. 389, Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators, and 
Paperhangers, of Conneaut; of Local Union No. 2113, United 
Mine Workers, of Wellston; of Local Union No. 1741, United 
Mine Workers, of Massillon; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 
481, of Cincinnati; of Local Union No. 153, United Mine Work- 
ers, of East Liverpool; of Local Union No. 76, Brotherhood of 
Bookbinders, of Toledo; of Local Union No. 27, Brotherhood of 
Bookbinders, of Cincinnati; of the Musicians’ Protective Asso- 
ciation of Cincinnati; of the United Trades and Labor Councils 
of Cuyahoga County and Cleveland; of Local Union No. 65, 
Amalgamated Sheet Metal Workers’ International Alliance, of 
Cleveland; of Atkins Lodge, No. 31, Iron, Steel, and Tin Work- 
ers, of Glenville; of Bricklayers’ International Union No. 6, of 
Canton; of Local Union No. 14, United Brotherhood of Carpen- 
ters and Joiners, of Cleveland; of Local Union No. 59, Amalga- 
mated Wood Workers’ International Union, of Zanesville; of 
Local Union No. 127, Bartenders’ League, of Massillon; of Local 
Union No. 94, United Association Journeymen Plumbers, Gas 
Fitters, Steam Fitters, and Steam Fitters’ Helpers, of Canton; 
of the Trades and Labor Assembly of Tuscarawas County; of 
the Central Labor Union of Toledo; of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union No. 48, of Toledo; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 75, 
of Columbus; of Federal Labor Union No. 10760, of St. Marys; 
of Local Union No. 133, United Mine Workers, of Negiley; of 
Candy Makers’ Local Union No. 252, of Cincinnati, and of the 
Central Labor Union of Canton, all in the State of Ohio, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill and of the 
so-called anti-injunction bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the Sunday School Editors 
and Publishers’ Association of America, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to increase the postal rates on Sunday- 
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school periodicals; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the National Business League of 
Chicago, lll., praying that an adequate appropriation be made to 
increase the American Navy; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Bar Association of the 
Hawaiian Islands, praying that the laws may be so revised that 
the number of supreme court judges in the Territory of Hawaii 
be increased from three to five; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Revision of the Laws of the United States. 

He also presented petitions of the Durham monthly meeting of 
the Society of Friends, of South Durham, and of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of South Durham, in the State of 
Maine; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Wayne, Pa.; of the congregation of the Hamilton Square Bap- 
tist Church, of Hamilton, N.J.; of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Chautauqua County, N. Y., and of the 
congregation of the Highland Park Presbyterian Church, of 
Minneapolis, Minn., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoor, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

LABOR BULLETINS. 

Mr. LODGE. I present two bulletins of the Massachusetts 
bureau of statistics of labor, which bear on the question of immi- 
gration, and move that they be printed as a document and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1656) to provide for the purchase 
of land for a military post at or near Columbus, Ohio, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


STATUES OF CHARLES CARROLL AND JOHN HANSON. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
McComas on the 23d ultimo, reported it without amendment: and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound of the proceedings of Congress —_ the acceptance of 
the statues of Charles Carroll of Carroliton and John Hanson, presented by 
the State of Maryland, 16,500 copies, of which 5,000shall be for the use of the 
Senate and 10,000for the use of the House of Representatives, and the remain- 
ing 1.500 copies shall be for the use and distribution of the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress from the State of Maryland. 


The Joint Committee on Printing is hereby authorized to have the copy | 


prepared for the Public Printer, who shall procure suitable copper-process 
plates to be bound with these memorials. 


TREATIES, LAWS, ETC., RELATING TO INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] on the 17th 
ultimo, to report it favorably with an amendment, and I ask for 
its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution; which was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed and bound 3,000 copies of Senate Document No. 452, Fifty- 


seventh Congress, first session, entitled ‘‘ Treaties, Laws, Executive Orders, | 


etc., relating to Indian Affairs,” as revised, 300 of which shall be for the use 
of the Senate, 800 for the House of Representatives, 200 for the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, 50 for the House Committee on Indian Affairs, 50 for the 
Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, and the remaining 1,100 shall be sold by 
the superintendent of documents. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, in line 10, 
after the words “‘ Indian Affairs,’’ to insert the words ‘‘ 100 copies 
for the Department of the Interior;’’ and in line 11 to strike out 
**100”’ after **1,000.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 


INDEX TO DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE, ETC, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee 
on Printing to report a joint resolution providing for printing the 
general index to published volumes of the diplomatic correspond- 
ence and foreign relations of the United States, and I ask for its 
present consideration. : 

The joint resolution (S. R. 18) providing for printing the gen- 
era) index to published volumes of the diplomatic correspondence 
and foreign relations of the United States was read the first time 
by its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed 8,000 copies of the general index to the 
published volumes of the diplomatic correspondence and foreign relations 
of the United States, an appropriation for the prcoaretien of which was 
made under the sundry civil act of June 6, 1900, 1,000 copies for the use of the 
Senate and 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the joint resolution be read again. 

The joint resolution was again read. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

STATUE OF COUNT DE ROCHAMBEAU. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee 

on Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution sub- 
| mitted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Wetmore] on the 
| 11th ultimo, providing for printing copies of the proceedings upon 

the unveiling of the statue of the Count de Rochambean, to report 
| it favorably with amendments, and I ask for its present consid- 
| eration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

The amendments of the Committee on Printing were, in line 3, 
after the word “‘ eulogies,’’ to insert the words ‘‘ with accompany- 
ing illustrations;’’ in the same line, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ 
to strike out *“‘twenty’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ in line 5, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘six’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ in 
line 6, before the word ‘* thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘twelve”’ and 
insert ‘‘six;’’ in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Representatives,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘one thousand”’’ and insert ‘five hundred;’’ and in 
line 9 to strike out ‘‘one thousand ’’ and insert ‘five hundred;’’ 
so as to make the concurrent resolution read: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed, and bound in the form such as is customary in the case of enlo- 
gies, with accompanying illustrations, 10,000 copies.of the proceedings upon 
the unveiling of the statue of the Count de Bochamnbece, ot which 3,000 shall 
be for the useof the Senate, 6,000 for the useof the House of Representatives, 
500 to be delivered to the ambassador of the Republic of France for such dis- 
tribution as he shall think fit, the remaining 500, of which 200 shall be bound 
in full morocco, to be distributed, under the direction of the chairman of the 
Joint Committee on the Library, to the guests invited from the French Re- 
public and the speakers who took part in said celebration. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. XEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. FRY& on the 24th ultimo, reported it with- 
out amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and the same is hereby, 
authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time as may be necessary, 
to report such hearings as may be had on bills or other matters pending be- 
fore said committee, and to have the same printed forthe use of the commit- 
tee, and that such stenographer be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
| Senate. 

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Andit and Control the Con- 
| tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 
| tion submitted by Mr. GALLINGER on the 24th ultimo, reported 
it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, ani thesame 
| is hereby, authorized to employ during the Fifty-eighth Congress a stenog- 
rapher, from time to time as may be necessary, to report such hearings as 
may be had by the committee or its subcommittees in connection with any 
matter which may be before the committee and to have the same printed for 
its use; that it may sit during the sessions of the Senate or during the peri- 
iods of its adjournment; that it may summon such witnesses as may be neces- 
sary to appear before the committee, and that any expense in connection 
with the foregoing shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


REIMBURSEMENT TO SENATOR MORGAN. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. BLACKBURN on the 1st instant, reported it 
| without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the sum of $100 be paid to Jonn T. MorGan, from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate, to reimburse him for that sum paid by him for 
the translation from the Spanish language of various documents for the use 
of the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 


EMPLOYMENT OF ASSISTANT CLERK. 
| Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee to Andit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Alabama 
a MORGAN] on the Ist instant, providing for an assistant clerk 
or the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine, to 

report it favorably with an amendment, and I ask for its present 
consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The amendment of the committee was to insert after the words 
** National Quarantine” the words *‘ as at present organized;”’ so 
as to make the resolution read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine, 
as at present organized, be, and is hereby, authorized to employ an assistant 
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clerk, who shall be an expert typewriter, atan annual salary at the rate of 
$1,440, to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise 
provided for by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (by request) introduced a bill (S. 
2033) to refer to the Court of Claims the claims of the Peoria, 
Kaskaskia, Wea, and Piankashaw Indians against the United 
States, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Ciaims: 

A bill (S. 2034) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost check, 
drawn by Arthur J. Pritchard, pay director of the United States 
Navy, in favor of the Davis Coal and Coke Company (with ac- 
companying papers); 

A bill (S. 2035) for the relief of George A. Davis, administrator 
of Patrick Brady, deceased; 

A bill (S. 2036) for the relief of George A. Davis, administrator 
of Mrs. Martha N. Davis, deceased; 

A bill (S. 2037) for the relief of Jacob W. Hudson; and 

A bill (S. 2038) for the relief of Gideon C. Corley. 


Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 2039) to remove the charge | 


of desertion from the military record of William B. Lane; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


He also introduced the following bills; which were severally | 


read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 


A bill (S. 2040) granting a pension to Charles L. Reeder (with | 


an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2041) granting a pension to Catharine L. Chaney; 

A bill (S. 2042) granting a pension to Susan O’Brian; 

A bill (S. 2043) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Williams; and 

A bill (S. 2044) granting a pension to Mattie Aten. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2045) for the relief of 
Catherine B. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and, 
= the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2046) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William G. Scott; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
a read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2047) for the relief of the legal representatives of Na- 
thaniel and William Offutt, deceased: 

A bill (S. 2048) for the relief of Frederick Fuhr; and 

A bill (S. 2049) for the relief of John Kouns, of Louisiana, sur- 
viving partner, and so forth. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2050) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of the late Lieut. Thomas G. Williams, United 
States Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2051) to authorize the purchase of 
lands in the Indian Territory under certain conditions; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 2052) for the relief of Samuel 
S. Weaver; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2053) granting a — to David 
Clower; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 2054) granting a pension to 
Isabella McConnell; which was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bili (S. 2055) for the relief of 
Catharine Barry Meeha; which was read twice by its title and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2056) for the relief of D. K. Pon- 
der: which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion of D. K. Ponder for payment for supplies taken by the United 
States Army, together with the affidavit of himself and the affi- 
davit of Sanders D. Gatlin. I move thatthe bill and accompany- 
ing papers be referred to the Committee on Claims, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2057) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Unkefer; which was read twice 
by its title. 

“Mr.COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the petition 
of William H. Unkefer for increase of pension, together with the 


affidavit of Dr. J. W. Clark and tax receipt. I move that the 
bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2058) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jacob A. Roof; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the petition 
and affidavit of Jacob A. Roof, together with the affidavits of 
| Jonas M. McCoy, Dr. C. H. Fulbright, Thomas J. Tharp, and 
Frank E. Taylor. I move that the bill and accompanying papers 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2059) granting an in- 
— of pension to John Thomas; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the petition 
of John Thomas, together with the affidavits of Dr. R. F. Cheat- 
| ham and of Frank F. Kentling and Olga Keysser. I move that 
the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 2060) providing for the use 
of Fort Omaha Military Reservation, in the city of Omaha, Nebr., 
fot officers’ quarters, and for the improvement of the same, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 2061) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Barlow; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2062) for the relief of William L. 
Best; which was read twice by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced the following bills; which 
| were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Claims: 

A bill (8. 2063) for the relief of the personal representatives of 
Minthorne Tompkins, deceased; 
| A bill (S. 2064) for the relief of the estate of Minthorne Tomp- 
| kins, deceased; 

~ bill (S. 2065) for the relief of the estate of William W.Camp- 
1: 


A bill (S. 2066) for the relief of James Matthews, receiver; and 

A bill (S. 2067) for the relief of John M. Jamieson. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 2068) granting 
) an increase of pension to Julia A. Roberts; which was read twice 
| by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
| Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 2069) correcting the 
| military record of Simon P. Rinehart; which was read twice by 
| its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
_ read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
| S10NS: 
| A bill (S. 2070) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 

Lee (with accompanying papers); 
a (S. 2071) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. 
ork; 

A bill (S. 2072) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
| Lockwood; 
| A bill (S. 2078) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
| Maxwell (with accompanying papers); 
| <A bill (S. 2074) granting an increase of pension to James A. 

Harper (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2075) granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Parker (with accompanying papers): 

A bill (8. 2076) granting a pension to Mary Z. Miller; and 

A bill (S. 2077) granting a pension to Dicie C. Alexander (with 
accompanying papers). 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 2078) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hampton C. Watson; which was read twice 
| by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 

mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (8S. 2079) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Thomas Watts; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commitie on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2080) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to place the name of Joseph F. Ritcherdson on the rolls of 
Company C, One hundred and twenty-second Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and issue him an honorable discharge; which wad read 
a by its title,and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (8. 2081) to provide for the 
appropriate marking of the graves of the soldiers and sailors of 
the Confederate army and navy, and for other purposes; which 
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was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2082) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas J. Gafford; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2088) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James C. Armstrong; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 2084) for the relief of W. C. Har- 
rell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

fer. ELSON introduced a bill (8. 2085) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Alexandria, in the State of Minnesota; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2086) providing for sub- 
sistence for rural free-delivery carriers; which was read twice by 
> — and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

ads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2087) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George Rilea; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2088) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry W. Miller; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2089) forthe removal of the charge 
of desertion from the military record of George Abbott, alias An- 
drew C. Adams; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2090) for the relief of Thomas Coyle 
and Bridget Coyle, and their legal representatives; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 2091) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nelson Gardner; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced the following bills, which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 2092) granting an increase of pension to John O. Mc- 
Grew (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2093) granting an increase of pension to Victoria M. 


teele; 

A bill (S. 2094) granting an increase of pension to James Rum- 
baugh (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2095) granting an increase of pension to William 
Large (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2096) granting an 
increase of pension to John W. Millett; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 2097) granting a pension 
to John T. Walsh; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
— twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

aims: 

A bill (S. 2098) for the relief of Mrs. 8. C. Mitchell; 

A bill (S. 2099) for the relief of Edward H. Delahay; and 

A bill (S. 2100) for the relief of S. Sollers Maynard, executor of 
Augustine D. O’Leary, deceased. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2101) for the relief of Elizabeth 
R. Gordon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (8. 2102) to provide for the 
investigation of the claims of the Potawatomi Indians of Wis- 
consin for their proportionate shares of the annuities, interest on 
trust funds, and other moneys heretofore paid to or expended for 
the tribe to which they belong, in which payments the claimant 
Indians have not shared; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $25,000 for grading and macadamizing Pennsylvania avenue 
east from its intersection with Branch avenue to the District line, 
and also $5,000 for grading South avenue from Pennsylvania ave- 
nue east and the district line to the Suitland road, in the District of 
Columbia, intended to be proposed by him to the District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICT IN OHIO. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I submit a resolution and ask for 
ita present consideration. 


Oe << 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 500 copies of the 
memoranda relating to the bill (S. 1655) to create a new Federal district in 
Ohio to be called the central district. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
“<= or $6. 

e resolution was agreed to. 
PROPOSED BUREAU OF GRAIN INSPECTION. 


Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed 2,500 additional copies of Senate bill No. 
199 for the use of the Senate. 


GOVERNMENT AID TO EXPOSITIONS. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the peapatons of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to transmit to the Senate, at his earliest convenience, a statement in detail 
of all sums heretofore appropriated by the Government of the United States 
since the beginning of the Government to the present time in aid of exposi- - 
tions or fairs, national, international, or local, the dates of such appropria- 
tions, and the amount or amounts appropriated in aid of each, and the name 
of the association or fair thus aided, and the location of the same, together 
with a statement of all legislation heretofore enacted by Congress in aid of 
or in connection with the holding of any such exposition or fair, commercial 
or otherwise, in the United States since the beginning of Government to the 

resent time, together with a statement of Government exhibits contributed 
y the Government or any department thereof, respectively, to such exposi- 
tion or fair during such time. 


THOMAS P. MORGAN, JR. 


Mr. McCOMAS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary is hereby authorized and directed to trans- 
mit to the Court of Claims all papers filed with this body in the claim of 
Thomas P. Morgan, jr., of the District of Columbia, against the United States, 
there needed for use in the trial of the case of Thomas P. Morgan, jr., v. The 
United States, Congressional No. 692, which case was referred to said court, 
under the act of March 3, 1883, by the House of Representatives April 2, 1886, 


REPORT ON CEMENT RESOURCES. 
On motion of Mr. MorGan, it was 


Ordered, That 1,000 additional copies of Senate Document No. 19, Fifty- 
Eighth Congress, first session, be printed, with the geological map appended, 
for the use of the Senate. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO INDIAN AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the salary of the assistant clerk to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, authorized by resolution of March 1, 1900, at $1,440 per annum, be, 
and it hereby is, increa to $1,800 per annum, to take effect January 1, 1904. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 86 minutes 

. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, Decem- 

r 5, 1903, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


The cost of the printing will be 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Fripay, December 4, 1908. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read and 
approved. 





SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 


| 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Hon. W. Godfrey Hunter, duly ac- 
credited as a Representative in the Fifty-eighth Congress from the 
Eleventh district of Kentucky, having been chosen to fill the va- 
cancy caused by the death of Hon. Vincent Boreing, is present 
and desires to take the oath of office. 

The credentials of Mr. Hunter were read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Hon. Robert M. Nevin, Representative- 
elect from the Third district of Ohio, is also present and ready to 
take the oath. 

The SPEAKER. Both the gentlemen named will please come 
to the bar of the House. 

Mr. Hunter and Mr. Nevin accordingly presented themselves 
o were duly qualified by taking the oath of office prescribed by 
aw. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 12 o’clock and 5 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
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Edward Valencourt Deuell, in his own right and as administrator 
of estate of Ethan A. Deuell, against The United States—to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Henry Damm, jr., administrator of estate of Henry Damm, sr., 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting acopy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Josephus E. Harley. administrator de bonis non of estate of Otho 
F. Harley, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court inthe case of 
Telesfor D. Quigles, administrator of estate of Manette Marsons 
and of her husband, Miguel Quigles, against The United States— 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
George W. Branham against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Chief of Engineers, transmitting a report of 
the operations of the building for a Government Printing Office 
for the year ended November 30, 1903—to the Committee on Print- 
ing, und ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 246) granting a pension to East Tennessee bridge 
burners—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Comittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 258) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucinda Roverts— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 274) for the relief of John Ward—Committee on 
Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 295) for the relief of Henry Spurgeon—Committee 
on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 419) for the relief of John E. Barrett—Committee 
on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 681) granting an increase of pension to Ella P. 
Kerstetter—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 1037) granting a pension to William D. Humbard— | 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 


tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (F. RB. 1075) for the relief of Eli Jellis—Committee on 
Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2458) granting a pension to George Heishman— 
Comunittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2909) granting a pension to Mrs. Elcy R. Kelly— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2940) granting an increase of pension to Hester 
Ann Hanback—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2970) to restore to the pension roll Andrew C. 
Smith—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2978) granting a pension to Sarah F. Armstrong— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3094) granting an increase of pension to Silas W. 
Harris—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3105) yams an increase of pension to Benjamin 
W. Gaylord—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Inva!id Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8795) granting a pension to Sarah E. Gillette— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3920) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 8. 
Long—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4134) granting an increase of pension to Ruth M. 
Lyon—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to Com- 
imittee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 4881) granting an increase of pension to Milton 
Strattan—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


_—_—— 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
-— following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 5487) prescribing the com- 
pensation of carriers on rural free-delivery routes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5488) to enable the 
Secretary of War to contract for the erection of locks and dams 
in aid of navigation in the Tennessee River near Chattanooga, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LD! XON: A bill (H. R. 5489) to provide for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Kalispell, Mont.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5490) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Bozeman, Mont.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 5491) to erect a monument in 
memory of the Union soldiers who are interred in the national 
yy ad at Fort Scott, Kans.—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 5492) for the erection of a 
public building at Owensboro, Ky., and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5493) to admit free of duty certain articles 
manufactured in the United States of America—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5494) to increase the limit of cost for the 
purchase of site and erection of a public building at Henderson, 
Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 5495) to increase 
the pay of mail carrierson rural free-delivery routes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURGESS (by request): A bill (H. R. 5496) to lessen 
| the damage caused by and control the spread of the cotton-boll 
| weevil and other insects and diseases injurious to cotton—to the 

Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 5497) to grant the free use 
of the United States mails to officers of the National Guard 
| of the States and Territories of the United States for the official 
| business of their respective commands—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 5498) to providefor circuit and 
district courts of the United States at Albany, Ga.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5499) for a public building at the city of 
Thomasville, Ga.,and appropriating money therefor—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5500) for a public building at the city of Al- 
bany, Ga., and appropriating money therefor—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5501) to provide compensation for letter car- 
riers in the rural free-delivery service—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 5502) to amend section 8 of 
| the act of Congress making ae for the expenses of 
the Indian Department—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 5503) toamend the internal- 
revenue laws, and so forth—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 5504) to provide public build- 
ing to be erected upon site already selected at Bluefield, W. Va.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 5505) to amend section 4417 
of the United States Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5506) making April 14 of each year a legal 
holiday, to be known and celebrated as ‘‘ Martyr’s Day *’—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5507) to aid in the erection of a monument 
to the memory of Gen. William Smallwood and the soldiers of 
the Maryland Line in the war for American independence—to the 
Committee on the Library: 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5508) au- 
thorizing the eee ae War to make a survey of Duwamish 
River, in the State of Washington—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 








By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 5509) establishing the Wilson 
pin k National Military Park—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 
By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5510) to extend the 
provisions of the pension act of June 27, 1890, to the Missouri En- 
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rolled State Militia and other organizations—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 5511) to authorize registers 
and receivers of United States land offices to furnish transcripts 
a records to individuals—to the Committee on the Public 

ds. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 5512) removing the United 
States court in the central judicial district of Indian Territory 
from Antlers to Hugo, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 5513) granting increase of 

nsions to soldiers and widows of the Indian wars under act of 

uly 27, 1892, and act approved June 27, 1902—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5514) to provide for the sale of the unsold 
portion of the Umatilla Reservation, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5515) to establish an assay office at Port- 
land, Oreg.—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights,and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5516) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in Baker City, State of Oregon—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 5517) to regulate postage wn news- 


papers deposited for delivery in letter-carrier offices—to the Com- | 


mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 5518) to authorize the Anacostia, | 


Surrattsville and Brandywine Electric Railway Company to ex- 
tend its street railway in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 5519) for the removal of a 
shoal in the Delaware River opposite Greenwich coal piers—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Warhers. 


By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 5520) extending age limit | 


for appointment as second lieutenant in the Army of honorably 
discharged soldiers of the Spanish war and of those who served 
in the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIVERNASH: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 50) defin- 
ing the intention of the United States concerning the Isthmus of 
Panama—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 51) directing 
the selection of a site for the erection of a bronze statue in Wash- 


ington, D. C.,in honor of the late Henry Wadsworth Longfel- | 


low—to the Committee on the Library. 


By Mr. GOULDEN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 52) for the | 


gore of carrying out the provisions of General Orders, No. 195, 
ar Department, June 29, 1863, for the presentation of medals— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. LESTER: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 12) pro- | 


viding for a reexamination of the plans for improving the channel 


of Savannah Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. | 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of | 


the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 5521) granting anincrease 
of pension to Charles 8. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5522) granting 


By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 5534) granting an increase of 
pension to Adaline Shaw Lovejoy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5535) for the relief of the estate of William 
Johnson, deceased, late of Dallas County, Ala.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 5536) to correct the mili- 
ae record of John Watson—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 5537) granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew I. Northrup—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 5538) granting a pen- 
sion to Jane Elizabeth Bullock—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 5539) granting a pension to Moses Stewart— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 5540) for the relief of 
Cass County, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5541) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Harrisonville, Mo.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 5542) for the relief of the estate of M. W. 
Garrison, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5543) for the relief of the heirs of Robert A. 
rown, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5544) for the relief of the heirs of Tillard 
| Ragan, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

| By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 5545) for the relief of Warren S. 
Baxter—to the Committee on Claims. 

| Also. a bill (H. R. 5546) for the relief of the county of Cho- 
| teau, State of Montana—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5547) for the relief of the county of Custer, 
State of Montana-—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 5548) granting a pension to Henry 
Carbino—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 5549) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Jacob Towson, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 5550) granting a pension to 
Elihu Millikan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5551) granting a pension to Christian 
Schwarz--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5552) granting a pension to Vina Linden- 
boner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5553) granting a pension to Fielding W. 
Means—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5554) granting a pension to Columbus N. 
Brooks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5555) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Hauptley—to the Committee.on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5556) granting an increase of pension to W. 
W. Downing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5557) for the relief of William F. Lawson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5558) for the relief of William L. Thompson— 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 5559) granting an increase of 
pension to Josephine C. Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 5560) granting an increase 
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a pension to Theophilus Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid | of pension to John D. McCullough—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 
By Mr. BABCOCE: A bill (H. R. 5523) granting an increase of | 
pension to James A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 5524) granting an honor- | 
a discharge to George Becker—to the Committee on Military | 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5525) to remove the charge of desertion now 
standing against Henry Walter—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5526) granting a pension to William Kern— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5527) granting a pension to Frances Reck— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5528) ting a pension to Maria Lindhorst— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 5529) granting an increase of 
pension to John G. Mayer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (BH. R. 5580) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron R. Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5531) gran an increase of pension to 
Marvin Nash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5532) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Vassar—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a. bill (H. R. 5533) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh L. Freeman—to the Committee on Pensions. 








| Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5561) granting a pension to William Mar- 
tin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5562) granting a pension to Henry Sievking— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. " 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 5563) granting an increase 
of pension to French F. Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 5564) granting an increase 
of pension to Guy W. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia; A bill (H. R. 5565) grant- 


| ing a pension to Eliza Workman—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5566) granting a pension to Jackson Lykins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5567) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5568) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 5569) forthe relief of James M. Stephenson, of 
Point Pleasant, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5570) to remove charge 
of desertion and grant honorable discharge to Jonathan Redfox— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5571) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry M. Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5572) granting a pension to Mary A. Harri- 
scon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 5573) granting an increase of 

nsion to Margaret W. Royse—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5574) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Lamb—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5575) granting an 
increase of pension to John Herbison—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5576) granting a pension to P. B. Pulley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5577) granting an increase of pension to Jabez 
Goodman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5578) granting a pension to John G. Hunt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5579) granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
Sternes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bil) (H. R. 5580) granting a pension to Celia C. OWwen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5581) granting an increaee of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Riggin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 5582) granting an increase of 
— to Henry R. K. Lakman—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5583) for the relief of Edward Lauten- 
schlaeger—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 5584) granting an increase 
of pension to Ralph A. Adams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5585) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward F. Hassett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5586) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie Fitzpatrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5587) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
anna Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5588) granting an increase of pension to 
John Farrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5589) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucas Longendyke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5590) granting an increase of pension to 
Shepard F. Easton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5591) granting an increase of pension to 
Jerome Washburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5592) granting an increase of pension to 
William Vericker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5593) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
Hatch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5594) granting a pension to Sarah R. Greeley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5595) ting a pension to Charles F. Stet- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 5596) for the relief of the Pres- 
byterian Church at Macon, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5597) for the relief of the heirs of James 
Price. deceased—-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 5598) granting a pension to 
Hiram Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5599) granting a pension to Mary N. A. 
Seeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5600) granting a pension to David Kimball— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 5601) granting an increase of 
pension to John Sutherland—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
siens. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 5602) for the relief of Mrs. 
a C. Jones and Mrs. Lucy F. Tyler—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MURDOCE: A bill (H. R. 5608) granting an increase 
of pension to William C. McCormick—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5604) granting an increase of pension to 
David Inches—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 5605) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. O’Neil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5606) granting an increase of pension to Julius 
A. Keeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5607) granting a pen- 
sion to Hartford Matherly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5608) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5609) granting an increase of pension to B. 
F. Grigsby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 5610) ting a pension to An- 
nie Dorfner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 5611) granting a pension to 
Juliette Westbrook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 5612) removing the charge of 
desertion from the military record of James Charles Cramer—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5613) for the relief of J. D. Golden—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 5614) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also,a bill (H. R. 5615) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Clayton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5616) granting an increase of pension to 
Bird Solomon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Abill (H. R. 5617) granting an increase of — 
sion to William P. Hereford—to the ittee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 5618) granting an increase of 
pension to Heloise Gano—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5619) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Wheeler—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5620) granting an increase of pension to 
Nettie Randolph—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5621) for the relief of W. W. Johnson—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

“Also, a bill (H. R. 5622) for the relief of the heirs of Richard 
Butler, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5623) granting a pension to Annie Creagh— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5624) granting a pension to Patrick Grogan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 5625) granting an increase of 
pension to James Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5626) granting an honorable discharge to 
Lucien P. Rogers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5627) to correct the 
military record of John Archbishop—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5628) to correct the military record of Jesse 
M. Ball—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5629) granting an increase of pension to 
Madison Chapel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5630) for the relief of Benjamin F. Hasson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5631) for the relief of the survivors of the 
Cromwell company of Home Guards—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5632) for the 
relief of James A. Fiscus—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5633) granting a pension to Jonas J. Boal— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5634) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert L. Miles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5635) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
bert J. Goble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5636) granting an increase of pension to 
James Are the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5637) granting an increase of pension to Lou 
Gates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5638) to correct the military record of Mark 
G. Harris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5639) to remove the charge of desertion 
a the record of John B. Taylor—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5640) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John Mervine—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 5641) granting an increase 
of pension to Morris B. Slawson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5642) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Boone—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5643) a an increase of pension to John 
E. Ammel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5644) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel De Haven—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5645) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Daneker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5646) — a pension to Edward Wie- 
gand—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5647) granting a pension to Catherine Fritz— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5648) —s a pension to Margaret Her- 
old—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5649) granting a ion to Augustus A, 
Rhodrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5650) ting: a pension to Myers Uhl- 
felder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5651) to remove the charge of desertion 
ee the record of Henry East—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5652) removing the charge of desertion from 
the record of John R. Carroll—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5653) removing the charge of desertion 
against Marmaduke R. Goodwin—to the Committee on Military | 
Affairs. _ | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5654) removing charge of desertion against | 
John Benson, late seaman on the United States steamship Iro- | 
quois—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5655) to correct the military record of John 
Barron—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5656) to refer to the Court of Claims the 
claim of Benjamin A. Pillsbury, owner of the schooner A. B. | 
Sherman, for damages caused by collisions with United States | 
war ships—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5657) for the relief of the heirs of John ].am- | 
ilton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (47. R. 5658) for the relief of the heirs of | 
Henry Leef, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5659) for the relief of the heirs of Henry Hub- | 
bard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5660) for the relief of Samuel B. Marts, man- 
aging owner of the schooner Nellie W. Howlett—to the Committee | 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5661) for the relief of the representatives of 
the late Henry Barnes, for the property taken in 1862 for the use | 
s the Army of the United States—to the Committee on War | 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5662) for the relief of Julia Nolan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 5663) granting a pension | 
‘o Vincent De Frietas—to the Committee on Pensions. 











PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the standing 
committees of the National Business League, favoring the enlarge- 
ment of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BENTON: Papers to accompany bill ting an in- 
crease of pension to Marvin Nash—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension | 
to John G. Mayer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Levi Vassar—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Hugh L. Freeman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension | 
to Aaron KR. Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 5250, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Levi G. Cunningham—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also papers to accompany bill H. R. 5249, granting an increase 
= pension to William W. West—to the Committee on Invalid | 
ensions. 


By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Papers to accompany bill to correct | 
= military record of John Watson—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of J. D. Austin Post, No. 
427, Grand Army of the Republic, of Riley, Department of Kan- 
sas, favoring the passage of a service-pension law—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: Memorial of the bar of Hawaii, praying for 
legislation to increase the number of the judges of the supreme 
court—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Papers to accompany bill granting 
a pension to Jane Elizabeth Bullock—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Petition of the heirs of Henry Stock, | 
deceased, praying reference of war claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the standing committees of the 
National Business League, favoring the enlargement of the Navy— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, papers to erage = cane A H. R. 967, granting a pension 
to Nicholas Gruber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of T. Clafford and 150 
Swedish-American citizens of Sridgeport, Conn., against the re- 
establishment of the army canteen —to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of 15 business houses of Warren, I1l., 
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protesting against the enactment of a parcels-post law—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LESTER: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 2161, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mr«. Josephine A. Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to B. F. Grigsby—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Hartford 
Matherly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 1045, to grant a pension to 
Matilda Witt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Petition of Sunday School Editors and 
Publishers’ Association, protesting against any increase of postal 
rates on Sunday-school periodicals—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the standing committees of the National 
Business League, favoring enlargement of the Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petitions of John Chester Ball and others, of 
Newark, N. Y., and of Charles T. Shaw and others, of Wolcott, 
N. Y., proposing an amendment to the Constitution defining legal 
marriage, etc.—to the Committee onthe Judiciary. 

By Mr. PORTER: Resolution of the standing committees of the 
National Business League, favoring the enlargement of the Navy— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution of the standing committees of 
the National Business League, favoring the enlargement of the 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Sunday School Editors and Publishers’ As- 
sociation, against any increase in postal rates on Sunday-school 
periodicals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Resolution of the Commercial Club of Topeka, 
Kans., urging the passage of the Lodge bill, providing for the re- 
organization of the consular service—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Club of Topeka, Kans., fa- 
voring enlargement of power of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of 
Wichita, Kans., favoring enlargement of power of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Baxter Post, No. 123, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Baxter Springs, Department of Kansas, favoring the 
passage of a service-pension law—to the Cummittee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Woodson Post, No. 185, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Yates Center, Department of Kansas, favoring the pas- 
sage of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ons, 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH; Petition of William J. Tum- 
stead and 79 others, of Oxford, Mich., protesting against the pas- 
sage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Petition of the Cromwell Home 
Guards and others, praying for remuneration forthe guards for 
services rendered during the war-—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Papersto accompany bili H. R. 1886. grant- 
ing a pension to Edward A. Goodfellow—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, December 5, 1908. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
HOUR OF MEETING ON MONDAY. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it adjourn to meet at 11.30 a. m. on Monday. 
The motion was agreed to. 
INDIAN SCHOOL AT RAPID CITY, S. DAK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a re- 

rt from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, recommending an 
item for insertion in the Indian appropriation bill for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1905, of an appropriation of $530.88 for sup- 
plies furnished the Indian school at Rapid City, 8. Dak.; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of A. A. 
Dwinal Post, No. 3, be rtment of Maine, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Mechanic Falls, Me., praying for the enactment of a 
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service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
nons. 

He also presented petitions of the Home Protectiv- Circle of 
Pomfret, of the Prohibition Alliance of Pomfret, of . » congre- 
gation of the First Baptist Church of Fredonia, of the congrega- 
tion of the Disciples Church of Pomfret, of the congregation of 
the Free Methodist Church of Pomfret, of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Pomfret, all in the Stateof New York; 
of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Cape May 
City, N. J.,and of the Woman’s Missionary Society of Ravens- 
wood, W. Va., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Washington, relative to the opening of the south half of 
the Colville Indian Reservation, in that State, to homestead en- 
tries; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to he printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


United States of America, State <a, office of the secretary of 
state. 





I, Sam H. Nichols, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do hereby 
certify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of the senate joint 
memorial No. 2 of the legislature of 1908 with the original as filed and of 
record in this office on the 17th day of February. A. D. 1908. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington. 

Done at Olympia this 25th day of March, in the year of our Lord 1908. 

Sam H. NIcHOLs, 
z Secretary of State. 
Senate joint memorial No. 2. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the senate and house of representatives of the State of 
Washington in legislature assembled, most respectfully represent that— 

Whereas there has been introduced in Congress by Representative W. L. 
JONES, of the State of Washington, a bill providing for the aes Se 
south aor of the Colville Indian Reservation in this State, to homes’ en- 
tries; an 

Whereas the opening of said reservation is desired by the people of this 
State, and would provide homes fora large number of families, and would 
also be a positive benefit to the Indians residing thereon: 

Your memorialists do most respectfully request that immediate action be 
taken in opening to settlement this area of land. 

Passed the senate January 29, 1903. 

Passed the house February 10, 1908. 

4 posnves by the governor February 17, 1903 


ed for record in the office of the secretary of state February 17, 1903, at | 


10.45 a. m. 
Sam H. NICHOLS, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented petitions of the Calvary 
Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor, of Seattle; of the 
Missionary Social Union of Tacoma; of the Frances E. Willard 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Seattle; of the congre- 
gation of the Lane Street Presbyterian Church, of Seattle; of the 
congregation of the Grace Methodist Episcopal Church, of Seattle; 
of the Harmony Chapter, Epworth League, of Seattle; of the 
congregation of the Calvary Presbyterian Church, of Seattle; of 
the Page Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Seattle, and 
of the Young People’s Christian Endeavor Society of the Lane 
Street Presbyterian Church, of Seattle, all in the State of Wash- 
ingion, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against em: REED SMooT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which 
were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of the Ministerial Associa- 
tion of Cumberland, Md., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REEp Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of Local Union No. 357, of Dun- 
kirk; of the Trades Assembly of Utica: of Blacksmiths’ Helpers’ 
Local Union No. 7553, of Dunkirk; of Typographical Local Union 
No. 135, of Oneonta; of the Trades Assembly of Norwich; of the 
Central Labor Union of Batavia; of Local Union No. 66, of Roches- 
ter; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 429, of Niagara Falls; of 
Paving Cutters’ Local Union No. 36, of Holley; of Local Union 
No. 89, of Rochester; of Hammer Makers’ Local Union No. 232, 
of Norwich; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 144, of New York 
City; of Journeymen Barbers’ Local Union No. 29, of Olean; of 
the Textile District Council of Jamestown; of Dyers and Finish- 
ers’ Local Union No. 271, of Jamestown; of ters and Join- 
ers’ Local Union No. 369, of North Tonawanda; of the Allied 
Printing Trades Council of Albany; of the Central Labor Council 
of Jamestown; of Local Union No. 38, of Oswego; of the Trades 
and Labor Council of Olean, all of the American Fderation of 
L- bor, and of Local Division No. 148, Amalgamated Association 
o. Street Railway Employees, of Albany, all in the State of New 
York, praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill and 
the anti-injunction bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented 
Presbyterian Church of Hamilton, of the Woman’s Missionary 
Society of Hamilton, of the congregation of the Presbyterian 


titions of the congregation of the 
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Church of Savannah, of the Woman’s Missionary Society of the 
Presbyterian Church of King City, and of the congregations of 
the Presbyterian and Methodist Churches of Livingston, all in 
the State of Missouri, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Rezep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 


_ CONSULAR INSPECTION IN EUROPE. 

Mr. LODGE. I present a wees in regard to consular inspec- 
tion in Europe, which I move printed as a document and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2103) granting an increase of 
pension to John L. McVey; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2104) granting a pension to Caroline M. Hilt (with 
an accompanying paper); 

A bill (5S. 2105) granting a pension to Nancy Huddleston (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2106) granting an increase of pension to Henry Earp 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2107) granting an increase of pension to A. R. Mc- 
Curdy (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2108) granting an increase of pension to John Shields 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2109) granting a pension to Alma Dubois; 

A bill (8. 2110) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Rollins; and 

A bill (S. 2111) granting an increase of pension to John A. 


iss. 
Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 2112) author- 
izing the Indian allottees on the Puyallup Indian Reservation, 


| State of Washington, to alienate allotted lands, confirming title 


to allotted lands sold since March 3, 1903, and for other purposes; 


_ which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2113) for the relief of Bernard W. 
Murray; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

r. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2114) to fix the rank of 
certain officers in the Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2115) to appoint Warren C. Beach 
a captain in the Army, and place him on the retired list; which 
was read twice by its title, aad referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2116) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Edna Stevens; which was twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (8. 2117) granting an increase 
of pension to Philip L. Hiteshew; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2118) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Carrie P. Rand; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2119) authorizing the President of 
the United States to nominate Lieut. Samuel Lindsey Graham, 
now on the retired list, to be a lieutenant-commander on the re- 
tired list; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2120) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the sale of desert lands,” as 
amended by the act entitled ‘‘An act to repeal the timber-culture 
laws, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 3. 1891; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 2121) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act providing for public printing and binding and the 
distribntion of public documents;*’ which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2122) granting a pension to Ashley 
C. Riggs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2123) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel W. Redfield; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (8. 2124) granting an increase 
of aa to David W. Johns; which was read twice by its title, 
= , With the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 
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MESSENGER OF COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR, 
Mr. McCOMAS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be, and is hereby, 
uthorized to employ a messenger at an annual salary at the rate of $1,440, 
? = from the contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise provided for 
y law. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the salary of the assistant clerk to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, authorized by resolution of February 24, 1903, at $1,200 per annum, 
ri =< it hereby is, increased to $1,800 per annum, to take effect January 


INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over froma previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. MorGan 
on the ist instant, as follows: 


Whereas it is asserted in public journals representing public opinion and 
exercising leading influence in the great political parties of the United States 
that the officers, managers. and agents of the transcontinental railroad com- 
panies, including the Canadian Pacific Railroad Company and other railroad 
companies, acting in concert or combination, or with a common purpose, or 
sing re remedalt ore the public 7, and laws of the United 
States in of the ratification by Colombia of the apenty known as the 
Hay-Herran treaty, and that such railroad com es in like manner are 
obstructing the full and complete execution of the duty and policy of the 
Uni States as declared in the act of Congress approved June 28, 1902, en- 
titled ‘An act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the At- 
lantic and Pacific oceans;” and 

Whereas some of these railroad companies owe special duties of obedience 
to the laws and public policy of the Uni States in virtue of acts of Congress, 
and all of them that hold charters under the Federal laws and the State laws 
of the United States owe the duties of all nce to the United States: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Railroads is authorized and re- 
quired, with due diligence, to make careful inquiry into the facts on which 
such charges are ©, which show whether or not they support or sustain 
fhe mmo, and to report the testimony, with the findings of the committee, to 

e Senate. 

’ And said committee shall have full power to send for persons or papers, 
and to summon witnesses to testify before them, and to administer oaths, by | 
any member of said committee, and to take down the testimony. 

And to this end said committee shall have authority to employ stenogra- 

hers, to be paid for their services the allowance re ted by law, and also 
pay witnesses for mileage and attendance in like manne. 
he committee, if the committee so order, may hold their sessions at any 


place in the United States. The necessary expenses attending the perform- | 
ance of these duties shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate | 
upon proper vouchers approved by the chairman of the Committee on Pacific | 


lroads. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be referred | 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Under the order of the Senate when the reso- 
a introduced it was laid upon the table subject to my | 
call. 

The PRESIDENT pro pga. That is the other resolution, 
if the Senator pleases. The long resolution was the one laid on 
the table subject to the call of the Senator. This resolution, un- 
der the rule, the Chair will be obliged to send to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Sanne Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, does the resolution go to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- | 
ate before it goes to any other committee? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Itdoes. It goes there at once. 

ISTHMIAN CANAL INQUIRY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
offered another resolution on the Ist instant, which was laid on 
the table subject to his call. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of that I was aware. 

a PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is there now, subject to his | 
call. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no occasion for taking any order in 
reference to that resolution this morning. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. No; not before the Senator de- 


sires to call it up. 
Mr. MORGAN. I do not call it up to-day. 


TRADE RELATIONS WITH CUBA. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there further morning busi- | 
ness? 

Mr. CULLOM. If there is no further morning business, I ask | 
that the unfinished business be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There is no need of doing that. | 
On Monday, by unanimous consent, the consideration of the bill | 
will be p ed with. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not know but that some Senator would | 
like to speak on it to-day. That is the only reason I have for 


calling it up. 
IDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 





The PR 


Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. 


A bill (H. R. 1921) to carry into effect a con- 
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vention between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, 
signed on the 11th day of December, in the year 1902. 
r. CULLOM. If there is any Senator desiring to speak on 

the bill to-day, it is in order now to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will be glad to 
recognize any Senator for that purpose. 

Mr. CULLOM., If no Senator desires to speak, I move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 20 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, December 7, 1903, at 
11 o’clock and 30 minutes a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, December 5, 1903. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
aes Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following 
committees: 

Elections No. 1.—Messrs. James R. Mann, Illinois; Llewellyn 
Powers. Maine; Charles L. Knapp, New York; Joseph H. Gaines, 
West Virginia; Arthur L. Bates, Pennsylvania; Olin H. Young, 
Michigan; Ollie M. James, Kentucky; E. J. Bowers, Mississippi; 
Scott Field, Texas. 

Elections No. 2.—Messrs. Marlin E. Olmsted, Pennsylvania; 
James M. Miller, Kansas; Frank D. Currier, New Hampshire; 
John W. Dwight, New York; Capell L. Weems, Ohio; Frederick 
Landis, Indiana; Joshua F. C. Talbott, Maryland; A. M. Byrd, 
Mississippi; John A. Sullivan, Massachusetts. 

Elections No, 3.—Messrs. Michael E. Driscoll, New York; Kitt- 
redge Haskins, Vermont; H. Burd Cassel, Pennsylvania; James 
Kennedy, Ohio; John A. Sterling, Mlinois; Benjamin P. Birdsall, 
Iowa; Frank A. McLain, Mississippi; Choice B. Randell, Texas; 
Joseph T. Johnson, South Carolina. 

Appropriations.— Messrs. James A. Hemenway, Indiana; Henry 
H. Bingham, Pennsylvania; Henry C. Van Voorhis, Ohio; James 
T. McCleary, Minnesota; Lucius N. Littauer, New York; Walter 
P. Brownlow, Tennessee; Washington Gardner, Michigan; Elmer 
J. Burkett, Nebraska; Frederick H. Gillett, Massachusetts; Wal- 
ter I. Smith, Iowa: Benjamin F. Marsh, Dlinois; Leonidas F. 


| Livingston, Georgia; Rice A. Pierce, Tennessee; Meecenas E. Ben- 


ton, Missouri; George W. Taylor, Alabama; Oscar W. Under- 
wood, Alabama: Stephen Brundidge, jr., Arkansas. 
Judiciary.—Messrs. John J. Jenkins, Wisconsin; Richard 
Wayne Parker, New Jersey; De Alva S. Alexander, New York; 
Vespasian Warner, Illinois; Charles E. Littlefield, Maine; Lot 
Thomas, Iowa; Samuel Leland Powers, Massachusetts; Robert 
M. Nevin, Ohio; Henry W. Palmer, Pennsylvania; George A. 
Pearre, Maryland; J. N. Gillett, California; David A. De Armond, 
Missouri; David H. Smith, Kentucky; Henry D. Clayton, Ala- 
bama; Robert L. Henry, Texas; John 38. Little Arkansas; Wil- 


| liam G. Brantley, Georgia. 


Banking and Currency.—Messrs. Charles N. Fowler, New Jer- 
sey; George W. Prince, [llinois; William A. Calderhead, Kansas; 


| William C. Lovering, Massachusetts; William H. Douglas, New 


York; Llewellyn Powers, Maine; B. F. Spalding, North Dakota; 


| Henry MeMorran, Michigan; Capell L. Weems, Ohio; George D. 
| McCrea: 
| Thayer, 


, Pennsylvania; M. J. Daniels, California; John R. 
assachusetts; Elijah B. Lewis, Georgia; Lemuel P. 
Padgett, Tennessee; Charles L. Bartlett, Georgia; Charles W. 
Thompson, Alabama; Arsene P. Pujo, Louisiana. 

Coinage, Weights, and Measures.—Messrs. James H. Southard, 
Ohio: Justin D. Bowersock, Kansas; Thomas Hedge, lowa; Arthur 


| L. Bates, Pennsylvania; George W. Cromer, Indiana; John W. 


Dwight, New York; William M. Lanning, New Jersey; James 
W. Brown, Pennsylvania; Solomon R. Dresser, Pennsylvania; 
George J. Smith, New York; Charles F. Cochran, Missouri; John 
F. Shafroth, Colorado; James M. Griggs, Georgia; John W. 
Gaires, Tennessee; Ezekiel 8. Candler, Mississippi: John S. Rhea, 
Kenvucky; Timothy D. Sullivan, New York; J.S. Wilson, Arizona. 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.—Messrs. William P. Hep- 
burn, Iowa; James S. Sherman, New York; Irving P. Wanger, 
Pennsylvania; James R. Mann, Dlinois; William C. Lovering, Mas- 
sachusetts; Fred C. Stevens, Minnesota; Charles H. Burke, South 
Dakota; John J. Esch, Wisconsin; Francis W. Cushman, Wash- 
ington; Thomas B. Kyle, Ohio; Charles E. Townsend, Michigan; 
Robert C. Davey, Louisiana; William C. Adamson, Georgia; Dor- 
sey W. Shackleford, Missouri; William H. Ryan, New York; 
William Richardson, Alabama; William B. Lamar, Florida. 
Rivers and Harbors.—Messrs. Theodore E. Burton, Ohio; Black- 
burn B. Dovener, West Virginia; Roswell P. Bishop, Michigan; 
Ernest F. Acheson, Pennsylvania; De Alva S. Alexander, New 
York; George P. Lawrence, Massachusetts; James H. Davidson, 
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Wisconsin; James McLachlan, California; William Lorimer, Ili- 
nois; Wesley L. Jones, Washington; J. Adam Bede, Minnesota; 
Rufus E. Lester, Georgia; John H. Bankhead, Alabama; Stephen 
M. Sparkman, Florida; Joseph E. Ransdell, Louisiana; George F. 
Burgess, Texas; B. G. Humphreys, a 

Merchant Marine and Fisheries.—Messrs. Charles H. Grosvenor, 
Ohio; Edward 8. Minor, Wisconsin; William S. Greene, Massachu- 
setts; Fred C Stevens, Minnesota; Joseph W. Fordney, Michi- 
gan; Frank C. Wachter, Maryland; Charles E. Littlefield, Maine; 
William E. Humphrey, Washington; William H. Flack, New 
York; Benjamin P. Birdsall, lowa; William W. Wilson, Illinois; 
Thomas Spight, Mississippi; John H. Small, North Carolina; 
Robert W. Davis, Florida; Allan L. McDermott, New Jersey; 
Alfred Lucking, Michigan; Joseph A. Goulden, New York. 

Agricuiture. —Messrs. James Wadsworth, New York; E. 
Stevens Henry, Connecticut; Charles F. Wright, Pennsylvania; 
Gilbert N. Haugen, Iowa; Charles F. Scott, Kansas; Kittredge 
Haskins, Vermont; Joseph V. Graff, Illinois; George W. Cromer, 
Indiana: William Lorimer, Illinois; Franklin E. Brooks, Col- 
orado; H. C. Adams, Wisconsin; John Lamb, Virginia; Sydney 
J. Bowie, Alabama; Albert S. Burleson, Texas; Asbury F. Lever, 
South Carolina; Phanor Breazeale, Louisiana; John W. Cassing- 
ham, Ohio; Bernard 8. Rodey, New Mexico. 

Foreign Affairs.—Messrs. Robert R. Hitt, Mlinois; Robert Adams, 
jr., Pennsylvania; Robert G. Cousins, Iowa; Wm. Alden Smith, 
Michigan; Charles B. Landis, Indiana; James Breck Perkins, 
New York; Jacob A. Beidler, Ohio; David J. Foster, Vermont; 
Theobold Otjen, Wisconsin; Adin B. Capron, Rhode Island; 
Nicholas Longworth, Ohio; Hugh A. Dinsmore, Arkansas; Wil- 
liam M. Howard, Georgia; Albert S. Burleson, Texas; Townsend 
— New York; James N. Kehoe, Kentucky; Henry D. Flood, 

irginia. 

Military Affairs.—Messrs. John A. T. Hull, Iowa; John H. 
Ketcham, New York; Richard Wayne Parker, New Jersey; Adin 
B. Capron, Rhode Island; Fred C. Stevens, Minnesota; Charles 
Dick, Ohio; Frank W. Mondell, Wyoming; John J. Esch, Wiscon- 
sin; George W. Prince, Illinois; Elias S. Holliday, Indiana; H. 
Olin Young, Michigan; William Sulzer, New York; James Hay, 
Virginia; James L. Slayden, Texas; Robert F. Broussard, Louisi- 
ana; William F. Mahoney, Illinois; James W. Denny, Maryland; 
Bird S. McGuire, Oklahoma. 

Naval Affairs.—Messrs. George E. Foss, Illinois; Alston G. Day- 
ton, West Virginia; Henry C. Loudenslager, New Jersey; Thomas 
S. Butler, Pennsylvania; Sydney E. Mudd, Maryland; Robert G. 
Cousins, Iowa; Ernest W. Roberts, Massachusetts; Edward B. 
Vreeland, New York; Abraham L. Brick, Indiana; Frank B. Bran- 
degee, Connecticut; George Alvin Loud, Michigan; Adolph Meyer, 
Louisiana; Farish Carter Tate, Georgia: John F. Rixey, Virginia, 
William W. Kitchin, North Carolina; Willard D. Vandiver, Mis- 
souri; Martin J. Wade, Iowa. 

Post-Office and Post-Roads.—Messrs. Jesse Overstreet, Indiana; 
John J. Gardner, New Jersey; Nehemiah D. Sperry, Connecticut; 
Thomas Hedge, Iowa; Joseph C. Sibley, Pennsylvania; Howard 
M. Snapp, Dlinois; Herman P. Goebel, Ohio; Halvor Steenerson, 
Minnesova; William H. Stafford, Wisconsin; Archibald B. Dar- 
ragh, Michigan; Victor Murdock, Kansas; John A. Moon, Ten- 
nessee; James M. Griggs, Georgia; William S. Cowherd, Mis- 
souri; Frank E. Wilson, New York; David E. Finley, South Car- 
olina; Theodore F. Kluttz, North Carolina; Jonah Kalanianaole, 
Hawaii. 

Public Lands.—Messrs. John F. Lacey, Iowa; Frank W. Mon- 
dell, Wyoming; James M. Miller, Kansas; James C. Needham, 
California; Eben W. Martin, South Dakota; Joseph W. Fordney, 
Michigan; Andrew J. Volstead, Minnesota; Joseph M. Dixon, Mon- 
tana; Philip Knopf, Illinois; George Shiras III, Pennsylvania; J.J. 
McCarthy, Nebraska; John F. Shafroth, Colorado; Francis M. 
Griffith, Indiana; John L. Burnett, Alabama; George P. Foster, 
Tilinois; William W. Rucker, Missouri; Carter Glass, Virginia: 
Bernard 8. Rodey, New Mexico. 

Indian Affairs.— Messrs. James 8. Sherman, New York; ae 
Curtis, Kansas; John F. Lacey, Iowa; Thomas F. 

Dakota; Webster E. Brown, Wisconsin; Charles H. Burke, South 
oo Charles L. Knapp, New York; Binger Hermann, Oregon; 

B. Buckman, Minnesota; Edmund H. Hinshaw, Nebraska; 
Herschel M. Hogg, Colorado: John H. Stephens, Texas; William 
T. Zenor, Indiana; John J. Fitzgerald, New York; John Dough- 
erty, Missouri; James McAndrews, Illinois; Charles C. Reid, 
Arkansas; Bernard 8. Rodey, New Mexico. 

Territeries.—Messrs. Edward L. Hamilton, Michigan; Abra- 
ham L. Brick, Indiana; Adin B. Capron, Rhode Island: George 
N., Southwick. New York; Llewellyn Powers, Maine; William H. 
Jackson, Maryland; B F. Spalding, North Dakota; George L. 
Lilley, Connecticut; john A. Sterling, Illinois; John A. Moon, 
Tennessee; James = iiceatanemien -James M. Robinson, 
Indiana; John R. Thayer usetts; Gordon Russell, Texas; 
Charles C. Reid, Aginionns Bird 8. McGuire, Oklahoma; J. 8. 
Wilson, Arizona. 


Insular Affairs.—Messrs. Henry A. Cooper, Wisconsin; James 
A. Tawney, Minnesota; Edgar D. Crumpacker, Indiana; Edward L. 
Hamilton, Michigan; Marlin E. Olmsted, Pennsylvania; George 
W. Smith, Illinois; William R. Warnock, Ohio; James Carson 
Needham, California; Charles E. Fuller, Tilinois; William M. 
Lanning, New Jersey; M. P. Kinkaid, Nebraska; William A, 
Jones, Virginia; John W. Maddox, Georgia; James R. Williams, 
Illinois; Malcolm R. Patterson, Tennessee; James M. Robinson, 
Indiana; Wilson 8S. Hill, | mee 

Railways and Canals. “Messrs. James H. Davidson, Wisconsin; 
Ernest W. Roberts, Massachusetts; William W. Skiles, Ohio; 
Elias Deemer, Pennsylvania; Charles L. Knapp, New York; 
George F. Huff, Pennsylvania; Harry C. Woodyard, West Vir- 
ginia; Allen F. Cooper, Pennsylvania; John L. Burnett, Alabama; 
William F. Mahoney, Illinois; De Witt C. Badger, Ohio; Joseph 
H. Shull, Pennsylvania; John N. Garner, Texas. 

Manufactures.—Messrs. Joseph C. Sibley, Pennsylvania; Wil- 
liam S. Greene, Massachusetts; Henry Oe aterern. Michigan; 
Norton P. Otis, New York; Amos H. Jackson, Ohio; Willard D. 
Vandiver, Missouri; Martin Emerich, Illinois; C. H. Weisse, Wis- 
consin; John T. Hunt, Missouri; George W. Croft, South Carolina. 

Mines and Mining.—Messrs. Webster E. Brown, Wisconsin; 
George R. Patterson, Pennsylvania; Charles F. Scott, Kansas; 
George F. Huff, Pennsylvania; Joseph M. Dixon, Montana; J.N. 
Williamson, Oregon; Joseph Howell, Utah; c ; 
Farish Carter Tate, Georgia; John Dougherty, Missouri; George 
Howell, Pennsylvania; A. O. Stanley, Kentucky; Frank E. Saber, 
New York; J. 8. Wilson, Arizona. 

Public Buildings and Grounds.—Messrs. Charles W. Gillet, 
New York; Richard Bartholdt, Missouri; Edwin C. Burleigh, 
Maine; Benjamin F. Howell, New Jersey; James P. Conner, Iowa; 
Eben W. Martin, South Dakota; Edward 8. Minor, Wisconsin; 
William A. Rodenberg, Dlinois; George W. Norris, Nebraska; 
John H. Bankhead, Alabama; William G. Brantley, Georgia; 
Charles R. Thomas, North Carolina; Robert W. Miers, Indiana; 
Morris Sheppard, Texas; Robert B. Scarborough, South Carolina, 











Pacific Railroads. —Messrs. Wm. Alden Smith, Michigan; Mich- 
ael E. Driscoll, New York; William H. Jackson, Maryland; 
Stephen R. Morgan, Ohio; Theobold Otjen, Wisconsin; Henry W. 


Palmer, Pennsylvania; M. P. Kinkaid, Nebraska; Sydney E, 
Mudd, Maryland; M. J. Daniels, California: William J. Wynn, 
California; James L. Slayden, Texas; David E. Finley, South 
Carclina; Robert Baker, New York; Henry T. Rainey, Dlinois; 
John Lind, Minnesota. 

Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River.—Messrs. 
Richard Bartholdt, Missouri; George W. Prince, Illinois; Thomas 
Hedge, Iowa; William A. Rodenberg, Illinois; George F. Huff, 
Pennsylvania; C. B. Buckman, Minnesota; Allen F. Cooper, 
Pennsylvania; -—— - ; Robert F. Broussard, Loui- 
siana; Harry L. Maynard, Virginia; R. M. Wallace, Arkansas; 
James J. Butler, Missouri; R. Bruce Macon, Arkansas. 

Education.—Messrs. George N. Southwick, New York; Charles 
Q. Tirrell, Massachusetts; Thomas B. Kyle, Ohio; Elmer J. 
Burkett, Nebraska; Burton L. French, Idaho; Reuben O. ‘Mona, 
Pennsylvania; William E. Humphrey, Washington; 

; Willard D. Vandiver, Missouri; E. Y. Webb, North Caro Caro- 
lina; Ira Edgar Rider, New York; M. C C. Fitzpatrick, Tennessee; 
O. W. Gillespie, Texas. 

Labor.—Messrs. John J. Gardner, New Jersey; Richard Bar- 
tholdt, Missouri; Samuel W. McCall, Massachusetts; Edward B. 
Vreeland, New York; David J. Foster, Vermont; James P. Con- 
ner, Iowa; B. F. Spalding, North Dakota; Herman P. Goebel, 
Ohio; Ben F. Caldwell, Illinois; George G. Gilbert, Kentucky; 
John W. Maddox, Georgia; William Randolph Hearst, New 
York; William Hughes, New Jersey. 

Militia.—Messrs. Charles Dick, Ohio; John A. T. Hull, Iowa; 
Joseph H. Gaines, West Virginia; George W. Smith, Illinois; 
Mabuek Steenerson, "Minnesota; Butler Ames, Massachusetts; Wil- 
liam O. Smith, Pennsylvania; ; Joseph B. 
Crowley, Illinois; a ae jr., New York; "Ariosto A. 
Wiley, Alabama; A Baswote 3 New York; John A. Keli- 
her, ee 

Patents.—Messrs. William W. Skiles, Ohio; Frank D. Currier, 
New Hampshire; Norton P. Otis, New York; Solomon R. Dresser, 
Pennsylvania; Amos H. Jackson, Ohio; Joseph M. Dixon, Mon- 
tana; Edmund H. Hinshaw, Nebraska; 
William Sulzer, New York; George S. Legare, South Gareiinas 
E. Y. Webb, North Carolina; Charles H. Dickerman, Pennsylva- 
nia; Francis Burton Harrison, New York. 

Invalid Pensions.—Messrs. Gyrus A. ne New Hampshire; 
Henry R. Gibson, Tennessee; Samuel W. Smith, Michigan; Wil- 
liam A. Calderhead, Kansas; Elias Deemer, Penns lvania; EliasS. 
Holliday, Indiana; 'W. Godfrey Hunter, Kentuc ; Thomas Ww. 
Bradley, New York; Charles E. Fuller, Illinois; Robert W. 
Miers, Indiana; Joseph B. oe Olle Aine George H. Lind- 
say, New York; John 8. Snook, Alfred Lucking, Michi- 

gan; F. A. Hopkins, Kentucky. 









































1903. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


O33 





Pensions.—Measrs. Henry C. Loudenslager, New Jersey; George 
R. Patterson, Pennsylvania; William H. Draper, New York; 
P. P. Campbell, Kansas; Butler Ames, Massachusetts; James 
W. Brown, Pennsylvania; Herschel M. Hogg, Colorado; Nicholas 
Longworth, Ohio; William Richardson, Alabama; Ariosto A. 
Wiley, Alabama; Frank A. McLain, Mississippi; Henry A. 
Houston, Delaware; George W. Croft, South Carolina. 

Ylaims.—Messrs. Joseph V. Graff, Illinois; Lot Thomas, Iowa; 
Thomas 8. Butler, Pennsylvania; Robert M. Nevin, Ohio; David 
J. Foster, Vermont; James M. Miller, Kansas; Charles Q. Tirrell, 
Massachusetts; Joseph Howell, Utah; Henry M. Goldfogle, New 
York; Claude Kitchin, North Carolina; South Trimble, Kentucky; 
D. Linn Gooch, Kentucky; John Lind, Minnesota; William S. Mc- 
Nary, Massachusetts; Jack Beall, Texas. 

War Claims.—Messrs. Thaddeus M. Mahon, Pennsylvania; 
Henry R. Gibson, Tennessee; Theobold Otjen, Wisconsin; Gilbert 
N. Haugen, Iowa; Kittredge Haskins, Vermont; EliasS. Holliday, 
Indiana; Burton L. French, Idaho; James H. Southard, Ohio; 
Thetus W. Sims, Tennessee; Ben F. Caldwell, Illinois; Thomas 
Spight, Mississippi; Joseph T. Johnson, South Carolina; A. W. 
Gregg, Texas. 

Private Land Claims.—Messrs. George W. Smith, Illinois; Al- 
vin Evans. Pennsylvania; Charles Q. Hildebrant, Ohio; Thomas 
F. Marshall, North Dakota; Francis W. Cushman, Washington; 
George J. Smith, New York; ; William A. 
Jones, Virginia; George G. Gilbert, Kentucky; W. R. Smith, 
Texas; R. M. Wallace, Arkansas; Wyatt Aiken, South Caro'ina; 
C. H. Weisse, Wisconsin; Bird 8S. McGuire, Oklahoma. 

District of Columbia.—Messrs. Joseph W. Babcock, Wisconsin; 
Samuel W. Smith, Michigan; Amos L. Allen; Maine; James W. 
Wadsworth, New York; Edward De V. Morrell, Pennsylvania; 
Samuel L. Powers, Massachusetts; Stephen R. Morgan, Ohio; 
Campbell Slemp, Virginia; C. R. Davis, Minnesota; P. P. Camp- 
bell, Kansas; William H. Wiley, New Jersey; Adolph Meyer, 
Louisiana; William 8S. Cowherd, Missouri; Thetus W. Sims, Ten- 
nessee; James McAndrews, Illinois; Edward W. Pou, North Caro- 
lina; D. Linn Gooch, Kentucky. 

Revision of the Laws.—Messrs. Vespasian Warner, Illinois; 
Henry R. Gibson, Tennessee; Alston G. Dayton, West Virginia; 
Alvin Evans, Pennsylvania; Charles Q. Tirrell, Massachusetts; 
Charles E. Littlefield, Maine; Reuben O. Moon, Pennsylvania; 
Charles T. Dunwell, New York; D. L. D. Granger, Rhode Island; 
R. Bruce Macon, Arkansas; Thomas W. Hardwick, Georgia; Rob- 
ert Lamar, Missouri; Swagar Sherley, Kentucky. 

Reform in the Civil Service.—Messrs. Frederick H. Gillett, 
Massachusetts; John F. Lacey, Iowa; Charles N. Fowler, New 
Jersey; Justin D. Bowersock, Kansas; James R. Mann, Illinois; 
William O. Smith, Pennsylvania; Amos L. Allen, Maine; Jacob 
A. Beidler, Ohio; Edward W. Pou, North Carolina; William T. 
Zenor, Indiana; Edward M. Bassett, New York; R. G. Southall, 
Virginia; Robert N. Page, North Carolina, 

Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in 
Congress.—Messrs. Joseph H. Gaines, West Virginia; Cyrus A. 
Sulloway, New Hampshire; Henry 8. Boutell, Dlinois; Binger 
Hermann, Oregon; Daniel F. Lafean, Pennsylvania; George W. 
Norris, Nebraska; Franklin E. Brooks, Colorado; Charles T. Dun- 
well, New York; William W. Rucker, Missouri; Phanor Brea- 
zeale, Louisiana; JohnS. Rhea, Kentucky; O. W. Gillespie, Texas; 
Thomas W. Hardwick, Georgia. 

Alcoholic Liquor Traffic.—Messrs. Nehemiah D. Sperry, Con- 
necticut; Justin D. Bowersock, Kansas; Amos L. Allen, Maine; 
Stephen R. Morgan, Ohio; William H. Draper, New York; Henry 
Kirke Porter, Pennsylvania; John L. Burnett, Alabama; George 
H. Lindsay, New York; J. M. Gudger, jr., North Carolina; Harvey 
C. Garber, Ohio; John M. Pinkney, Texas. 

Irrigation of Arid Lands.—Messrs. Frank W. Mondell, Wyo- 
ming; William A. Reeder, Kansas; Charles Q. Tirrell, Massachu- 
setts; John W. Dwight, New York; Thomas F. Marshall, North 
Dakota; Allen F. Cooper, Pennsylvania; J. N. Williamson, Oregon; 
Oscar W. Underwood, Alabama; Gilbert M. Hitchcock, Nebraska; 
C.D. Van Duzer, Nevada; Theodore A. Bell, California. 

Immigration and Naturalization.—Messrs. Benjamin F. How- 
ell, New Jersey; Robert Adams, jr., Pennsylvania; William W. 
Skiles, Ohio; William H. Douglas, New York; Alvin Evans. Penn- 
sylvania; Augustus P. Gardner, Massachusetts; Burton L. French, 
Idaho; Jacob Ruppert, jr., New York; Edward Robb, Missouri; 
Allan Benny, New Jersey; E. J. Livernash, California. 

Ventilation and Acoustics.—Messrs. Roswell P. Bishop, Michi- 
gan; Jacob A. Beidler, Ohio; Thomas W. Bradley, New York; 

’ ; David H. Smith, Kentucky; George H. 
Lindsay, New York; Marcus C. L. Kline, Pennsylvania. 
Expenditures in the State Department.—Messrs. John H. 
Ketcham, New York; David J. Foster, Vermont; Robert Ad- 
ams, jr., Pennsylvania; W. Godfrey Hunter, Kentucky; Rufus 
E. Lester, Georgia; Claude Kitchin, North Carolina; John N. 
Garner, Texas. 
Expenditures in the Treasury Department.—Messrs. Robert G. 





























Cousins, Iowa; Edward De V. Morrell, Pennsylvania; Philip 
Knopf, Illinois; Ebenezer J. Hill, Connecticut; John Lamb, Vir- 
ginia; Harvey C. Garber, Ohio; J. M. Gudger, jr., North Carolina, 

Expenditures in the War Department.—Messrs. William R. 
Warnock, Ohio; George P. Lawrence, Massachusetts; J. Adam 
Bede, Minnesota; Campbell Slemp, Virginia; George F. Burgess, 
Texas; De Witt C. Badger, Ohio; M. C. Fitzpatrick, Tennessee. 

Expenditures in the Navy Department.—Messrs. William 8S. 
Greene, Massachusetts; Joseph W. Fordney, Michigan; Ernest F. 
Acheson, Pennsylvania; Daniel F. Lafean, Pennsylvania; Charles 
W. Thompson, Alabama; Choice B. Randell, Texas; Ollie M. 
James, Kentucky. 

Expenditures in the Post-Office Department.—Messrs. Irving P, 
Wanger, Pennsylvania; William H. Flack, New York; George L. 
Lilley, Connecticut; George W. Cromer, Indiana; Edward Robb, 
Missouri; George G. Gilbert, Kentucky; Carter Glass, Virginia. 

Expenditures in the Interior Department.—Messrs. Edward 8. 
Minor, Wisconsin; Blackburn B. Dovener, West Virginia; George 
R. Patterson, Pennsylvania; H. C. Adams, Wisconsin; Ezekiel 8. 
Candler, jr., Mississippi; George P. Foster, Illinois; Robert N. 
Page, North Carolina. 

Expenditures in the Department of Justice.—Messrs. William 
A. Calderhead, Kansas; Eben W. Martin, South Dakota; Henry 
Kirke Porter, Pennsylvania; J. J. McCarthy, Nebraska; Henry 
M. Goldfogle, New York; Charles F. Cochran, Missouri; John H, 
Stephens, Texas. 

Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture.—Messrs. 
Charles F. Wright, Pennsylvania; Frank B. Brandegee, Connect- 
icut; William E. Humphrey, Washington; C. R. Davis, Minne- 
sota; Henry D. Floed, Virginia; James N. Kehoe, Kentucky; 
Sidney J. Bowie, Alabama. 

Expenditures on Public Buildings.—Messrs. James A. Hughes, 
West Virginia; J. N. Gillett, California; Augustus P. Gardner, 
Massachusetts; E. Stevens Henry, Connecticut; John H. Small, 
North Carolina; Harry L. Maynard, Virginia; South Trimble, 
Kentucky. 

Accounts.—Messrs. Charles Q. Hildebrant, Ohio; James A. 
Hughes, West Virginia; Joseph V. Graff, Illinois; Frank D. Cur- 
rier, New Hampshire; H. Burd Cassel, Pennsylvania; William 
H. Draper, New York; Charles L. Bartlett, Georgia; Hugh A. 
Dinsmore, Arkansas; Martin Emerich, Dlinois. 

Census.—Messrs. Edgar D. Crumpacker, Indiana; Edwin C, 
Burleigh, Maine; James A. Hughes, West Virginia; George A. 
Pearre, Maryland; H. Burd Cassel, Pennsylvania; Charles T. 
Dunwell, New York; James Kennedy, Ohio; Butler Ames, Mas- 
sachusetts; Francis M. Griffith, Indiana; James Hay, Virginia; 
Albert S. Burleson, Texas; G. B. Patterson, North Carolina; Joe 
T. Robinson, Arkansas. 

Library.—Messrs. James T. McCleary, Minnesota; Samuel W. 
McCall, Massachusetts: James P. Conner, Iowa; James D. Rich- 
ardson, Tennessee; William M. Howard, Georgia. 

Printing.—Messrs. Charles B. Landis, Indiana; James B. Per- 
kins, New York; Farish C. Tate, Georgia. 

Industrial Arts and Expositions.—Messrs. James A. Tawney, 
Minnesota; JamesS. Sherman, New York; Augustus P. Gardner, 
Massachusetts; John J. Gardner, New Jersey; Justin D. Bower- 
sock, Kansas; William A. Rodenberg, Illinois; Joseph Howell, 
Utah; Henry Kirke Porter, Pennsylvania; Harry C. Woodyard, 
West Virginia; Charles L. Bartlett, Georgia; Harry L. Maynard, 
Virginia; Courtney W. Hamlin, Missouri; William J. Wynn, 
California; George S. Legare, South Carolina; Francis Burton 
Harrison, New York. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed resolutions of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 18) providing for printing the general 
index to published volumes of the diplomatic correspondence and 
foreign relations of the United States. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 13. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound 3,000 copiesof Senate Document No. 452, Fifty seventh 


| Congress, first session, entitled “ Treaties, Laws, Executive Orders, etc., re- 


lating to Indian Affairs,” as revised, 300 of which shall be for the use of the 
Senate, 800 for the House of Representatives, 200 for the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, 50 for the House Committee on Indian Affairs, 50 for the Senate 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and the remaining 1,100 shall be sold by the 
superintendent of documents. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 21. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound of the proceedings of Congress upon the acceptance of 
the statues of Charles Carroll, of Carrollton, and John ann presented by 
the State of Maryland, 16,500 copies, of which 5,000 shall be for the 
Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 


ise of the 
1e remain- 






ing 1,400 copies shall be for the use and distribution of the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress from the State of Maryland. 

The Joint Committee on Printing is hereby authorized to have the copy 
prepared for the Public Printer, who shall procure suitable copper-process 
plates to be bound with these memorials, 
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Senate concurrent resolution No. 4, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed, and bound in the form such as is customary in the case of eulo- 
gies, with accompanying illustrations, 10,000 copies of the proceedings upon 
the unveiling of the statue of the Count de Rochambeau, of which 3,000 shall 
be for the use of the Senate, 6,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, 
500 to be delivered to the ambassador of the Republic of France for such dis- 
tribution as he shall think fit, the remaining 500, of which 200 shall be bound 
in full morocco, to be distributed, under the direction of the chairman of the 
Joint Committee on the Library, to the guests invited from the French Re- 
public and the speakers who took part in said celebration. 

SENATE RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate resolutions 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 13: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound 3,000 copies of Senate Document No. 452, Fifty-seventh 
Congress, first session, entitled “* Treaties, Laws, Executive Orders; etc., relat- 
ing to Indian Affairs,” as revised, 300 of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 
800 for the House of Representatives, 200 for the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, 50 for the House Committee on Indian Affairs, 50 for the Senate Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and the remaining 1,100 shall be sold by the superintend- 
ent of documents— 


to the Committee on Printing. 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 21: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound of the Sana of Congress upon the acceptance of 
the statues of Charles Carroll, of Carrollton, and John eensce, resented by 
the State of Maryland, 16,500 copies, of which 5,000 shall be for the use of the 
Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and the remain- 
ing 1,500 copies shall be for the use and distribution of the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Con, from the State of Maryland. 

The Joint Committee on Printing is hereby authorized to have the copy 
prepared for the Public Printer, who shall procure suitable copper-process 
plates to be bound with these memorials— . 


to the Committee on Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 4: 

Re: olved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
een. and bound in ow a ee is ao in pen ot eulo- 

es, with accompanyi illus ons, o e@ upon 
the urveiling of The ities of the Count de Bocknadbean, of which 3.000 shall 
be for the use of the Senate, 6,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, 
500 to be delivered to the ambassador of the Republic of France for such dis- 
tribution as he think fit, the remaining 500, of which 200 shall be bound 
in full morocco, to be distributed, under the direction of the chairman of the 
Joint Committee on the Library, to the guests invited from the French Re- 
public and the speakers who took part in said celebration— 
to the Committee on Printing. - 

Joint resolution (S. R. 18) ae for printing the general 
index to published volumes of the diplomatic correspondence and 
foreign relations of the United States—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States | 


was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
BaRNEs, one of his secretaries. 
PORTO RICO. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the accom- 
panying pa , was referred to the Committee on Insular Affairs, 
and order d to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress the third annual 
report of the governor of Porto Rico, covering the period from July 1, 1902, to 
June 30, 1908, with appendices. 

Wuuite Hovss, December 4, 1908. 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That authority is granted to print and bind, for use of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, all documents deemed pease in connection 
with subjects considered or to be considered by said co: tee during the 
Fifty-eighth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana a question. Is that just the usual resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The usual resolution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There will be no objection to 


that. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was to. : 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Also the following resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations, or such subcommittee 
as they may d nate, shall have leave to sit during the sessions of the 
House during the Fifty-eight Congress, and during the recess. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
resolution? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 
Mr. JENKINS. Mr. er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
gg consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
esk. » 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be authorized to have such 
printing and binding done as may be required in the transaction of its busi- 
ness. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

GENERAL DEBATE. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask 
unanimous consent that there may be thirty minutes allowed to 
this side of the House this morning and thirty allowed to that 
side of the House for purposes of general discussion on the state 
of the Union. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS] asks unanimous consent that thirty minutes may be given 
tothe minority for general debate, the time to be controlled by 
the gentieman from Mississippi. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr.§ er, I have no objection to that if it 
includes the majority 4 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I said thirty minutes also for 
the majority. 
‘The SPEAKER. The request is for unanimous consent that 
one hour be allowed for debate, one-half to be controlled by the 
tleman from Mississippi and one-half by the gentleman from 
ew York. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I wish to yield 
fifteen minutes of the time to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
RUSSELL}. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas. 
Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, in the discussion that occurred 
in the House a few days ago a statement, or an assumption 
| rather, made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn] struck 
my attention. The gentleman built the whole of his argument 
upon this proposition, that the statistics of national wealth showed 
that we possessed in 1860, $16.000,000,000, and that since that date 
the wealth of the country had increased to eighty-six billions, or 
' an increase of seventy billions, which the gentleman assumed was 
due entirely to the prevalence of Republican policies since 1860. 

It is said, Mr. Speaker, that a short time ago two law students 
in the city of Chicago were discussing the proposition as to who 
was the greatest lawyer in Illinois, and as the discussion waxed 
| warm a member of the Chicago bar, whose name had not been 
/mentioned in that connection by either of them, was seen ap- 
_—— They agreed to leave the decision of the question to 

im. and so when he came up they said: ‘‘ Colonel, we have had 
a warm discussion here as to who is the greatest lawyer in Ili- 
nois, and being unable to settle it we have agreed to take your deci- 
sion upon the matter. Who, Colonel, is the greatest lawyer in the 





State of Ilinois?’’ The colonel drew himself up, —_—_ is ample 
| chest, and said: “‘Iam.” ‘* Well,” they said, ‘* Colonel, how will 
| you prove it?’’ ‘* Prove it; you do not have to prove it. I will 


| admit it.’’ (Laughter. ] 
So with the argument of the gentleman from Iowa. He sub- 
mits a proposition as to conditions, and admits the Republican 
poner is responsible for all of them. But the gentleman abso- 
utely fails to allow anything in the equation for the increase of 
population since 1860. He sets off the productive energies of 
17,000,000 people in 1840 against 50,000,000 people in 1880. He 
regards the capacity to produce and save wealth of 23,000,000 
people in 1850 to be as great as the productive activity and ca- 
pacity of 62,000,000 people in 1890. He contends that the foot- 
tons of industrial energy exercised by 31,000,000 people in 1860 
shall equal that exercised by 75,000,000 people in 1900. He allows 
| nothing at all in the equation for the fact that the farmer now, 
with improved machinery, can cultivate 100 acres of land and 
oe infinitely more wealth than the farmer of thirty-five or 
orty years ago who could only cultivate 25 acres of land. 

But there is another proposition in this connection to which I 
wish to invite the attention of the gentleman from Iowa. From 
the report made the other day by the Secretary of Agriculture it 
appears that the balance of trade against this country, eliminat- 
ing the products made by the farmers of the United States, was 
$62,000,000, and the average annual production of the farmers for 
the last thirteen years was $337,000,000. The trade balance in 
our favor was the result of the productive energy of the farmers 
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of the United States, who offset the balance of trade against us 
and put to the credit of this country, says the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, $275,000,000 annually for thirteen years. This balance 
of trade, then—of which the gentleman spoke the other day—has 


that has borne the 


been made by that element in the count 
none or very few of 


burdens of Republican policy and receiv 
its benefits. 

But I want to accommodate myself, Mr. Speaker, to the strange 
reasoning of the gentleman, and assume the proposition, tempo- 
rarily at least, that the policies of the dominant party are responsi- 
ble for the progress and wealth of the country while they are in 

wer. Suppose we take'the year 1860. The statistical report 
for 1860 shows that the population of the country between that 
date and 1850 had increased 35.46 percent; that the manufactured 
products of the country during that same period had increased 86 
per cent; that the improved lands of the country increased 44 per 
cent; that the banking capital of the country increased 53 per 
cent; and that the general wealth of the country in that decade 
increased 126 ‘per cent. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Watson] flashed his sword 
in the tariff discussion when the Cuban reciprocity bill was up the 
other day, and asked what law passed i A the Democracy, what 
act passed by the Democracy, had ever added to the glory of the 
flag and prosperity of the people. 

Why, sir, does not the gentleman from Indiana know that be- 
tween 1850 and 1860 the wealth of the State of Pennsylvania in- 
creased more than 56 per cent, that the wealth of the State of 
Indiana increased 160 per cent, and that the wealth of the State 
of Iowa increased over 942 per cent? Why, sir, but for the states- 
manship of a Democratic President, I will say to the gentleman 
from Indiana, there would not have been added to the public do- 
main of this country 1,124,685 square miles of territory. But for 
the same statesmanship of the Democracy the gentleman from 
Iowa might be acitizen of the French Republic and known among 
his compatriots as GUILLAUME PIERRE HEPBURN, instead of the 
champion of Republican doctrines on the floor of this House. 
[Laxghter.] 

Before leaving the subject, I desire to embrace in my remarks 
a statement made by Joseph C. G. Kennedy. Superintendent of 
the Census of 1860, and transmitted to the Congress in 1862 by 
Caleb B. Smith, Secretary of the Interior. I read a short para- 
graph from the conclusion of that report: 

The figures which we have given make it appear that during the decade 
from 1850 to 1860 our population, in the aggregate, hasincreased more than 35 
percent. More than 5),000,000acres of land were brought intocultivation. The 
—— of agriculture multiplied in ratio greater than the population. 

products of manufacture tncgonees F canteen or at the rate of 86 


r 
cent. The banking capital ran up from , 469,074 in 1850 to $421,880,005 in ibe0. 


while the circulating currency was augmented $52,089,560. The amount of 
insurances increased about $311,000,000. 


More than 22,000 miles of railroad 


were completed, and the capital involved increased from $296,640,148 in 1850 | 


to $1,151,560,829 in 1860; while to indicate on the map of our country the lines 
of telegraph would be to represent the web of the spider over its entire sur- 
face. Our internal and foreign trade kept e with our advance in produc- 
tion and increase of capital. Education, free to a great extent, has been 

e more accessible, and crime has rather diminished. We experienced no 
effects of widespread pestilence, and our country seemed the chosen abode 
of prosperity and peace. 


So said the Director of the Census of 1860, and according to the 
reasoning of the gentleman from Iowa the prevalence of Demo- 


cratic policies was the cause of that prosperity in that decade just | 


mentioned. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

But, to go a little further, and to follow out the gentleman’s 
argument to its legitimate conclusion, which is that the prevalence 
of Republican policies since 1860 is the cause of the present con- 
dition of the country as we find it to-day. Now, Mr. Speaker, in 
1860 the public expenditures of this country were $77,035,125.65. 
In 1902, under the Republican policy, the public expenditures had 
reached the figure of $593,038,904.90. In 1902 extravagance had 
so grown up, under Republican domination, until the money ex- 
pended in that year was five hundred and ninety millions in round 
numbers. 

In 1860 the national debt was $64,842,287.80. In 1902 it had in- 
creased to $2,111,654,973.89, an increase of $2,046,812,686.09. The 
total of public and private debts, according to the statement 
made b r. George K. Holmes, of the Bureau of Mortgages, 
shows that as far back as 1893 the total public, corporate, and 
private debt of this country had reached the enormous aggregate 
of $18,027,170,546. Under Republican domination, under the 
operation and effect of Republican policies, the public and pri- 
vate debt of the country had reached those figures. 

But this most serious situation ought to be stated in connection 
with those figures. The general prosperity of any people, the per- 
petuity of free government anywhere, as the history of the world 
shows, depends upon the number of its people who own the homes 
in the country, and I desire to recite here in this connection some 
figures showing how the home owners of the country are divided, 
’ according to the statements made in the census of 1900. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 








| the membershi 


Mr. RUSSELL. I should like to have a minute or two more. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I yield the gentleman three 
minutes more. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I want it understood in connection with the 
argument made by gentlemen on the other side that the policies 
of the dominant party are the responsible factors for the condi- 
tions now prevailing. According to the census of 1900 there were 
7,205,219 families in this country—in other words, only 46 per 
cent—that owned their homes. And of those families 2,179,769 
had their homes mortgaged for debt. In other words, there was 
only 4,727,542 of the 16,000,000 families, as I believe, in this coun- 
try who owned their homes free of debt. Now, then, if Repub- 
lican policies are to be credited by the simple assumption, without 
argument, with the building up of $70,000,000,000 of wealth since 
1860, then let Republican policies face the charge that to-day only 
32 per cent of the families of this country own their homes per- 
fectly free from debt, and that according to census figures of 1900 
there are 10,701,445 families in this country who either do not 
own their homes or whose homes were mortgaged to secure debt 
against them. 

As to congestion of wealth, not only has wealth been increased 
in this country (and I concede that proposition), but it has been 
concentrated and congested under the prevalence and operation 
of Republican policies into a few hands. The most conservative 
statisticians to-day say that under Republican policies seven- 
eighths of the people of this country own only one-eighth of its 
wealth, while one-eighth of the people of this country to-day own 


| seven-eighths of its wealth. To state the proposition in another 


form, Republican policies have concentrated seven-eighths of the 
wealth of the people of this country in the hands of about 7,000.000 
people, while the balance of the people own only about one-eighth 
of its wealth. 

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, those policies are gradually driving 
the farmer off the farm. In 1860 we had in this country a per- 
centage of urban population of about 16 percent. Under the 
operation of Republican policies there has been driven into the 
cities of this country over 33 per cent of its population. So that, 
comparing the situation of the country to-day under Republican 
rule with that formerly under Democratic rule, you have a forci- 
ble object lesson of ‘the difference between a splendid land and a 
happy land. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri |Mr. Dk ARMOND}. 

Mr.DEARMOND. Mr. Speaker, some time ago I had occasion, 
or at least took occasion, to remark on what I then supposed 
might be the make-up of the committees. I find I was somewhat 
mistaken if I thought the question in the mind of the Speaker 
was whether he should give us 8 or 7 members upon the large 
committees of 17 members. I am inclined now to think that the 
question was whether he should give us any membership upon 
the important committees of the House. 

I expect to offer, and I hope that the Committee on Rules will 


| consider favorably, a resolution to add one to each of the sixteen 


great committeesof the House, committees composed of 17 mem- 


| bers each, and that this one added member be taken from the mi- 


nority side. 

As it is now, the committees are really sandwich committees, 
the crackers being the Republicans on each side, and the meat 
(the Democrats) between—6 out of 17. [Laughter.] That is the 
way the case stands on sixteen great committees in a House where 
the Republican majority is 30. 

Now, I have no disposition to find fault unduly, and I have no 
disposition to give utterance too frequently or too forcibly to fault 
where I do find it, but I regard that as an outrage upon the 
minority. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I regard it as 
treating us unjustly and unfairly; I regard it as taking unjust 
advantage of the control of this House for partisan purposes. 

A good many of these committees are committees that have no 
political matters to deal with. They have the business legislation 
of the country to deal with. Yet they are made up in the most 
bitterly partisan way. Take the Committee on Appropriations. a 


| committee that is found upon this floor, when bills come from it, 
| united in support of them. Since I have been a member of the 


House I never yet have known a minority report from that com- 
mittee. Yet out of 17 members the minority of the House is rep- 
resented by 6 only, though in total membership it has within 30 
of as many members us the majority. 

Now, there is nothing but partisanship in that. 
ing but injustice and unfairness in it. It deprives usof what we 
are entitled to. It. puts upon members on the other side, if they 
do their duty, more work than they ought to have. It deprives 
on this side of proper opportunity to do work 
upon the committees, and a large portion of the work of the House 
and the Senate comes from and is done in the committees. Such 
a course is not conducive to good legislation. It is not designed 
to bring about good legislation. It will not bring about good 


There is noth- 
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legislaizon. Whatever others may do, I for one wish it distinctly | year during the Cleveland Administration that the expenditures 


understood that I am utterly opposed—my opposition, I under- 


were not vastly in excess of the receipts; and taking the four 


stand perfectly, may be fruitless—but I am utterly opposed to | years together the expenditures under their Democratic budget 


such action, and while the opportunity yet remains—while that 


much of the privilege and right of a Representative is preserved 
to me—I will take occasion, when it seems fitting, to express my 
opinion about it. Sixteen prominent committee places are given 
to gentlemen upon that side by taking them away from gentle- 
men upon this side; sixteen men over there are upon these im- 
portant committees (to say nothing of the lesser committees) who 
ought not to be upon them. 

It curries favor over there; it tends to weld together compactly 
and closely the mass over there. It tends to make the power of 
the Speaker greater, by enabling him to decree what shall be 
done, and taking away the independence upon that side which 
might interfere with the carrying out of his decrees. It ought to 
have the effect of welding us more closely together. We ask 
nothing except what we think we are entitled to. I for one ask 
absolutely no favors for myself or for any man upon this side, 
but we have a right to ask what is just and what is fair. We 
have a right to ask what our membership entitles us to. We have 
a right to ask what the interests of the country in good legislation 
entitle us to. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker. will the gentle- 
man on that side consume some of his time or shall I go on? 

Mr. PAYNE. Just as you say. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wish the gentleman would 


_ consume some of his time. 


Mr. PAYNE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, it is evident, I think, that our 
Democratic brethren are using the early days of the Fifty-eighth 
Congress in their biennial occupation of manufacturing campaign 
issues. It isa harmless and interesting pastime, and probably 
ought to be encouraged among the members of a political organi- 
zation that thus far has not established a great reputation for 
manufacturing anything else. [Laughter and applause on the 
Republican side.] Long fastings away from the political pie 
counter have made the Democratic heart somewhat cynical and 
misanthropic. Long wanderings in the humiliating valley of 
popular disfavor have so wrought upon the Democratic nerves 
th. : perhaps we ought not to be surprised that they reach eagerly 
after the most elusive beckonings of hope until the election re- 
cently of a Democratic governor in the State of Rhode Island, by 
a largely reduced Democratic majority it is true, is heralded as a 
sure omen of approaching great Democratic victories. 

And yet, making ail allowance for this and for the fact that 
in such discussions perhaps we shoulu hardly e t that gentle- 
men so engaged will draw in all respects fair tnisbenees frora the 
facts of history, I was not altogether prepared for a statement 
made the other day by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], 
in effect if not in language, that the notorious financial embar- 
rassments of the Government during the last Cleveland Adminis- 
tration were properly to be charged against the McKinley tariff 
and were not the result, as we have always supposed, of general 
Democraticincompetency. Now, since that statement has been 
made i have taken the trouble to examine some of the official fig- 
ures, and I am able to assure the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARK] that his recent statement is palpably an error; but that 
he was scientifically and historically accurate in another state- 
ment which he made upon the floor of this House in the month of 
February, 1902, when he said in our hearing that the second elec- 
tion of Grover Cleveland was the greatest calamity that has hap- 
pened to the human race since the fall of Adam. 

The last two and a half years of the Administration of Benjamin 
Harrison were under the operation of the McKinley tariff. Dur- 
ing that entire Administration of Benjamin Harrison the receipts 
exceeded the disbursements of a Republican House and Senate 
by $205,000,000, and during the Harrison Administration the Re- 
publicans were able to reduce the national debt in the sum of 
$259,000,000. The first eighteen months of the Cleveland Admin- 
istration only were under the McKinley tariff law. During those 
months it is true that the Democratic expenditures exceeded their 
receipts by several million dollars, but the discrepancy in the 
Treasury during that period was due less to the McKinley tariff 
than to the great and yawning disparity between the receipts and 
the budget of Democratic expenditures. 

If the expenditures of the first year and a half of the Cleveland 
Administration had been no greater than for the like period of the 
Harrison Administration, there would have been a surplus of 
something like $30,000,000 during Cleveland’s Administration 
under the McKinley tariff. The fact stands out in history that 
upon the a of the Wilson-Gorman tariff, in August, 1894, 
the receipts began systematically to be reduced. There was no 
reduction, but an increase, in expenditures, There was not a 


were $187,000,000 in excess of their receipts. 

The exact figures are as follows: 

March 1, 1893, to March 1, 1894: Receipts, $323,463.100.76; dis- 
bursements, $371,269,576.28; deficiency, $47,806 ,475.52. 

March 1, 1894, to March 1, 1895: Receipts, $308,725,956.58; dis- 
bursements, $366,650,441.79; deficiency, $57,924,485.21. 

March 1, 1895, to March 1, 1896: Receipts, $325,254,564.51; dis- 
bursements, $351,094,307.53; deficiency, $25,839 ,743.02. 

March 1, 1896, to March 1, 1897: Receipts, $308,481 ,047.69; dis- 
bursements, $364,559,067.55; deficiency, $56,078,019.86. 

For the four years: Receipts, $1,265,924,669.54; disbursements, 
$1 ,453,573,393.15; deficiency, $187,648,723.61. 

The McKinley tariff became operative October 6, 1890, and the 
Wilson-Gorman tariff, August 28, 1894. 

During the period of the McKinley tariff, under the Harrison 
Administration, there wasa surplus of receipts over disbursements 
of $54,504,288.80. During the period of the Wilson-Gorman tariff 
of the Cleveland Administration, which was practically the last 
two and one-half years of that Administration, the expenditures 
exceeded the revenues by $110,879,005.48. Itis evident, therefore, 
that the trouble with the Cleveland Administration was not the 
McKinley tariff: The ttouble with that Administration was the 
inadequate revenues from the Wilson-Gorman tariff and extrava- 
gant expenditures in a period of profound peace. 

There is another side to this. njamin Harrison turned over 
to the Cleveland Administration gold in the Treasury to the amount 
of $217,672,948. The gold began systematically to decline, and 
continued to do so until March, 1895, when there were only 
$138,593,280 of gold in the Treasury, only $38,593,280 in excess of 
thecompulsory reserve. One after another,loans were issued, until 
$262,000,000 in gold were borrowed at rates of 4and 5 per cent 
interest. A large portion of this gold was of course used to meet 
this deficit of $187,000,000 in current expenses. 

At the coming in of the Republican Administration an entire 
change took place. The receipts under the new Dingley tariff 
were immediately restored to a normal basis; the expenditures 
harmonized with the receipts. The Spanish war loan of $198,000,- 
000 was effected at 3 per cent,and from that time forward, not- 
withstanding the Spanish war and the immense expenditures 
incident to it, and the wider responsibilities our Government has 
assumed, we have systematically reduced the national debt until 
the annual interest charge of $53,000,000 bequeathed to us by the 
Cleveland Administration has been reduced to an annual interest 
charge of twenty-four millions. We have during this period 
issued something like $445,000,000 of 2 per cent bonds, with which 
we have redeemed a large proportion of the 4 and 5 per cent bonds 
of Cleveland’s Administration and other outstanding 3 per cent 
bonds. Our 2 percent bonds are at a premium, so that the high- 
est rate of interest you can realize on a Government bond pur- 
chased in the market to-day is 1.7 per cent. 

The day before yesterday, when I sought the figures, and I 
presume the same is true to-day, gold in the United States Treas- 
ury had reached the high-water mark. The amount of gold in 
the Treasury upon that day was $672,264,623. This is more gold 
than was ever in the Treasury of the United States at any period 
from the days of George Washington until now. There is more 
money in the aggregate in the Treasury than at any period from 
Washington until now, the statement showing $1,399,067 ,014.05. 
During the month of October last the surplus, or available cash 
balance then in the Treasury, was larger than ever reached in 
in our history, and the balance is but a little less at the present 
time. 

Now, whatever our Democratic friends may urge upon the at- 
tention of the public, it seems to me that their strong hold can 
not be in an appeal to history along the lines of the industrial and 
financial progress of thecountry. The tariff policy, the protective 
principle, I regard as firmly established as any other principle in 
American politics. This has become an American policy. Inmy 
judgment, at no time, at least not in this generation, will any 
great political party be enabled to direct the financial and indus- 
trial affairs of the country that does not recognize in some form 
the protective as against the free-trade system. 

I do not believe in the suggestion that there is no proper func- 
tion for the Democratic party to perform in American progress, 
but their strong hold is not to revise Republican tariffs or to pre- 
= the fiscal policies of this Government. [Applause on the 

epublican side.] The mission, Mr. Speaker, of the Democracy 
is evidently to apply the brakes, but not the motive power. If we 
could induce our Democratic friends to be content with the use- 
ful occupation of applying the brake lever instead of periodically 
aspiring to climb into the driver’s seat and assume the reins of 


government, the chariot of American progress would continue to — 


move majestically forward. But whenever they usurp the driver’s 





1903. 


lace American capital will flee to a place of safety, American 

bor will take canlies enforced vacation, and the great Ameri- 
can industries will make another temporary assignment for the 
benefit of creditors. Ag ae on the Republican side. } 

I think while we are debating the question as to what princi- 
ples have really led to the prosperity that we are enjoying as a 
people, which has never been exce in the history of the world, 
the greatest era of prosperty any nation has ever experienced, we 
ought not to forget the conditions confronting us in 1896. One 
half of the railroads of the country were in the hands of receivers 
in 1896, and the other half were scarcely making running ex- 
penses. A wave of financial disaster swept over the country ,carry- 
ing down before it thousands of our most reputable business con- 
cerns. In the Chicago convention of that year, the convention of 
statesmen and patriots who met there to give us the solution, the 
way out of four years of Democratic rule and its results, made 
some very plain statements, and one of these plain statements 
was in thes h of Governor Altgeld, of Illinois, in which he 
gave us the industrial conditions at that time. Hereis Governor 
Altgeld’s characterization. It is a Democratic diagnosis of a 
Democratic case. It ought to be read occasionally in these pros- 
perous times ‘‘ lest we forget:”’ 

Rarely in the history of the Government has an assembly of free men been 
confronted with such far-reaching questions—with questions thatare fraught 
with so much weal or woe to human kind—as those with which this conven- 
tion must deal. For a number of years there has existed in Europe and this 
country agastion in trade, paralysis in eee and a suspension of enter- 
prise. We have seen the streets of our city filled with idle men, with hungry 
women, and with ragged children. why, 0-day it takes all that the farmer, 
all that the producer can scrape together to pay interest, taxes, and other 
fixed charges. The farmer is —— the merchant does less business, 
the manufacturer can not sell his produce, and the laborer finds that there is 
nobody to buy the things that he makes; therefore he is out of employment. 

Compare these conditions as described by Governor Altgeld with 
the conditions of to-day, with which we are all familiar. ‘‘The 
farmer is prostrated,’’ says Governor Altgeld. The farmer was 
never so prosperous as now. The census of 1900 shows that the 
value of American farms and farm property increased more rap- 
idly for the previous decade than the capital invested in railroads 
and manufactures, phenomenal as was the growth in those direc- 
tions. And the value of.farms and farm properties is greater 
than the aggregate value of railroads and manufacturing estab- 
lishments. The American farmer is still the chief American capi- 
talist. Governor Altgeld continues: ‘‘ The manufacturer can not 
sell his produce, and the laborer finds that there is nobody to buy 
the things that he makes; therefore he is out of employment.”’ 
There,is now a ready market for the products of our factories, 
and any man who wants work can have it at a good compensation. 

The Repabticen tariff protects the American market for the 
American producer; free trade opens the American market for 
the foreign producer. 

If America were entirely a nation of consumers, our interest 
would be with free trade, which would reduce prices on all com- 
modities to the lowest possible notch. But we are a producing 
nation, and the prosperity of the farmer, the laborer, and the man- 
ufacturer depends upon a profitable home market. Open our 
American market to the cheap labor and lower citizenship of 
foreign countries and you destroy the prosperity and degrade the 
citizenship of our people. 

You say the American citizen is a consumer as well as a pro- 
ducer. ‘That is true. But if he is paid well for his product, 
whether it be from the farm, the factory, or the labor of brain or 
hand, he is able to pay a good price for what he consumes and has 
something left over for a rainy day. Eras of high prices are eras 
of general prosperity; eras of low prices, of calamity. This is 
why the Democratic party with its free-trade ideas can never 
safely guide American industries. Free-trade heresies are not 
adapted to the necessary conditions of a developing and advanc- 
ing republic. They belong to monarchy, with its simple and con- 
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larger exporters than the United States. Now we exceed them 
all. The United States is now the world’s greatest exporter. 

The United States produces more wheat than any other coun- 
try. She produces more corn than all other countries combined 
She produces more beef and pork and more of the money metals 
than any other country. She produces more cotton than all 
other countries—three-fourths of the cotton of the world. She 
produces more coal, and cheaper coal, than any other country, 
andmore petroleum. Inextent of manufactured articles and raw 
materials we are now first. Our manufactures are now nearly 
double those of Great Britain, and about equal to those of Ger- 
many, France, and Russia combined. It will be seen, therefore, 
that in breadstuffs, meat, fuel, and clothing, that which feeds, 
warms, and clothes the human family, the United States now 
leads the world. What is more important,of these three essen- 
tials of human life and comfort the United States has a very 
large surplus annually over what is required for her own people. 
No other great nation, unless it be Russia, can feed, warm, and 
clotheits own people. England and Germany are largely depend- 
ent upon American breadstuffs. Germany must buy annually 
$100,000,000 worth of food products, or many of her people must 
go hungry. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garnzs] a few days ago 
expressed great fear lest we be made the object of retaliatory leg- 
islation on the part of European countries. There is no danger of 
our being excluded from European markets for food products by. 
unfriendly legislation or otherwise. Our products form a very 
large proportion of what they are buying constantly. To exclude 
them from their markets would so advance the price of their re- 
maining inadequate supply that food would be beyond the reach of 
the common people. A future open market for our breadstuffs in 
Europe is therefore assured by European necessities. 

The Dingley tariff is doubtless imperfect in many of its sched- 
ules. It is, however, I believe, the best tariff act that has yet 
been devised from an American standpoint. Particular sched- 
ules should be modified from time to time to meet changed condi- 
tions. Gradual modification of particular items would be infi- 
nitely better than a general overturning of our present system. 
It is probable that a liberal use of the reciprocity principle might 
furnish sufficient modification of the tariff for several years to 
come. I believe thoroughly in the reciprocity policies advocated 
by James G. Blaine and William McKinley. And I believe also 
that one of the best expositions of the reciprocity doctrine is to be 
found in McKinley’s last speech at Buffalo. 

The reciprocity treaty with Cuba, approved by the House at 
this session and soon to be approved by the Senate, is a beginning 
in the right direction. Republicans can well afford to expand 
our commerc?3 with other countries by similar treaties, where this 
can be done without seriously injuring our own industries. 

The protective tariff must be mvudified by its friends and not 
destroyed by its enemies. The hard-headed, successful American 
farmer, and the intelligent, progressive American laborer, both 
of whom know a good thing when they see it, are not ready, and, 
in my judgment, will not be ready in this generation to invite 
another carnival of calamity by committing our political and 
industrial future to the aggregation of free-trade, free-silver, and 
free-law devotees masquerading in these latter days in the guise 
and habiliments of Democracy. [Applause. | 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to extend my remarks 
in the REcorD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. OLMSTED]. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, at the beginning of this Con- 
gress the Democratic minority in this body selected as its official 
mouthpiece and floor leader the exceedingly able and amiable 





tented peasantry and an unambitious laboring class, who have | gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIaMs], who has as his 


not experienced the broader liberty and greater responsibilities of 
American citizenship. 


assistant the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dr ARMoND]. Next 
in leadership comes the other gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 


The best test of a political principle, as well as a principle in | CLARK], the Democratic statistician, wit, and prophet. These 
ethics, is the question, Does it work well? Theoretically free | leaders have announced as the platform on which they intend to 
trade has been a favorite among the scholars and in the text- | fight the ‘“‘ revision of the tariff,’ and the statistician, wit, and 
books, but practically a protective tariff has always worked well | prophet from Missouri has already prophesied that upon that plat- 
in this country. From a consuming people, dependent in large form they will elect a President and a House of Representatives 
measure upon the products of other countries, we have become a | in 1904. Now, I want to call the attention of this House and of 


roducing people, competing for the commerce of the world. 

ankee ingenuity, encouraged by protective tariff and supple- 
mented by the superior skill and intelligence of the American 
laborer, has invaded the markets of all countries. About one- 
third of our agricultural and manufactured products now finds 
market abroad. We are to-day selling silks to France, furni- 
ture to Germany, cutlery to England, and tin plate to Wales. 
What would have been considered commercial fiction even ten 
years ago has become commercial fact in 1903. 

Thirty years ago Great Britain, Germany, and France were all 


the country to the character of tariff revision we are likely to get 
when those gentlemen get control of this House, if they ever do, 
In 1897, in the extra session, upon the 24th of March, during the 
pendency of the Dingley tariff bill, the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi said: 

As a Democrat who believes in free trade, or the nearest approach to it, I 
rejoiced in the passage of the Wilson-Gorman bill. 

He claimed that there were too many protective features even in 
that bill, but added that “‘ there was within it a germ from which 
something approaching free trade might have come by evolution,”’ 
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He further. said in the same speech: ‘‘I am not a protectionist, 
and I do not believe in protectionism.”’ 


The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dz ArRMonD] said: 


Where do we stand? Opposed to any tariff duties except such as are 
necessary to raise needed revenue. 

But the other gentleman from Missouri said, speaking of the 
Dingley bill, the present tariff law, under which the country has 
enjoyed so much prosperity: 

Iam dead against this bill. It isa vicious, a monstrous, and unnecessary 
measure. 

In the same speech he said: 

Tama free trader, and I glory in the fact. I rejoico in the record that we 
free traders made in the House in 18%, in the Fifty-third Congress. Nearly 
all that was good in the Wilson bill was put there by the free traders. 

Still further he said: 

The trouble with the Wilson-Gorman bill was not that it contained too 
much free trade, but that it did not contain free trade enough. 

Our friends upon the other side are not vicious at heart, I do 
not suppose they really mean to bring harm to the country. The 
trouble is that they are possessed of a sort of ‘‘ Happy Hooligan’”’ 
brand of statesmanship which, when put in operation, brings 
destruction to themselves and everybody else. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.] The gentlemen ought to know that the Wilson- 
Gorman tariff bill which they thus commend closed more mines 
and factories and mills and banks, and drove into bankruptcy 
more railroads and corporations and firms and individuals, and 
threw more men out of employment than any other piece of legis- 
lation ever enacted in the history of the world. 

In many of the mining and manufacturing districts it actually 
dispensed with the use of toothpicks, because they are not con- 
sidered a prime article of necessity where soup is the only diet. 
[Laughter.] And yet these leaders think it ought to have gone 
farther. Their words I have quoted from the REcoRD show that 
if they had their own way absolutely they would ‘‘ revise’ the 
tariff out of existence. The people are not likely to give them 
that opportunity. 

Great lamentation has been heard from that side of the Cham- 
ber because of the fact that the Pennsylvania Steel Company has 
recently, in competition with German and other manufacturers, 
secured a contract for the future delivery of 20,000 tons of rails 
for the Mecca Railway at prices alleged to be somewhat lower 
than the present prevailing price in this country. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BENNy] declared that 
this country had been injured to the extent of the difference be- 
tween the price to be received abroad and the ruling price of rails 
here, and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILL1AMs] seemed 
to consider it a crowning outrage that four great railroads have, 
as he alleges, agreed to make a reduction of 33} per cent in the 
rates of transportation upon all steel products intended for export. 

Well, now, the farmer, in whom our friends on the other side 
just about election time always evince so much interest, did have 
to “ gnaw a file’’ during the last Democratic Administration, but 
he never has been, to any considerable extent, a consumer of rails. 
The only customers for rails are railroads, and if, as the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. W1LL1aMs] alleges, the railroads them- 
selves are encouraging this outrage, I do not believe that either 
they or the farmer are, after all, so much outraged as the gentle- 
man from New Jersey seems to think. 

Now, I am one of those who believe that the American farmer 
and the American laborer and even the American railroads them- 
selves are benefited by the sale of American rails in foreign coun- 
tries. The plantof the Pennsylvania Steel Company is at Steelton, 
in my district, three miles from the city of Harrisburg, in which 
Ilive. It is not a trust nor controlled by a trust; it is not a com- 
bination of any kind; it is not the result of the merger or con- 
solidation of two or more corporations. It is just a single corpora- 
tion, operating its own plant in competition with the United 
States Steel Corporation and other great rivals. It is operated 
upon very intelligent business principles by very competent and 
intelligent business men. 

I have no personal investment in it in any way whatever, but I 
do take a great intercst in its welfare because of my friendship 
and respect for its officers and because the interests of so many of 
my constituents—farmers, coal miners, and merchants, as well as 
steel operatives—are dependent upon its success. Within one 
year after the last election of Grover Cleveland it, along with 
other manufacturing establishments in my district, went into the 
hands of receivers. 

In October, 1896, it employed 3,602 men. Since the election of 
President McKinley and the passage of the Dingley tariff bill it 
has had more than 8,000 men upon its pay roll at onetime. It 
now yields a fair though not excessive return upon the capital 
invested. The sale of 20,000 tons of rails abroad (and that is only 
one item out of a number; it has within the past few days con- 
tracted to deliver 8,000 tons in the City of Mexico) will, of itself, 
bring over $450,000 of foreign money into this country, and at 
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least 90 per cent of it will reach the pockets of the laborers who 


| made the steel or mined the coal and iron ore which entered into 


its production. 

I hold in my hand a copy of a book entitled ‘‘ The Iron Indus- 
try,’’ published by a firm in New York. It is edited by Mr. H.H. 
Campbell, of Steelton, Pa., who by education, wide personal ex- 
perience, and extended travel and observation in foreign lands is 
well qualified for such atask. He is not an extremist upon the 
tariff question. He discusses this very question. He contends 
that in determining the cost of such manufactures there should 
be allowed interest at 6 per cent on all money actually invested 
in the plant and an allowance of at least 10 per cent for deprecia- 
tion of plant, which goes on whether or not it is operated to its 
full capacity. He thinks it only fair that the home trade should 
pay a price fairly covering both these items, but adds that— 

It becomes good policy to ignore these items (interest on capital and depre- 
ciation of plant) on competitive business for foreign deliveries, since they are 
both fixed quantities, not depending on the amount of steel produced, and 
the extra output caused by such foreign deliveries cheapens the cost to the 
manufacturer. Moreover, certain lines of foreign trade can not be held if 
prices are varied with every local advance. 

Having secured, for instance, the business of a certain railway in Australia, 
it is evidently quite impossible to retain it if the price quoted follows every 
boom in the home market, and it is certainly good policy to keep the trade of 


this railway for future business in spite of the hueand cry about lower prices 
to foreign buyers. 

This argument is not new, but has been an accepted commercial and in- 
dustrial maxim in every country under both protection and free trade, and 
all the * prices abroad” so freely quoted are based on this rule as existing in 
foreign lands. It is even true that bounties are actually paid in some in- 
stances to encourage export trade. * * * 

A steel works, in common with every manufacturing plant, is a benefit 
to the general public in many ways. It contributes to the payment of taxes 
and thus saves an equivalent amount of individual expenditure. It is the 
foundation of large communities, which influence and increase the general 

rosperity of the country by iving a market for all kinds of commodities. 
t supplies freight to the railroads in enormous quantities. In the twelve 
months immediately preceding qe time of writing the works with which I 
am a received 54,908 cars and sent out 17,471 cars loaded with finished 
material. 


Allowing for some émpty cars received and estimating the average of 
the whole to be 30 tons per car, we have a total of 2,170,000 tons of traffic and 
a total train length of 500 miles. The average length of haul is unknown, 
but was over 200 miles. This business brings in an enormous income to the 
railroads, the gross receipts from a steel works being four or possibly six 
tires as much as though a similar amount of material were imported from 
avroad and there were no raw materials or incidental supplies to assemble. 

It will be evident on the slightest consideration that the cost of movi 
other freight is reduced by this increased business and the establishment o 
other industries thereby made possible, which in turn react by further low- 
ering the cost of transportation by their contribution to tonnage moved. 

His argument is well sustained by the official figures, for while 
labor and nearly everything else in this country is highgr now 
than it was in 1896 the average rate charged by railroads per 
ton of freight per mile is lower, made possible by the increase of 
traffic resulting from the incre2s«d products of mines and facto- 
ries. The reports of the Interstate Commerce Commission show 
that the average rate per ton per mile, which was eight hundred 
and seventy-eight one-thousandths part of a cent in 1893, had 
been reduced to seven hundred and fifty-seven one-thousandths 
part of a cent in 1902. 

That was the average of all the railroads in the United States. 
Upon the great trunk lines the freight charges were less. I hap- 

m to have at hand a statement of the New York Central and 

udson River Railroad Company showing that its average charge 
per ton pe mile in 1903 was six and four-tenths mills, and I have no 
aoubt that the average rate per ton per mile charged by the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad Company was fully as low, and perhaps lower, 
so that the public which has prospered in so many other direc- 
tions has certainly not suffered in the matter of railroad rates, 
either as the result of increased tariffs under the Dingley law or 
< the sales of rails or other American prodycts in foreign mar- 

ets. 

Another interesting fact in connection with railroads is that 
during Cleveland’s Administration the number of railway em- 
ployees fell off from 873,602 in 1893 to 823,476 in 1897, a decrease 
of 50,126 in four years. In the succeeding five years, under Mc- 
Kinley and Roosevelt, the number increased to 1,189,315, an in- 
crease of 365,839 in five years. The wages paid railway employees 
in 1897, the year Cleveland went out, were $465,601,581. The 
wages paid them in 1902 amounted to the vastsum of $676 ,028,592, 
an increase of $210,427,011 per annum. 

Railroads are a good index to all other kinds of business. The 
number of additional men employed and increased amount paid 
them in wages in mines and factories since the Gorman-Wilson 
bill was repealed can not be estimated. The people of this coun- 
try will be slow to put in power again the men who helped to 
enact it, and still less likely to turn the Government over to the 
= leaders of Democracy, who would prefer absolute free 
trade. 

There are doubtless some articles upon which the tariff could 
— be reduced, but stability of rates is very important. Much 
tariff tinkering is destructive of business. When revision is nec- 


essary it will be accomplished by the party which favors American 
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labor and prefers that American products shall be sold in foreign 
markets rather than that foreign manufactures shall crowd out 
our own people in our own markets. 

Foreign-made rails have been imported into this country and 
sold here for $145 per ton. Now they are made and sold here at 
$28. Our railroads thus get cheaper rails, while our miners. and 
iron and steel workers do the work and from their wages are en- 
abled to and do become the best customers for the products of 
our farms. If selling our steel products in foreign markets hel 
to bring about, or continue, or improve these conditions, why to 
our friends object? 

The gentleman from Missouri predicted in 1897 that if the 
Dingley bill were passed they would in the next Congress have 
100 majority and elect a Democratic President in 1900. That 
prophecy failed, and the one he has just made, which, if the peo- 
ple believed it, would send $100,000,000 capital into hiding within 
thirty days, is equally absurd and equally unlikely of fulfillment. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask the gentleman from Mississippi to occupy 
his time now. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I am of an opti- 
mistic temperament, but I have grown to despair of the abilities 
of figures and facts and history to make the Republicans—upon 
this floor, at any rate—remember that in 1892 and 1893 and part 
of 1894 there was a world-wide panic; that it did not exist in the 
United States alone, but existed everywhere; that it had begun 
before Mr. Cleveland was elected, and continued after he was 
elected. If*any one of these gentlemen were writing a history 
outside of politics he would note that, and he would dwell, as an 
interesting event in that history, upon the depression in the West 
and South, when a desperate and suffering people were clutching 
at straws and seeking desperate remedies under Harrison’s Ad- 
ministration, before Cleveland was even nominated. But it is 
hopeless to expect from the average Republican intellect anything 
on that subject ‘‘ upon the eve of an election.’’ They will neither 
revise the tariff nor revise their utterances in accordance with 
the facts of history upon the eve of an election. [Laughter on 
the Democratic side. } 

Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] has this 


taken the advanced step of defending the system of charging the 
foreigner a lower price for the products of American manufac- 
turing establishments than is charged to the American for exactly 
the same goods. 

He has defended it, attempted to explain it, and attempted to 
justify it. He has said there is nothing in an extortionate home 
price for steel rails that hurts the farmer of America. He has 
said that ‘‘ farmers never eat steel rails.’’ No, Mr. Speaker, but 
rails sometimes eat farmers. rene on the Democratic side. } 
If the gentleman does not know that the shippers of this country 
pay for the rails, and that all in the world that the railroads do 
is to use the money in the first instance and collect it later on, he 
ought not to be upon the floor of the American House of Repre- 
sentatives. LAnpene on the Democratic side] .I know him so 
well, I know his intelligence so thoroughly, that I know he knows 
those things better even that I possibly could, because of his 
superior ability to learn. 

ow, Mr. Speaker, the other day the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] said, ‘‘Can you point to a day in the history of the 
American ple when Americans were receiving higher wages? ’’ 
I cneuatads amen the spur of the moment, ‘‘ Yes, this day one 
year ago.”’ I might have answered with equal truth ‘‘ This day 
two years ago.’’ I might have taken several other dates, but I 
happened to take that. 

r. Speaker, a wage consists in the net return which the laborer 
receives. The cost of living has advanced within the last seven 
years very much indeed. But I shall not go into that; I shall not 
for the purposes of this reply take that into consideration. The 
absolute wage rate, the gross amount paid independently of the 

uestion of the net receipts—the gross wage—has decreased since 
this day one year ago. Why, I just happened to = up the 
Washington Post of this morning’s date, and I saw that the New 
England cotton manufacturers are getting together still further 
to reduce the wages paid to operatives in the cotton mills. I see 
that in the cotton mills of New England there are employed 
175,000 hands. Sixty-five thousand of them have already had 
their wages reduced 10 per cent in the last year. 
ened by a combination of mills with a yet further decrease. 

I saw some days since that the tin manufacturers have reduced 
wages. I find they met and then adopted, in accordance with 
this new Republican ‘‘ recoupment’’ plan defended by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, a scale of wages whereby the laborers 
were to. receive 25 per cent less for work on products for export, 
and that has resulted in an agreement to pay and receive about 2 
per cent general reduction. That is another idea that I have not 
time to follow up in the seven minutes, nor have I time to go into 
other cognate matters, but in later remarks some time I shall. 


They are threat- | 


| their lips,’’ whether they want it or not. 





Why, you gentlemen have run protectionism. mad. You noi 
only want ‘‘to give every body everything *’ that they want, like Tit- 
tlebat Titmouse, in Ten Thousand a Year, but you want to give 
people things they do not want. Here we find the National As- 
sociation of Agricultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers 
met the other day in the city of Chicago and passed certain reso- 
lutions with certain preambles. The first preamble is this: , 


Whereas the members of this association and we believe a large majority 
of the people of the United States believe that our tariff duties in many 
instances are too high and a gradual reduction should be made; and 

+ Oo * “a % “ + 

Whereas that dominant party of the nation has on more than one cceasion 
committed itself in convention platforms and by legislative action to the 
policy of reciprocity and to the promotion of the commercial treaties. and 
many of its most brilliant and able statesmen have strenuously urged the 
faithful performance of this party engagement; and 

Whereas in the early period of this country’sexistence protection to manu- 
facturers was established in order to enlarge our domestic market, encotrage 
immigration, diversify industries, furnish a greater opportunity for a diver- 
sified talent, and afford a larger field for enterprise, antl establish an inde- 
pendence of foreign nations in supplying ourselves with the necessary military 
supplies during the exigencies of war, in all of which we have succeeded to a 
marvelous extent. 

* * * + x * * 


Then this resolution: 


Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we urge se Congress the faithful performancs not only 
of the repeatedly expressed but the implied promises contained in the Repub- 
lican platform, and the utterances of the Republican leaders who have favored 
reciprocity, by ratifying treaties already before them and thus encouraging 
the negotiation of other treaties equally desirable, and carry out the policy of 
our late lamented President, the Hon. William McKinley, who so ably advo- 
cated the principles of reciprocity in his last public address. 

a # * ae Bs oo co 

Respectfully submitted. 

F. E. Myers, President. 
W. W.CoLurer, Chairman Ex. Com. 
F. E. LUKENS, Secretary. 

We have been asking you—I do not know how long—to reduce 
the duties upon agricultural implements. so that the. farmers of 
this country can get the implements behind which they walk in 
the sweat of their brows as they earn a hard living at a less 
price, and you have responded that it would-‘‘ destroy the agri- 
cultural implement industry’ of the country. And here these 


| very agricultural implement men meet im association and tell you 
morning rejoiced my heart. He is the first Republican who has | 


that it will not destroy them, that the reduction ought to take 
place; but you are going to ‘‘ recommend the poisoned chalice to 
You are goime-to ex- 
tend protectionism to men who tell you that they do not need it 
and that it is wrong for them to have it. 

Here are also the. New England shoe men, who tell you they do 
not need as much so-called protection as they get, and would be 
glad to get less if you will reduce the duty on hides: but you will 
not give it. It is just like the story John Allen used to tell of the 
fellow who got drunk, who told his wife that neither she nor her 
physician could get him to accept a drink of whisky. Said he, 
‘**T promised not to take it and I won't take it; I declare I won’t 
take it. I won’t take it; no, sir; but you, Jane, might get some- 
body just as strong as you are, and if I won’t take it you two 
could make me take it.’’ So you are making people take things 
that they do not need. 

I want to insert this article to which I have referred, and I also 


| ask permission to insert something from the *‘ Citizens’ Industrial 


Association,’’ an association of employers, declaring in favor of 
free trade and free competition, not in products, but in labor, 
gentlemen, ‘‘ don’t you know.”’ Thatisthe sort of freetrade and 
** free competition ’’ Republicans want. Free ingress of pauper 
labor. [Laughter and loud applause on the Democratic side: } 

On second thought I will keep back the proceedings of the *‘ Cit- 
izens’ Industrial Association,’’ as the text for fuller remarks 
later-—— 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eight minutes remaining. 

Mr. PAYNE. =I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I made some observations afew 
days ago and spoke of a period of seventy-two years of Demo- 
cratic policy, a period that terminated on the 4th day of March, 
1861. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. RusseL_i], who perhaps 
was not born at that time, insists that on that day the American 
people, the people of the United States, were in a more prosper- 
ous and happy and hopeful condition than they were on the 4th 
day of March this present year. 

Now, that may be the opinion of the gentleman from Texas. 
He could not have known anything about the earlier period, be- 
cause he was not born, and I take it that he knows but very little 
about the other period, as he has very recently escaped from the 
State of Texas Roughier and applause on the Republican side}, 
and that is not a State to which anybody goes to gain accurate 
information as to the economic conditions of the people of the 
United States. [Laughter.] But if it gives him any satisfaction 
to think that at the end of this first period this country of ours 
was more wealthy, its finances in better condition, its labor better 
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‘represented as they ought to be on the committees. 
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employed, wages upon a grander scale, money more abundant, 
and great enterprises more frequently undertaken and carried 
out by American capital—if it pleases him to think that we were 
in that happier situation in 1861 than now, I am perfectly content 
that he should be as felicitous as he chooses over that delusion. 
{Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
RUSSELL] indulged in some statistics as old as the story he told. 
[Laughter.] The story was so ancient that it was told by the 
animals when they were going into Noah’s ark. [Laughter.] 
The gentleman seems to have lived in oblivion, as my friend from 
Iowa just remarked, because he is comparing the debt of 1860 of 
the United States with the debt of the United States in 1903. He 
does not seem to realize that Texas and a few of the surrounding 
States entered into a great rebellion for five years in the sixties 
thatis the cause of the increase of the debt, but he seems to be 
inclined to blame the whole thing onto the Republican party. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND] sometimes 
tries to be funny and sometimes he tries to scold. This morning 
seems to be his scolding day. He has discovered another tremen- 
dous outrage on the minority because, as he says, they are not 
It can not 
be a personal grievance to the gentleman from Missouri, because 
I see that he is designated on the Committee on Rules and the 
Committee on the Judiciary. My genial friend from Mississippi 
[Mr. WrL.iaMs], the leader of the minority, has been kinder to 
the gentleman from Missouri than he has to some other gentle- 
men on that side; for instance, the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. 
Swanson], who remains on the Committee on Ways and Means, 
but has been taken off the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. The gentleman from Missouri says that the minority 
does not have a proper representation on the commiteees, and he 
calls it an outrage. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, at the beginning of the Fifty-first Congress 
the Republicans had 6 majority. The Committee on Ways and 
Means then consisted of 13 members, of which the majority had 8 
and the minority 5. In the Fifty-second Congress, which was 
Democratic by 129 majority, the Democrats took 10 places and 
the Republicans 5, increasing the committee by 2 and making it 
15. In the Fifty-third Congress the committee was increased to 
17, and the Democrats had 84 majority, and they took 11 places 
and left the minority 6. The Fifty-fourth Congress was Repub- 
lican by 135 majority, and we took 11 members and left the mi- 
nority still with 6. In the Fifty-fifth Congress there were 50 Re- 
publican majority and 11 Republicans and.6 Democrats on the 
committee. In the Fifty-sixth eo our majority was 13, and 
we conceded the Democrats 7 and 10 Republican members 
upon the committee. The Fifty-seventh Congress had 34 Repub- 
lican majority, and we took 11 places for the Republicans and 
left 6 for the Democrats. In this Congress we have 30 majority, 
with 11 Republicans on the committee and 6 Democrats. Thesame 
is true of the Committee on Appropriations. The same is truein 
equal proportion of all the great committees of the House. The 
Speaker has in the appointment of some of the committees con- 
ceded the Democrats additional members in this Congress, but 
generally he has observed the rule that has been the rule, or the 
rule in substance, since the Fifty-first Congress. The Fifty-first 
Congress did not differ in that respect from the preceding Con- 
gresses of which Mr. Carlisle was the Speaker—the Forty-eighth 
and Forty-ninth Congresses. 

The proportion has generally been about the same. Why 
should not the majority have the majority of the members? Why 
should not we have a good working majority of members? We 
have the work to do and we are responsible for the legislation; 
we are responsible to the country for what is done here, and in 
these committees the majority should have a strong der- 
ance of the members. It was right when the Democrats the 
Congress and had the majority, and it is right now when we have 
the majority, and all the scolding and fretting on that side of the 
House will not make it appear to the people that the Speaker of 
this House has not done the fair thing in me ene te commit- 
tees. He has gone further than any other Speaker ever gone 
and conceded to the leader of the minority the opportunity to 
name members of the minority on the committees in cases where 
it did not conflict with the geographical position of the other 
members of the committees. 

So I think that the gentleman when he scolds does not appear 
to as good advantage as even when he appears with some tame 
jokes, as he did the other day. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will not go further in the discussion of the 
tariff, because I have not the time. I almost regret that these 
little discussions that have been indulged in during the last few 
weeks are not to goon; but by and by we shall have the appropria- 


The SPEAKER. The time allowed for this debate has expired. 
Mr. PAYNE (at 1 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.). I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The question having been taken, 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. PaYNeE] is agreed to, and the House stands adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred ag 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a state- 
ment of the expenditures of his Department for contingent ex- 
penses during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1903—to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior Department, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claim~ trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in th ase of 
Sarah H. Munnally, administratrix of estate of Eldred Munnally, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 8. 
A. Rawlins and B. H. Jackson, administrators of estate of James 
Jackson, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Colly B. Holland against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a report from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, a 
recommendation in reference toa claim for supplies furnished 
the Indian school at Rapid City, 8. Dak.—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Board of Managers of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, transmitting 
report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1903—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, so much as refers to appropriations; remain- 
der to Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 5664) permitting the county of 
Taos, in the Territory of New Mexico, to refund its indebtedness 
at a lower rate of interest—to the Committee on the Territories. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5665) to establish a fish-culture station at 
Trout Springs, Gallinas Canyon, San Miguel County, N. Mex.—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 5666) to pay clerks 
in the Indian Territory their salaries as deputy clerks—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 5667) placing cattle hides on 
the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 5668) to increase pay of mail 
carriers on rural free-delivery routes—to the Committee on the 
‘ost-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5669) to repeal an act to establish a uniform 
stem of bankruptcy throughout the United States, approved 
July 1, 1898—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 5670) to provide for the rees- 
tablishment of the west boundary of the State of South Dakota— 
to the Committee on apa riations. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. CHIN: A bill (H. R. 5671) making an 
appropriation for the purchase from Forsyth County of a site and 
building for a post-office and other Government offices in Wins- 
ton-Salem, N. C., and to authorize the sale of the present post- 
office site in Winston-Salem to a County—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5672) authorizing a public building at High- 
point, N. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 5673) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Greens- 
burg, in the county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A concurrent resolution (H. ©. 
Res. 13) relating to the invitation extended to the Congress by 
the Louisiana Historical Society—to the Select Committee on In- 
dustrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A resolution (H. Res. 36) au- 


tion bills and gentlemen will have ample opportunity for discus- | thorizing the Committee on Insular Affairs to have printing and 
sion, and for discussion possibly at times on some subject before | binding done during the Fifty-eighth Congress—to the Committee 


the House. 


on Printing. 
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By Mr. TAWNEY: A resolution (H. Res. 87) authorizing the 
Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions to have 
printing and binding done during the Fifty-eighth Congress—to 
the Committee on Printing. : . 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 38) authorizing the Select Commit- 
tee on Industrial Arts and Expositions to appoint a clerk to said 
committee—to the Committee on Accounts. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 39) authorizing the chairman of the 
Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions to appoint a 
janitor to said committee—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A resolution (H. Res. 40) authorizing the 
Doorkeeper to appoint Hugh Williams as an additional page in 
the press gallery—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A resolution (H. Res. 41) requesting 
the Postmaster-General to send to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads all the papers connected with the recent 
investigation of his Department—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
4 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 5674) to rélieve George W. 


Powers of the charge of dishonorable conduct—to the Committee | 


On Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 5675) granting a pension to 
Norman P. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 5676) 
granting an increase of pension to John A. Lane—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5677) granting an increase of pension to | 


Bartlett Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5678) granting a pension to Ida J. Davis—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5679) for the relief of the heirs of Melvin B. 
Smith—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 5680) for the relief of Jacob 
Lyon—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 5681) granting an increase of | 


snsion to Philip H. Whyrich—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5682) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles B. Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 5683) granting an increase of 

msion to Dudley K. Andross—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 5684) granting an increase 
of pension to William Camblin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 5685) granting a pension to 
Alonzo Sabin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 5686) granting an increase 


of pension to Charles A. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 


By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R..5687) to | 
remove charge of desertion from records of War Department | 


against William B. Meade—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5688) to remove charge of desertion from 
the records of War Department against James T. Billups—to the 
Committe on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5689) granting an increase of pension to 
James Clay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5690) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Griffiths—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 5691) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry Rhinehart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5692) granting an increase of pension to 
John Shanley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 5693) granting an 
increase of pension to Joel M. Street—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5694) granting an increase of pension to Lo- 
gan O’Banion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5695) granting an increase of pension to Na- 
than I. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5696) granting an increase of pension to Jere- 
miah Wall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5697) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Whiteacre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5698) granting an increase of pension to John 
P. Bradfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5699) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 5700) granting a pension to Christopher C, 
Richards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5701) granting a pension to James M. Har- 
per—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5702) granting a pension to Allen S. 
Thatcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5703) granting a pension to Francis Lud- 
low—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5704) granting a pension to Elias Propst—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5705) for the relief of Ira C. Hooks—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5706) for the relief of James M. Blanken- 
ship—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R..5707) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of David A. Lindsay—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5708) to correct the military record of Mica- 
jah Powell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5709) to correct the military record of Eze- 
kiel N. Cohee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 5710) for the relief of Francis 
E. Rosier—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 5711) granting an increase of 
pension to Jacob Chronister—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5712) for the relief of John Wesley Hoyt—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 5713) for the relief 
of the heirs of Myra Clark Gaines, deceased—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 5714) granting a pension to 
John D. Deihl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5715) authorizing*the President of the United 
States to nominate Lieut. Samuel Lindsey Graham, now on the 
retired list, to be a lieutenant-commander on the retired list—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R.5716) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5717) granting an increase of pension to F. M. 
Stoke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 5718) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Adolph Heiser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5719) granting an increase of pension to 
Forbes Homiston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 5720) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William T. Filler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 5721) for the relief of the inhab- 


itants of Portales, Roosevelt County, N. Mex.—to the Committee 


on the Public Lands. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5722) to authorize the payment of $5,000 to 
the widow of the late Tranquilino Luna, in full for his contest ex- 
penses in the contested-election case of Manzanares against Luna— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5723) giving the Court of Claims jurisdiction 
to adjudicate two claims for Indian depredations of the estate of 
Blas Lucero, late of Albuquerque, N. Mex.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5724) for the relief of George Ivers, admin- 
istrator of William Ivers, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5725) granting a pension to Grace Dressel— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 5726) to confer jurisdiction 
on Court of Claims in case of Elizabeth A. Gill, widow, Albert B. 
Gill, Emma B. Gill, William F. Gill,and Leonora Gill Thompson, 
sole legatees and heirs at law of William H. Gill, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5727) granting an 
increase of pension to James M. Alderson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5728) granting an increase of pension to 
David W. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5729) granting an increase of pension to John 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5730) granting an increase of pension to 
James McEntire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5731) granting an inerease of pension to . 
Charles Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5732) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis A. Baird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5733) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Goodwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5734) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Tucker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5735) granting an increase of pension to 
John Ripperdan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5736) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel W. Woodrnff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5737) granting a pension to John Whitehead— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5738) granting a pension to W. L. Law- 
rence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5739) nting a pension to Addison Lusk-— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5740) granting a pension to Thomas W. 
Dickey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5741) granting a pension to Cuma Young— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5742) to remove the charge of desertion from 
Hugh Ferrell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5748) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
W. Waters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5744) granting an increase of pension to Rich- 
ard Southard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 5745) for the relief of 
Richard Crutcher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5746) for the relief of John B. Leavitt's 
heirs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5747) granting a pension to Hiram Stewart— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5748) granting a pension to Granville W. 
W yatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5749) granting a pension to James B. Combs— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WYNN: A bill (H. R. 5750) granting a pension to Wil- 
liam Cassidy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Unéer clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BADGER: Memorial of the manufacturers and jobbers 
in leather goods and the shoe manufacturers of Columbus, Ohio, 
requesting that hides be placed on the free list—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of Sunday School Editors and 
Publishing Societies, protesting against any increase in postal 
rates on Sunday-school periodicals—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-R ® 

By Mr. DEEMER: Resolution of General Mansfield Post, No. 
48, Grand Army of the Republic, of Mansfield, Department of 
Pennsylvania, favoring enactment of a service-pension law—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Papers to accompany bill 
to pension Ida J. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Paper to accompany bill to increase pension 
of Richard Porterfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of Preston 
D. Roady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of business men of Wyoming and 
Buda, Il., protesting against enactment of a parcels-post bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Arthur Welding and 9 other veter- 
ans of the civil war, of Spring Hill, [ll., urging enactment of a 
service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUFF: Resolution of the standing committees of the 
National Business League, favoring enlargement of the Navy— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of William M. Richardson and 40 others, 
ex-soldiers, of Warren County, Department of Iowa, eins 
inet of service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invali 

ensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Memorial of American League 
of Independent Workmen, protesting against the enactment of the 
proposed eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 5341, granting 
a pension to Jenny Petteys—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Resolution of Sykeston Prohibition Alli- 
ance, No. 18, and Christian Endeavor Society of Southeastern 
Wells County, N. Dak., favoring the passage of the Hepburn bill 
relating to the liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of, John W. McLane Post, No. 21, of Hunter, 
Department of North Dakota, favoring the enactment of a service- 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Petition of Sunday School 
Editors and Publishing Societies, protesting against any increase 
of postal rates on Sunday-school periodicals—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of business men of Castile, 
Wyoming County, N. Y., protesting against the enactment of the 
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proposed parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Petition of business men of 
Enfield, Galatia, and Elizabethtown, Ill., against enactment of a 

a bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension W. L. Lawrence—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension John B. Tucker—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of David W. 
Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of James M. 
Alderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension John Whitehead— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of Martin 
Schubert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill to increase pension of Louis A. 
Baird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill to pension Thomas W. Dickey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill to increase pension of John 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to’‘accompany bill to pension Addison Lusk—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill to increase pension of Joseph 
Goodwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill to increase pension of Charles 
Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of James 
McEntire—to the committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accom bill to pension Cuma Young—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension Richard Southard— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WYNN: Papers to accompany bill granting increase of 
pension to William Cassidy—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


SENATE. 


Monpbay, December 7, 1908. 


The Senate met at 11.30 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
REPORT OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting the annual report of the Superintendent of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, showing the progress made in that work during 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1903. This report is ordered to be 

rinted by law, and nothing further need be done in relation to it. 
t will lie on the table. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Tekoa, Wash., and a petition of the congregation of 
the Disciples of Christ of Bradford, Troja, and Sullivan counties, 
Pa., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a memorial of sundry ministers of 
the Methodist Church of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against 
the.repeal of the canteen law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Mount Olivet ptist Church, of epee R. L, and a 
petition of the congregation of the First Methodist Epi: -opal 
Church of Newport, R. L., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of the Missionary Society of 
the Presbyterian Church of Parkersburg, W. Va., praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rexp 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of Andrews Post, No. 294, 
Department of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, of Big 
Rapids, Mich., praying for the enactment of a service-pension; law 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Leroy, of sundry citizens of West Bay City, of 
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the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Hopkins, of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Hope, of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Richland, of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Flint, of the Bridge Street 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Grand Rapids, of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Penn, of sundry citi- 
zens of Beaverton, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Grand Ledge, all in the State of Michigan, and of the Pro Re 
Nata Club of Washington, D. C., praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GIBSON presented a petition of the Ladies’ Missionary So- 
ciety of the First Presbyterian Church of Missoula, Mont., pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Worcester, Mass., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to abolish the canteen in the Soldiers’ Homes 
of the country and also to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in all Government buildings; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the National Business League, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for an increase 
re a Navy; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the National Association of Ag- 
ricultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to carry into effect the recommendations 
of President Roosevelt in his message to Congress on the subject 
of forestry and irrigation; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the Sunday-School Editors and 
Publishers’ Association, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to increase the postal rates on Sunday-school periodic- 
als; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented the petition of James Seldon Cowden, of 
Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
provide for the construction of the Patent Office of the United 
States, including a hall of inventions, and for other purposes; 


which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and | 


Grounds, 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Newburyport; of the congregation of the 
Presbyterian Church of Quincy; of sundry citizens of East Bos- 
ton and South Boston; of the congregation of the Methddist Epis- 
copal Church of North Egremont; of the congregation of the 
First Presbyterian Church of Worcester; of the congregation of 
the First Presbyterian Church of Haverhill; of the congregation 
of the Presbyterian Church of Lowell; of the congregation of St. 
Andrew’s Presbyterian Church, of Boston; of sundry citizens of 


Canton and Hydepark; of the Missionary Circle of the First | 54, 7. ©. prarr, 


Presbyterian Church of Boston; of the Boston Business League, 
of Boston; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of West- 
minster; of the Sons of Veterans of Westminster; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Worcester; of the Frances E. 
Willard Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Pittsfield; of 
the congregation of the Baptist Church of North Egremont; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of North Egremont; 
of the Christian Endeavor Society of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Boston, all in the State of Massachusetts, and of the 
congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of South Ryegate, 
Vt., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Philadelphia; of Lieutenant Ezra 8S. Grif- 


fin Post, No. 189, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of. 


the Republic, of Scranton; of sundry citizens of Butler; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Mount Carmel; of sun- 
dry citizens of Factoryville; of the Home Missionary Society of 
Hollidaysburg; of sundry citizens of Mount Pleasant; of the con- 

egation of the Whitehall Baptist Church, of Frankford; of the 
Woman Christian Temperance Union of Frankford; of the con- 
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Frankford; of 
the congregation of the United Presbyterian Church, of Sewick- 
ley; .of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Nicholson; 
of members of the Gibson Sunday School, of Connellsville; of the 
congregation of the Second Presbyterian Church of Butler; of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Butler; of 
sundry citizetis of Easton, Hazleton, and Connellsville; of the 
congregations of the Allegheny Avenue Baptist, East Allegheny 
Avenue Methodist Episcopal, Trinity Presbyterian, and Simpson 
Memorial Methodist Episcopal churches, of Philadelphia; of the 





Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Honesdale; of the Civic 
Club of Philadelphia; of the congregation of the Olivet Baptist 
Church, of Philadelphia; of the Woman’s Christain Tempcranee 
Union of Millhall; of the Social Purity Alliance of Philadelphia; of 
sundry citizens of Pine Grove; of the Woman's Missionary Society 
of Burgettstown; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Harmony; of the congregation of the St. Marks Re- 
formed Church, of Reading; of the Woman’s Christain Temper- 
ance Union of Reading; of the congregation of the First Lutheran 
Church of Greensburg; of the congregation of the African 
Methodist peccoepat Church of Greensburg; of the congregation 
of the First Baptist Church of Greensburg; of the congregation 
of the Presbyterian Church of Greensburg; of the congregation 
of the Zion Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Greensburg; of 
the ae of the Church of Christ, of Greensburg; of the 
United Brethren Sabbath School of New Holland; of the Woman’s 
Missionary Society of the First Presbyterian Church of Pottsville; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of West Pittsburg; 
of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of Waynesburg: of the 
congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Waynesburg; of the 
congregation of the Third United Presbyterian Church of Wash- 
ington; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Vrooman; 
of sundry citizens of Lawrence County, and of the Delaware Bap- 
tist Union Association, of Delaware County, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Salt Lake 
City, Utah, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2121) to amend an 
act entitled ‘*An act providing for the public printing and. bind- 
ing and the distribution of public documents,’’ to report it favor- 
ably without amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read:the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That chapter 23 of the Statutesof the United States, 
entitled “An act providing for public panting and binding and the distribu- 
tion of public documents,” approved January 12, 18% (Statutes at Large, 
28, page 606), be, and is hereby, amended by inserting after the words “ blank 
franks,”’ where they occur in the second paragraph of section 37 of said chap- 
ter, the following words, ‘* printed on sheets and perforated, or-singly, at the 
option of said Senators, Members, and Delegates.” 

Mr. PLATT of New York. There is a letter of explanation 
accompanying the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempzre. The letter will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, COMMITTEE TO EXAMINE 
THE SEVERAL BRANCHES OF THE CIVIL SERVICE, 
December 5, 1908. 


Chairman Committee on Printing, United States Senate. 

DEAR SENATOR: Complying with your note of the 4th, would say that I 
will introduce the bill as suggested, and it will, of course, be referred to your 
committee. 

The object of the bill is to cure a slight defect in the law covering the dis- 
tribution of documents. Many Senators and Members wish their franks for 
document slips made in sheets of ten, en bloc, for greater facility in address- 
= - the typewriter and adaptability to the use of carbon paper for mani- 

olding. ‘ 

egesely is this a means of time and labor saving in the preparation of 
seed franks and slips for Yearbooks and Farmers’ Bulletins, whereby dupli- 
cates may be made for subsequent issues, all at one time. 

The Public Printer is already authorized to furnish these uncut if so 
ordered, and does so in many cases; but before they can be used they must be 
separated, and this necessitates a cutting machine, which is not available, 
either in the Capitol or in the folding room of the Senate 

Therefore, the perforation of the lines upon which the slips are to be sepa- 
rated is quite desirable, and it is this that the Public Printer is not at present 
authorized to do. 

You will observe from the aguas of the bill that it simply gives the 
Senator or Member the option of having his franks prepared according to his 
wishes. I donot understand that it entails any extra expense for machinery, 
and but slight labor in running the paper through the perforator. 

lam, very truly, yours, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fourteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


Moses E. Capp. 
Is there objection to the pres- 
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POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. PENROSE] on the 1st instant, to report it favorably with an 
amendment. and I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticutin the 
chair). The resolution will be read for the information of the 
Senate. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, 'That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, in view of 
the charges of corruption, extravagance, and violations of law in the admin- 
istration of the affairs of the Post-Office Department, is hereby authorized 
and instructed to request the Postmaster-General to send to the committee 
all papers connected with the recent investigation of his Department and if 
necessary to make further inquiry into the administration of the said De- 


partment, and to make report thereon to Congress upon completion of said 
investigation. 


Said committee shall have power to send for persons, books, and papers, 
examine witnesses under oath, employ a stenographer, and sit Y subcom- 
mittee or otherwise during the sessions of the Senate or during the periods 
of its adjournment at such times and places as the committee may deter- 
mine, and the actual and necessary expenses of said investigation shall be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved by 
the chairman of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire that the resolution shall go over for 
the time being without action. with a view of amending it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the reso- 
lution will go to the Calendar. 

Mr. PENROSE. Did I not understand that unanimous consent 
had been given for its immediate consideration? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chairinquired whether there 
was unanimous consent, and the Senator from Maryland asked that 
the resolution might lie over, which is equivalent to an objection. 
It goes to the Calendar. 


THANKS TO PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


Mr.-GORMAN. Mr. President, I offer a resolution and ask for 
its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are hereby tendered toHon. W1L | 


LIAM P. Frye for the dignified, impartial, and courteous manner in which 
he has presided over its deliberations during the present session. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. PENROSE. I ask that we may now have a vote on the | 


resolution just reported by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 


KRan}. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that, 
objection being made, the resolution goes to the Calendar. 
NATIONAL APPALACHIAN FOREST RESERVE, 
Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Forest Reservations and 
the Protection of Game, to whom was referred the bill (S. 887) 
for the purchase of a national forest reserve in the Southern A 


p | 
lachian Mountains, to be known as the National sauebetidan Peter Graham to be 


Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 2130) to provide for 
the equitable distribution of the waters of the Rio Grande be- 
tween the United States ef America and the United States of 
Mexico; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

The hour of 12 o’clock having arrived, the President pro tem- 
pore said: 

Senators, the hour provided by law for the meeting of the first 

| regular session of the Fifty-eighth Congress having arrived, I de- 
| clare the extraordinary session adjourned without day. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
| Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 7, 1903. 
DEPUTY AUDITOR. 


Aloysius E. Bowling, of Maryland, to be deputy auditor for the 
Treasury Department. 


GENERAL APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


| Charles P. McClelland, of New York, to be general appraiser of 
| merchandise. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
John P. Dickinson, of Colorado, to be receiver of public moneys 
at-Hugo, Colo. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY—INFANTRY ARM. 
Corpl. Manfred Lanza, Fourth Battery, Field Artillery, to be 
second lieutenant, to rank from October 9, 1903. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Judge-Advocate-General’s Department. 
Lieut. Col. Edgar S. Dudley, judge-advocate, to be judge- 
advocate with the rank of colonel, November 22, 1903. 
Maj. George M. Dunn, judge-advocate, to be judge-advocate 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, November 22, 1903. 
Infantry Arm. 


| First Lieut. Henry 8S. Wygant, Third Infantry, to be captain, 
October 9, 1903. 
First Lieut. James M. Graham, Nineteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, October 10, 1903. 
TRANSFERS IN THE ARMY. 
Second Lieut. Henry W. Bunn, Tenth Infantry, from the In- 
fantry Arm to the Artillery Corps, with rank from October 9, 1903. 
Second Lieut. Donald W. Strong, Artillery Corps, to be second 
lieutenant of infantry, with rank from October 10, 1903, 


POSTMASTERS, 
| ALABAMA. 


| J.D. Dennis to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of Perry 
| and State of Alabama. 


KANSAS. 
stmaster at Scammon, in the county of 


Forest Reserve, reported it without amendment, and submitted a Cherokee and State of Kansas. 


report thereon. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2125) granting an 
increase of pension to Marcus T. Caswell; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2126) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Williams; ; 

A bill (S. 2127) granting an increase of pension to Mathias R. 
Zahniser; and 

A bill (S. 2128) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Seebold. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2129) for the relief of 
J. W. Cromwell, surviving partner of the firm of J. W. Cromwell 
& Co.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, 


MICHIGAN, 


Hutson B. Colman to be postmaster at Kalamazoo, in the 
county of Kalamazoo and State of Michigan. 
OHIO. 


Wilbur W. Templin to be postmaster at Calla, in the county of 
Mahoning and State of Ohio. - 


OKLAHOMA, 
George A. Ahern to be postmaster at Frederick, in the county 
of Comanche and Territory of Oklahoma, 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Simon Beckham to be postmaster at Hartsville, in the county 
of Darlington and State of South Carolina. 
TEXAS. 


Elias J. M. Hopkins to be postmaster at Rockdale, in the county 
of Milam and State of Texas. 
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